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MEMBERS OF THE GOVERNMENT
OF THU

RT. HON. SIR JOHN A. MACDONALD, G.C.B.,
AT THE OFENING OF THE 3rd SESSION OF TEE SIXTH PARLIAMENT,

1889.

President of the Council (Premier)
Minister of Public Works
Minister of Railways and Canais -
Minister of Customs - -

Minister of Militia and Defence -
Minister of Agriculture -
Minister of Inland Revenue -

Without Portfulio - -

Secretary of State -

Minister of Justice -
Minister of Finance -

Without Portfolio - - -

Minister of Marine and Fisheries
Postmaster-General -

Minister of the Interior

Clerk of the Privy Council

- - - Right Hon. Sir JoHN A. MAODONALD, G.C.B, &c.
- - - Sir IHoroR Lours LANGEVIN, K.C.M.G., C. B.

- - - Bon. JOHN HENRYP OPE.*

- - - Hon. MAcKENZIE BoWELL.

- - - Sir ADOLPHE P. CARON, KO. .. G.

- - - Hon. JoHN CARLING.

- - - Hon. JOHN COBTIGAN.

- - - Hon. FRANK SMITH.

- - - Hon. JoSEPH ADOLPHE CHAMtEAU.

- - - Sir JoHN SPARROW DAVID THoMPSON, K.C.M G.
- - - Hon. GEORGE EULAS FOSTER.

- - - Hon. JOHN JOSEPH CALDWELL ABBOTT.

- - - Hon. CHARLES HIEBERT TUrppsR.

. - - Hon. JOHN GRAHAM HAGGART.

- . - Hon. EDGAR DEWDNEY.

- - - JoHN JosEPH McGEs, Esq.

OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMONS.

Hon. JOSEPH ALDRIo OUIMIT

JoHN G. BoURINoT, Esq. -

DONALD W. MAODONELL, Esq.
FRANçoIs FORTUNAT ROULEAU,

• - - - - Speaker.

- - - - - Clerk of the House.

- - - - - Sergeant-at.Arms.

Esq. - - Clerk Assistant.

OFFICIAL REPORTERS.

GEoRGE B. BRADLEY - - - . . . - Chief Reporter.

N A. ABBoTT - - - - - -

IL JosEPHDUGGAN - - - - -

ALBERT HORTON - - - * - -

F. R. MAR0AU - - - - Reporters.

J.O. MAREAU - - - - - -

THos. JNo. RIOHARsoN - - * - •

THos. P. OWms - - - - - -

JNo. CHAS. BOYC7E - - - - - Assistant to Chief Reporter.
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ALPHABETICAL LIST

CONSTITUENCIES AND MEMBERS

OF TI

HOUSE 0F COMMONSd
TRIRD SESSION or THi SIXTH PARLIAKENT oir Tan DOMINION OF VANADA,

1889.

ADINGToN-John W. Bell.
ALBERT-Richard Chapman Weldon.

ALBETA-Donald Watson Davis,

ALGOXA-Simon J. Dawson.

ANNAPoLIS-John B. MillS.

ANTIGoNIsH-HoIu. Bir John S. D. Thompson, K.O.M.G.
ARGENTEUIL-James C. WilSon.
AssINIBOIA, East-Hon. Edgar Dewdney.
AssiNIBoI, Wuot-Nicholas Fiood Davin.

BAoT-Flavien Dupont.
BiAvox-Joseph Godbout.
iBEAuHARNoIs-Joseph Gédéon Horace Bergeron.

BECLLIcH&es-Gaillaune AMyot.

BIaTHrza -Cléophas Beausoleil.

BONAVENTURE -Louis Joseph Riopel.
BOTHWEL.L-Hon. David Mille.

BRANT, N. Riding-James Somerville.

BRANT, S. Riding-WiUliam Paterson.
BIOCKVILLE -John Fisher Wood.
Baomx-Sydney Arthur iisher.
Bauci, E. Riding-Henry Cargill.
Bsucu, N. Riding-Alexander IoNeill.
Bauc, W. Riding-James towand.

CAPE BaTON-(Hector F. McDougall,
1 David M.oKeen.

CARDWZLL-Robert Smeaton White.
CARLIToN (N.B.)-Fredetick Harding HÀle.
CARLETON (O.)-George Lemel Dikamùon.

CàaIBoo-Frank S. Barnard.
CHAMBLY-Baymond PréfonIt*ie.
CHAPLAIN-ippblyte MOit PIaIS.
CHAULnveon 51r Otom;
OnaAom-Arthur Hill GilImor.

CHATZAUGUAY-Edward Holton.
CHICOUTIMI and SAÂUENA-Paul Conture.
COLOHEsTIR-Hon. Sir Adams G. Archibatd, E.O ..
CoMPToN-Hon. John Henry PopO.*

CORNWALL and STORMONT-Darby Bergin.
CUMBERLAND-rthiLr R. Dickey.

DIGBY-Herbert Ladd Jones.

DoacRCsTEa-Honoré J. J. B. Chouinard.

DEUMMOND and ARTHABAsKA-Joseph Lavergne.
DUNDAs-Charles Erastus Ilickey.
DuanAm, E. Riding-Henry Alfred Ward.

buRHAx, W. Riding-Hon. Edward Blake.

ELGIN, E. Riding-John H. Wilson.

ELGIN, W. Riding-George Ellioit Casey.
ESSEX, N. Riding-James Colebrooke Patterson.

EssEx,8 8Riding-James Brion.

FBONTENAC-HOn. George Airey Kirkpatrick.

GASPÉ -LoRii Z. Joncas.
GLENGAnRY-P. Purcell.

GLoUCsuSTîZ-Kennedy F. Barns.
GR3SVILLE, S. Riding-Walter Shacly.
Gaty, E. Riding-Thomas S. Sproule.
GREY, N. Riding-James Kasson.
G(*ur, S. Riding-George Landerkin.
GuysBouGu-John A. Kirk.

HALDIxAND -Charles Wesley Oulter.t

H ALIAX _- Hon. Alfred G. Jones.
Thonas J. Kenny.

HALToN-.Tohn Waldie.

HAMILTON - Adam Browh.
Alexander MIKay.

•Died, 1st A 1 q1880.
† Eloted 3t auary tlook eat 1th February, and at for balmne
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HANTS-Alfied Putnam.

HAsTINas, E. Riding-Samuel Barton Burdett.
HASTINGS, N. Riding-Hon. Mackenzie Bowell.
HASTINGs, W. Riding-lenry Corby.
HOCHELAGA-Alphonse Desjardins.
HUNTINGDON-Julius Scriver.
HURoN, E. Riding-Peter Macdonald.
HURON, S. Riding-John McMillan.
HURON, W. Riding-Robert Porter.

IBERVILLE-FrRnçois Béchard.
INVERNEss-Hugh Cameron.

JAcQuEe CARTIER-DésiIe Gir onard.
JoLIETTE-fHilaire Neveu.

KAMoURAsKA-Alexis Dessaint.
KENT (N.B.)-Pierre Amand Landry.
KENT (O.)--Archibald Campbell.
KING's (N.B.) -Hon. George E. Fo.ter.

KINa's (N.S.)-Fiederick W. Borden.

KING'S (P.E.I.)-Peter Adolphus McIntyre.
P James E'iwiii Robertson.

KINGsToN-Rt, Hon. Sir J. A. Macdonald, G.C. B.

L&MBTON, E. Riding-George Moncrieff.
LAMBTON, W. Riding-James Frederick Lister.
LANARK, N. Ridiug-Jcseph Jamieson.
LANARK, S. Riding-Hon. John Graham Haggart.
LaPRAIRIE- Cyrille Doyon.
L'AssoMPTION-Joseph Gauthier.
LAVAL-Hon. Jcseph Aldric Ouimet.

LEEDS and GRENVILLE, N. Riding-Charles Prederiok
Fergusoa.

LEEDS, S. Riding-George Taylor.
LENNox-Uriah Wilson.
LtyVs-PLerre Malcolm Guay.
LINCOLN and 1SIAG %RA-JohD Ch-rles R)kert.
LIsGAR-Ar thur Wellington Ross.
L'IELET-Philippe Baby Casgrain.
LoNDON-Ron. John Carling.
LOTBINIÈÊE-CÔMe 18aie Rinfret.
LuNE>BUR-James Da&niel Eisenhauer.

MKAEQUETTE- Robert Wattson.
MAsKINO: GÉ-Charles Jéiémie Coulombe.
MÉGANTIC - George Turcot.
MIDDLEsEX, E. Riding-Joseph Henry Marshall.
MIDDLEsEx, N. Riding-Timothy Coughlin.

MIDDLESEX, S. RidiDg-James Armstrong.

MIDDLESEX, W. Riding-William Frederick Roome.
MIssIsQuoI - David Bishop Meigs.
MoNcx-Arthur Boyle.

MONTCALM-OlaûiS Thérien.

MONTMAGNY-P. Aug. Choquette.
MoNTMOR ENCY-Charles Langelier.

MONTREAL, Centre-John Joseph Curran.
MONTREAL, East-Alphonse Télesphore lépine.
MONTREAL, West-Sir Donald A. Smith, K C.M.G.
MUsKOKA -William Edward O'Brien.

NAPIERVILLi-Louis St. Marie.
NEw WESTMINTER-Donald Chishol m.
NIcoLET-Fabien Boisvert.
NORFOLK, N. Riding-John Charlton.
NORFOLK, S. RidiDg-David Tisdale.
NORTHUMBERLAND (N.B.)-Hon. Peter Mitchell.
NORTHUMBERLAND (O.) E. R.-Edward Cochrane.
NORTHUMBERLAND (O.) W.R.-George Guillet.

ONTARIO, N. Riding-Frank Madill.
ONTARIO, S. Riding-William Smith.
ONTARIO, W. Riding-James David Edgar.

OTTAWA (City) - William Goodhue Perley.
Honore Robillard.

OTTAWA (County) -Alonzo Wright.
OXFORD, N. Riding-James Sutherland.

OXZORD, S. Riding-flon. Sir R. J. Cartwright, K.C. M.G.

PEEL-William A. McCulla.
PERTH, N. Riding-Simuel Rollin Hesson.
PERTH, S. Riding-James Trow.

PETERBOROUGH, E. Riding-John Lang.

PETERBOROUGH, W. Riding-James Stevenson.
PiOToUr- Hon. Charles Hibbert Tupper.

P John McDougald.
PONTIAC-John Bryson.

PORTNEUF -Joseph E. A. De St. Georges.

PREsOoTT-Simon Labrosse.

PRINCE (P.E.I.)- Stanislaus P. Perry.
SJamesYeo.

PRINCE EDWARD-JOhn Milton Piatt.

PROVENCHER-Alphonse A. C. La Rivière,

QUEBmC, Centre-François Langelier.

QUEBEC, East-Hon. Wilfred Laurier.
QUEBEc, West-Hon. Thos. McGreevy.

QUEBE0 (County)-Hon. Sir Adolphe P. Caron, K.C.M.G.
QUEEN's (N.B.)-George F. Baird.

QUtTEN's (N.S.)-Joshua Newton Freeman.

QUEEN's (P.E.L.)- Louis Henry Davies.f William Welsh.

RENFREW, N. Riding-Peter White.
RENFREW, S. Riding-John Ferguson,

RESTIGOUCHE -George Moffat.

RFIoHLIEu-Jean Baptiste Labelle.

RICHMOND (.S.)-Edmund Power Flynn.

RIoHRoND And WoLF= (Q.)-William Ballook Ives.



LIST OF MÉMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. vii

RImoUsKI-J. B. Bomuald Fiset.
BoUVILLE-George Auguste Giganit.
RUssLL-William Cameron Edwards.

ST. HrYAcrITHm, Michel E Bernier.
ST. JOHN (N.B.) City-John V. Ellis.
ST. JOHN (N.B.) City and County Charles N. Skinner,

Charles Wesley Weldon.
ST. JOHN'S (Q.)-Franç-is Bourassa.
ST. MAURIar-François Sévère L. Desaulniers.
SAsKA'JOHEWN-D. H. Macdowall.
SELKiar-Thomas Mayne Daly.
SHEFFoED-Antoine Audet.
SHELBURNIE -Lient.-General J. Wimburn Laurie.
SHmaooKm -Robert Newton Hall.

SIMoOE, E Riding-Herman Henry Cook.
811om, N. Riding-Dalton McCarthy.
SiXooi, S. Riding-Richard Tyrwhitt.
SoULANGEs-James William Bain.

STANsTEAD-Oharles C. Colby.
SUNBUaY-RObert Duncan Wilmot, jan.

TimxsooUATA-Paul Etienne Grandbois.
TIaRBoNN- Hon. J. A. Chapleau.
TEREE ERivRs-Hon. Sir H. L. Langevin, K.C.M.G.
TORONTO, Centre-George Ralph R, Cockburn.
ToRoNTo, East-John Small.
ToxoNTo, West-Frederick Charles Denison, C. M.G.
Two MOUNTAIN-Jean Baptiste Daoust.

VANOoUVER ISLAND-David William Gordon.
VAUDRUIL-Hugh MoMillan.
VRanHa ass-Hon. Félix Geoffrion.

VioTowRA (B.C.) - Edgar Crow Baker.
1Edward Gawler Prior.

VIOTORIA (N.B.) -Hon. John Costigan.
VIroRA (N.S.)-John Arohibald McDorald.
ViroRIA (0.) N. Riding-John Augustus Barron.
VIOTOMRA (0.)S. Riding-Adam Hudspeth.

WATRLOO, N. Riding-Isaac Erb Bowman.
WATERLoo, S. Riding-James Livingston,
WELLAND -John Ferguson.

WELLINGTON, C. Riding-Andrew Semple.
WELLINGTON, N. Riding- James MoMüllon.

WELLINGTON, S. Riding-James Innes.
WENTWORTH, N. Riding-Thomas Bain.
WENTWORTH, S. Riding-Franklin Wentworth Carpenter.

WZsTMOELAND-Josiah Wood.

WINNIPEG-William Bain Scarth.

YALE-John Andrew Mara.
YAmAsi.A-Fabien Vanasse.
YARoUTH-John Lovitt.

YoRK (N.B.)-Thomas Temple.
Yong (0.) E. Riding-Hon. Alexander Mackenzie,
YoBK (O.) N. Riding-William Malook.
YoBa (O.) W. Riding-N. Clarke Wallace.

SELECT COUMITTEE APPOINTED TO SUPERVISE THE PUBLICATIO 0 O TEE OFFICIAL REPORTS
OF THE DEBATES OF THE HOUSE.

BCIHAa», Mr. François (Iberville). PRIoR, Mr. Edward Gawler ( Yictoria, B.0.)
CHABtTON, 1Mr. John (North Norfolk). Soarva, Mr. Jales (Huntingdon).
COLBY, Mr. Charles C. (Stanstead). SOXMaVILLE, Mr. James (West Bruce).
DAVIN, Mr. N. F. (West Assiniboia). TAYLoR, Mr. George (South Leeds).
-DEIJARDINS, Mr. Alphonse (Hochelaga). TuppiR, Mr. Charles H. (Pictou).
ELLIS, Mr. John V. (St. John, N.B., City). VANASSE. Mr. Fabien (Yamaska).
I NNEs, Mr. James (South Wellington). W nLDON, Mr. R. Chapman (Albert).

Çhairman; Mr. ALPaoNsE DEsJAaDiNs (Hoclwiaga).



LIST OF PAIRS DURING THE SESSION.

On Mr. Mulock's proposed resolution (Removal of Duty on
Artificial Fertilisers) 13th February i -
MinisteriaL. Opposition.

Bm A. ARORIBALD. HoN. MR. M&AKENZIE.
MR. JONOAS. Mu. GODBOUI.
Ma. FERGUSON (Leeds). Ma. 8Ø RIVER.
MR. PRIOR. Ma. FISEER.
Hou. Ma. KIRKPATRIOK. Ma. WALDIE.
Mu. MC ARTHY. MR. PURCt.
Ma. LABELLE. Ma. PRUONTAINE.

On Mr. Landerkin's proposed resolution (Robate of Dtty ob
Oorn) 14th Febrtra-y:-

Sm A. AROHIBALD.
Hox. M. POPE.
MR. FERGUSON.
Ma. OURRAN.
MR JONCAS.
Ma. McJARTHY.
i D. A. SMIT.

Hox. Ma. DEWDXEY.

Hog. Mu. Mi0AKINZIt.
Ho. Mu. BL ÏKE.
MR. BERNIER.
Ma. WELSH.
ML. P01O2TAfIçE.
Ma. MULOOK.
MR. HOLTO N.
MR. 0R ÊBttØ.

On Sir lichard Cartwright's proposed resolution (Address
to Her Maj 3sty re Commercial Treaties) 18th Feb-
ruary :-

Sm A. AROCHIBALD.
HoN. MR. POPE.
Ma. KoMILLAN.
MR. STEVENSON.
MR. WILMOT.
Ma. BHANLY.
M. L2PINE.
Ml. InfGusô (elVed).
Ma. RYKER T.
MR. COKBURN.
Ma. DAOUST.
Mu. JAMIESØx.
Ma. OLBY.
Ma. KENNY.

Hou. M. MACKENZIE.
Hon. M. BLAKE.
Ma. LAVERGNE.
Ma. 000K.
Ma. MoMULLEN.
MR BE AUSOLEIL.
Ma. TUROOT.
Mu. W E Lgl.
MR. MULOO.
Mu. CHOQUErTE.
Mu. LANGELIER (Montmorency).
Mu. 80RIVE R.
ML. b&RDU1'T.
Hox. Ma. JONES (Nadifax).

On Mr. Jamieson's proposed tesaltfon (Prdhibft>n of
Intoxicating Liqorw) tiet February:-

Ma. BROWN. Ma. BUTE ULAID.
Box. Mu. TUPPER. Ma. DAVIES.
Ma. MARSH ALL. Ma. W eot3 (f tmi:

On Mr. Watson's amendment (Maximum Rate on Goal)
to Mr. Shanly's motion for third reading of Bill 14,
incorporating the Alberta Railway and Coal Com.
pany, 25th February :-

Ma. MoGREEHIt.
Ma. BTEVENSON.
Ma. OORBY.
Ma. WILSON (Argentu!Il).
M. OP%ULU.

Ma. LANGELIER (Quebec).
Ma. BARRON.
Ma. WALDIE.
Ma. DES8AINT,
M. GUAy,

MinieriL.

MR MASSON.
Mr. HlICKsEY.
Ma. DAOUCT.
MR. WOOD (Brookville).
Ma. FERGUSON (Leeds).
MR. FERQUSON (Welland).
M. PRIOR.
Mn. GIROUARD.
MR. McCARTHY.

Opposition.
Ma. BEAUSOLEIL.
M. RINFRET.
Ma. DOYON.
HON. Ma. JONES (Utdifu).
Bsm R J. OARTWRIGRT.
M. LA. iGELIER (4Iontmorency).
Ma. PRFO1trAUE.
Ma. BÉOHARD.
MR. WELSI.

On Mr. Laurier's proposed resolution (Fisheries), ii amend.
ment to motion for Committee of Supply, lst
March:-

HON. MR. POPE.
MR. TISDALE.
MR. MoKEEN.
MR. MOgRrEFP.
MR. STEVENiON
M. OARPENTER.
MR. WARD.
MR. 8fOILE.
MR. BERGIN.
MR. BRYSON.
M. PUTNAM.
Ma. YM8 'MR. MOFFAT.
Mu. CAMERON.
MR, O0RBY.
Mu. LABROSS.
XI. &YRTE.

How. Ma. BLAKE.
MR. EDWARDS.
Ma. MULOCÉ.

Ma SUTIERLAND.
i M( COOK.
Ma. LISrER.
MR. LAVERGNE.
Ma. MeMILLAN.
KR. 80 RIVa.
Ma. BERN[IR.
MR. RODBE RTSON.
MR. HUDSPETH.
MR. HALL.
Ma. HOLTON.
MR. OASEY.
MR. LIVINGSTON.
Ma. AMYOT.

On Sir Richard CartwrighL's proposed resolution (Unre-
strioted Reoiproeity) in amendment to motin for
Committee of Supply, 19th March:-

Sou. M. PO0E.
MR. McKAY.
Sa D. A. SMITE.
M A. ARCHIBALb.

MR. TISDALE.
GEN. L[AURIE.
Ma. THÉRIEN.

Ho. M BBIJAKE.
MR. LAVERGNE.
Ms. GEOFFRION.
Ha. Ma. tA0KENZIE;
Mu. COLTERL
Ma. AMYOT.
Ma. FISBT.

On Mr. Laurier's amendment (Repeal) to Sir John Thom.
son's motion for second reading of Bill 4, respecting
the BIect«d ?f #bohise, 3rd April:-

Ma. HALL.
Ma. GIROUARD.
Ma. IVES.
MR. DAVIS.
Sm A. AROHOIB &LD.
Hou. Ma DEWDNEY.
Mu. RYKE RT.
MR. O0LBY.
Gmx. L AURIE.
Bm D. A. SKITH.
Bou. MU. COSTIGAN.
M. MOCARTHYL

MR. AUDIT.
Mu. BEAUSOLEIL.
Ma. GEOFFRION.
Ma. EDW4RDS.
Hon. Ma. MaKENZIE.
Ma. MoINTYRE.
Ma. WEL 1H.
Ma. COULOMBE.
Mn. BEiGERON.
M. YEO.
Mau. 000L
Mi. BA RBON.

iii LIST «P PllR DgiillRE M »0lg
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On Mr. Ellis' amend ment (sx months' hoit) to Mr. Tnpper's On Ur. Hohtens proposedearomlation (Oustems seizar%)e is
motion for third reiiçg of Bill 19, tq uoAnd the
Fisheries Aot, e th Apr:

Ma. WOOD (Brookville).
Ma. IoGREEYY.
Ma. OOBBY.
ma. OHISHOLM.
Ma. TISD ALI.
QUE. LAURIE.

MX. WALDIE.
M. GEGBQPfION.
Ma. FI 3HER.
Va. PUROELL.

Ma. WILSON (Elgiz),

On Sir Richard Ogrîmight'q propoed resoliqp (I4o of
1888) in amendment to Committee of Supply, lOth

April:
Sm A.. ARCHIBALD.
Ms. JONÇAS.
Ma. PRIOR
Ma. WOOD (Broqkville).
HoN. Ma. KIRKP ATRIOK.
Ma. O HISHOLV.

HoN. M. MAOKENZIE.
MR. EDWARDS.
Ma. HALE.

SEISENH AUEr..
am. LIV'[NGSTON.
am. G E0 FF MOR.

On Ir. JaWW (Udifax) amendment (Reduction of asIaries)
to Sir John A. Macdonald's motion for seeond read.
ing of BillI 118, respecting Pensions to Monqtçd Polce
Force, 15th April -

Sra A. AROtBALD.
Sm D. A. SMITH.
Ma. MOK Ay.
Ma. SARTH.
M. MONORIEFF.
MU. OHISHOL#.
MR. STEVE NSON.
Ma. DALY,

Hox Ma MAOKENZI.
MR EDGAR.
M. L AVERGNI.
em. YEO.
Ma. MULOOK.

.?RÉF0NTAINI.
Ma. 000K.
Ma. LANGELIE.

On Mr. Charlton's amendment to Sir John Thompaon's
moticon fQr tbird reading of Bill 4, reps eg the
Electoral Fr-anchise, 15th April:-

Sm A. AROHIBALD.
Sm D.A'. SIITE.

tms. McKAY.
Ma. SCARTH.
Ma. MONOREIFF.
M&. OHISHOLM.
MN. STEVENSON.
MR. DA1.
Mm. JONO AS.
Ma. RiOPEL.
Ma. WRIG HT.
Ma. SKKNER.

HON. MR. MAOKENZlm
MR. EDGAR.
MR. LAVMRNE.
MR. YEO.
Ma MUuOCK.
m. PRÉFONTAIN.
A. 0ÇQQi

Ma. LANGELIE,.
Ma. DESSAINT.
Va. D ST. QBQROB.
HoN. g. M1aELL,
Ma. HALE.

On Mr. Davies' (P.E.I.) amendment:-
(Same as ast) with the addition of

Mm. DAWSON. MR. SRIVER.

On Mr. White's (Renfrew) amendment (Registration Foe on
Letters) to Mr. Haggart's motion for third reading
of Bill 93, to amend the Post Office Act, 6lth April:-

(Saine as lat) with the addition of
ma. McKEEN. Mu. WELBIM.

ameadment to Qommitteo oi Supply, 16th April:-
Sm A. ARO4jAlD.
Ma. McK&Y.
Ma. S0ARTE.
M. FERGUSON(WlaSS.
Ra. OHISHOLM.
Ma. 0OUSRLIN.
Ma. TISDALE.
Ma. WRIG T.
Sm D. A. SXXfik

Roiu Mm. MAQflZlio.
UR. LAVESUNE.
UR. YEO.
Xa. 49&Viglp,
Ma MULOOK.
Ma. BÉOH ARD.
¥m. EDGAR.

O. 000K,
Va. 0190fw(0.

On Mr. Fisher's propo.d'resoeltion (Intoioatug Liqueo in
North-West 'Tqrit9ries) in amendment to OCçiM«it.
tee 0f Supply, M4 April:-

Si A. AROEHIBiLD. ioNw. M. MA ENZt8.
Ma SCARTH. Ma. YEO.
Ma. RYKCRT. Ma. EDWARDS.
Mm FERGUSON (Welland). Ma. BURDEITT.
MR BOISVERtT. M. TURO0T.
Mm. LABIL LE. Mm QQ g igT.
Ma. DESJARDINS. MR. LAVERGNE.
Ma. TAYLOR. Ma. TROW.
MR. H10KT. 19. LA N DKEK[N,
MR. MADILL. #R INNIS.
Bon. Ma. FOSTER. MR OHARLTON.
MR. LANDRY. Mm. CO0UINARD.
MR. OHISHOLM. M . GEOFFRIOX.

Oa Mr. Laurier's amendment (re Steamship Service, IC.
and Australia) tn Mr.P oster'a a motlon *,. iviAit in

resolution repQrtQ4 fr
April -

MR. MCKAY.
MR. SOARTH.
MR. RYKSRT.
Mu. ERaRUSoN (Wulaad).
Mm BISVERT.
MR. HUDSUITS.
Mm. JAMIESON.
MR. WHITE (Renfrew).
ga. OPR G.
Vix. LIPINE.
MR. PERGUSO N (Renfrew).
M. 8OYLI.
Ma DE NIýQ.
Ma. STEVEN30.N.
Sm JOHN A. MAo,0Q1f'414.
MR. WILS0N (ArgentegjI).
Ma. 0OUGEHI«.
Mm. WOOD (Brockvlle).
MR. OHISEOLX.
MR. HIOKEY.

olOommit tee of Whola, 22nd

Ml. LAVaGNI.
Ma. YEO.
Mn. EDWARDS.
Ma. BURDETT.
Ma. TVUROUT T.
Ma. BARRON.
Ma. FISHRER.
Ma. WALDIE.
¥a. ÇHOQUEtTE.
Ma.LNE A(40.
Mm MEIGS.
Mm, SORIV'ER.
I¥E. PUROE[ .
M. 000K.
#m Rd . 48TWAIQT.
Ma. OEARLTOJL
Ma GEOFPRIO?.
m BERNIER.

Ma Du ST. gligggg
Mm. L ANGELIE R (Mgtggqnag.

On Mr. Barron's proposed rosolution (Sale of Timber on
Indian Reserves) in amendment to Committee of
Supply, 23rd April:-

Sir A. AROHIBALD.
Ma. 80ART H.
Ma. FERGUSON (Welland).
M. SAIN
MU. LANDRY.
Mi. WOOD (Brockville).
Sa JOHN A. MAODONALD.
Mz. HALL.
Ms. CH[SHOLM.
Ma. COUGHLIN.
Mm. SPROULI,

BOX. MR. MAOKENZIE.
Ma. YEO.
M. BURDETrT.
Ma. D ST. GEORGES.
M&. OHOUINARD.
Ma. EDWARDS.
Mx. ROWAND.
Mi. 8ORIVER,
Ma. KIRK.
Mm. FLYNN.
Mm. MqINTYRS.



LInT O PAIRS DrURING THIO SESSIO,.

On Mr. Mulock's proposed resolution (Militia Clothing) in'

amendment ti Committee of Supply, 25th April:-

Sra A. ARCBIBALD.
Ma. McK &Y.
UR. 80 ARTE.
Ma. FERGUSON (Welland).
Ma. MONORIE PF.
Ma. CHISHOLM.
Ma. O'BRIE i.
Hon. Ma. 0 OSTIG AN.
Sma JOHN A. MA ODONALD.
Ma. CORBY.
Hox. U. TUPP ER.
Ma. ROOME.
Ma. H ALIL.
Ma. WRIGHT.
Box. Ma CH APLEAU.
Ma. MAODOWALL.
Sia D. A. SVITH.

Hon. Ma. VAOKEqZIE.
Ma. LAVERGNE.
Ma. YEO.
Ma. BURDETT.
Ma. LISTEiR.
Ma. Da ST. GEORGES.
Ma. MEIGS.
Hom. Ma. BLAKE.
HoN. Ma. LAURIER.
Ma. BOWMAN.
Ma EDGAR.
Ma. McDONALD (Huron).
Ma. SORIVER.
Ma. OASGRAIN.
Ma. AMYOT.
Ma. CHOQUETTE.
Ma. GILLMOR.

On Mr. Barron's proposed resolution (Duty on Saw Logs)
in amendment to Committee of Supply, 26th April :-

Sa A. ARCHIBALD.
Ma. MoKAY.
Ma. SOARTH.
Ma. FCEGUSON (Welland).
Ma. MONCRIEFF.
Ma. OISHIOLM.
Ma. O'BRIEN.
Hou. Ma. COSTIGAN.
Ma. CORBY.
Ma. TUPPER.
Ma. ROOME.
Ma. WILSYN (Lennox).
Ma. JONOAS.
Ma. W HIT C (tenfrew).
Ma. HICKEY.
Ma. WRIGHT.
Ma. WHITE (Oardwell).

Hox. Ma. VAOKENZIE.
Ma. L AVERGNE.
Ma. YEO.
Ms. BURDETT.
Ma. LISTER.
Ma. Du ST. GEORGE9.
Ma. MEIGS.
HoN. %a. BLAKE.
Ma. BOWMAN.
Ma. EDG AR.
Ma. MoDON ýLD (Huron).
Ma. COUTURE.
Ma. L tVERGNE.
Ma. SORIVER.
Mn. LANGELIER (Quebec).
Ma. HALE.
Hor. Ma. MITCHELL.

On Sir Richard Cartwright's amendment (re Manitoba
Penitentiary) to motion to concur in resolution
reported from C(ommittee of Supply, 26th April :-

Sra A. ARCHIBALD.
Na. SOARTE.
Ma. FERUUSON (Welland).
Ma. MONCRIEFP.
Ma. CIBHOLM.
Ma. O'BRIEN.
HoN. Ma. COSTIGAN.
Ma. CORBY.

Ho. MNa. MAOKENZIE.
Ma. YEO.
Ma. BURDETT.
Ma. LISTER.
Ma. D St. GEORGES.
Ma. MEIGS.
Hox. Ma. BLAKI.
Ma. BOWMAN.

Hox. Ma. TUPPE.
Ma. ROOME.
Ma WILSON (Lennox).
Va. JONO AS.
Ua. WHITI (Rsnfrsw).
Ma. WOOD (Brockville)
MR. HICKEY.
Ma WRIGHT.
Ma. WHIT E (Oardwell).
Ma. HE83ON.
Ma. PERIKEY.
Ma. SKINNER.
Ma. CARGILL.

Ma. EDGAR.
Ma. MoDONALD (Huron).
Ma. OOUTURE.
Ma. LAVERGNE.
Ma. MULOOK.
Ma. HOINARD.
Ma. L ANGELIER (Quebec).
Ma. H ILE.
Hou. Ma. MITC HELL.
Ma. LIVINGSTON.
Ma. EDWARDS.
Ma. BORIVER.
Ma. L ANDERK[N.

The following paired on ail Subjects for balance of Session,
29th April:-

Ma. MoDOUGALD (Pictou).
Ma. VANÂASSE.
Ma. THÉRIEN.
Ma. DESAULNIERS.
Ma. JAUIESON.
Ma. WILSO N (Argenteuil).
Ma. FREEMAN.
Ma. NEVEU.
Sra A. AROHIBALD.
Ma. ÂUDE T.
Ma. DALY.
Ma. WOOD (3rockville).
Ma. BELL.
Ma. GRANDBOIS.
Ma BAIRD.
Ma. OAÂRPENTER.
Ma. BESSON.
Ma SMITEI (Ontario).
Ma. COULOMBE.
Ma. BOYLE.
Ma. FERGUSON (Welland).
Ma. SCARTRH.
Ma. MON JRIEFF.
Ma. OHISdOLV.
MR O'BRIEN.
Ma. COR BY.
Ma. ROOME.
Ma. WILSON (Lennox).
Ma. CARGILL.
Ma. TISDALU.
Ma. MASSON.
Ma. ERGUSON (Renfrew).
Ma. MARSHALL.
Ma. HUDSPETH.
Ma. MILLS (Annapolls).
Ma. PUTNAM on LANDRY.

Ma FLYNN.
Ma. BOURASSA.
Ma. GAUT HIER.
Ma. BEAUSOLEIL.
Ma. B20 HARD.
Ma. GU AY.
Ma LANGE LIER (Montmorency)

Ma GIG&ULT.
Hou Ma. MAOKENZIE.
Ma TUROOT.
Na. WSLSR.
Ma. LANGELI ER (Quebec).
Ma. BE RNIER.
Ma. FISET.
M. HALE.
Ma. AMYOT.
Ma. LIVINGSrON.
Ka. SEMPLE.
Ma. RINF RET.
Ma. DESSAINT.
Ma. BURDETT.
Ma YEO.
Ma LISTER.
Mn. DI ST. GEORGES.
Ma. MEIGS.
Ma. BOWMAN.
Ma. MoDONALD (Huron).
Ma. 00U1URE.
Ma LAÇDERKIN.
Ma. LANG.
Ma. ROWAND.
Ma. GODBOUT.
Ma. MoMILLAN (Huron).
Ma. BARRON.
Ma. ROBERTSON.
Mg. EISENHAUEIR.
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THIRD SESSION, SIXTH PARLIAMENT.-5 VIC.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuRsDAY, 31st January, 1889.

TuE PARLIAMENT, which had been proroguedfrom timeto
time, was now commanded to assemble on the 31st day of
January, 1889, for the Despatch of Business.

The SPEAKER tootr the Chair at fifteen minutes before
Three o'clock.

PRAYERas.

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

Ma. SPEAKR,

His Excell-ncy the Governor General desires the immediate attendance
of this Honorable H0ouse in the Senate Chamber.

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

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPE AKE R informed the louse, that he had received
from the Judges selected for the trial of Election petitions,
pursuant to the D>Lminion Controverted Elections Act, cor-
tificates and reports relating to the Elections,-

For the Electoral District of Halton.
For the Electoral District of Shelburne.
For the Electoral District of Northumberland, East.
For the Electoral District of Haldimand.
For the Electoral District of Joliette.
For the Electoral District of Hastings, East.
For the Electoral District of Laprairie.
For the Electoral District of Maskinongé.
For the Electoral District of Simcoe, East.
For the Electoral District of Cumberland.

VACANCIES.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House that, during the
recess, he had recoived communications from several Mem.-
bers, notifying him that the following vacancies had oc-
curred in the representation :-

Of CHAS. HIBBERT TuiPEP, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District
of Picteu, by acceptance of office of emolument under the Crown.

Of the Hou. Sir Ca&s. TUPPER, G. C. M. G., Member for the Electoral
District of Oumberland, by acceptance of office of High Cornmissioner
for Canada in London, G. B.

Of ATHIAs GAUDET, Esquire, Member for the Elector al District of
Nicolet, by decease.

Of the Hon. A. W. McLELAN, Member for the Electoral District of Col-
chester, by acceptance of office of Lieuteiant-Governor of the Province
of Nova Scotia.

Of Wu. DzLL PRaETu, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Assinibois East, by being summoned to the Senate.

Of JoHN GaAHAM HAGGART, Esquire, ifember for the Electoral District
of Lanark, South Riding, by acceptance of office of emolument under the
Orown.

Of IxHEL JOSEPH C. COURSOL, Esquire, Member for the Electoral
District of Montreal East, by decease.

1

Of the Hon. THoMAS WrITE, Member for the Electoral District of
Cardwell, by decease.

Of JAMES REID, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of Cariboo,
by being summoned to the Senate.

Of the Hon. JOBEP ROYAL, Member for the Electoral District of Prov-
encher. by the acceptance of the office of Lieutenant-Governor of the
North-West Territories.

He also informed the House, that he had issued the soveral
Warranta to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to make
out new Writs of Election for the said Electoral Diatricts
respectively.

NEW MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAEER further informed the Hlouse, that during
the recesa the Clerk of the louse bad received from the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, certificatos of the election
and raturn of the following Members :-

Of the Hon CHAS. HIBBERT TupPia, for the Electoral District of Pictou,
Of ARTHUR R. DICKEY, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Cum-

berland.
Of FABIEN BoIsvERT, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Nicolet.

Of the Hon. Sir ADAMs G. RoHIBALD, K.O.M.G., for the Electoral
District of Colchester.

Of JoUx WALDIZ, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Halton.

Of the Hon. JoHN GRAHAM HAGGART, for the Electoral District of
the South Riding of the Oounty of Lanark.

Of the Hon. EDGAR DEWDNEY, for the Electoral District of East
Assiniboia.

Of Atenoxsu Télesphore LiPINE, Esquire, for the Electoral District of
Kontreal East.

Of ROBERT SMBATON WHIT, Esquire, for the Electoral District of
Cardwell.

Of Lieut -Gen. J. WIMBUaN LAURiz, for the Electoral District of Shel-
burne.

Of FRAi STILLMAN BARNAR, Esquire, for the Electoral District of
Gariboo.

Of EDwARD CocHRANE, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Northum-
berland (Ont.) East.

Of HILAIRS NEVEU, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Joliette.

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

Hon. CHAS. H. Tuppua, Member for the Electoral District of Pictou,
introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. Sir John 8. D. Thomp-
son.

FAmZN BoIsvERT, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of Nicolet,
introduced by Sir Hector Langevin and Mr. Vanasse.

Hon. Jou G.H AGGRT, Member for the Electoral District of North Lan-
ark, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. Mackenzie Bowell.

Hon. EDGAR DEwDNEy, Member for the Electoral District of East As-
siniboia, introduced by bir John A. Macdonald and Hon. Mr. Poster.

Sir ADAMS G. ARcHIBALD, Member for the Electoral District of Colches-
ter, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir John S. D. Thompson.

ALPeONS TÈLIsPHoRE LficPIN, Esquire, Member for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Montreal East, introduced by Sir Hector Langevin and Mr. J. J.
Ourran.

RoBtER SMNATON WRITE, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Oardwell, introduced by dir John A. Macdonald and Mr. N. 0. Wallace.

Aau R DirETa, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Cumberland, introduced by dir John A. Macdonald and dir John 8. D.
Thompson.

HILAIRa NEvEU, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of Joliette,
ntroduced by the Hon. Wilfrid Laurier and Mr. Beausoleil.



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 1y
PIRST READING. Gentemen 2e the House of Commons :

Bill (No. 1) respecting the administration of oaths of The Accounts for the past and the Estimates for the ensuing year will
office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.) be laid before you. These Estimates have been prepared with a due

regard to economy and the efficiency of the public service.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

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

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen qf the House of Commons:

In addressing the Parliament of Canada for the first time, in fulfil-
ment of the important trust which has been committed to me as Her
Majesty'e Representative, I desire to express the satisfaction with which
I resort to your advice and assistance.

I a& conscious of the honor wbich attends my association with your
labors for the welfare of the Dominion, and it will be my earnest en-
deavor to co-operate with you, to the utmost of my power, in all that may
promote the prosperity of the people of this country, the development of
ber material resources, and the maintenance of the constitutional ties
which unite her provinces.

It is to be regretted that the treaty concluded between Her Majesty
and the President of the United States, for the adjustment of the ques-
tions which have arisen with reference to "The Fisheries,1" has not been
sanctioned by the United States Senate, in whom the power of ratifica-
tion is vested; and that our legislation of last year on the subject is
therefore in a great measure inoperative.

It now only remaine for Canada to continue to maintain ber rights
as prescribed by the Convention of 1818, until some satisfactory re-
adjustment is arranged by treaty between the two nations.

A measure will again be submitted to you to amend the Acte respect-
ing the Electoral Franchise, for the purpose of simplifying the law and
lessening the cost of its operation.

Itis expedient, in the interests of commerce, to assimilate, and in
nome particulars to amend, the laws which now obtain in the several
Provinces of the Dominion relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques and
Promissory Notes; and a Bill with this object wili be laid before you.

A Bill will alo be provided for making uniform throughout the Do-
tinion the law relating to Bills of Lading.

During the recess my Government has carefally considered the subject
of Ocean Steam Service, and you will be asked to provide subsidies for
the improvement of the Atlantic Mail Service, and for the establishment,
in concert with Her Majesty's Government, of a line of fast steamers
between British Columbia and China and Japin. Your attention will
also be invited to the best mode of developing our trade, and securing
direct communication by steam with Australasia, the West Indies and
South America.

A Bill will be submitted for your consideration for the prevention of
certain offences in connection with Municipal Councils, and to give
greater facilities for making eLquiries as to such matters.

Several measures will also be presented to yon for improving the Law
of Procedure in Criminal Cases. Among these will be a Bill to permit
the release on probation of persone convicted of first offences, a Bill
authorising regulations to ne made for the practice in cases partaking
of the nature of criminal proceedinge, and a Bill to make the Speedy
Trials Act applicable throughout Qanada.

Bille relating to the inspection of timber and lumber, for the improve-
ment of the Postal System, and for increasing the efficiency of the
North-West Mounted Police, will aiso be submitted for your considera-
tion.

The Royal Commissioners on Labor having concluded their enquiries,
I hope to be able to lay before you at an early day their report with the
important evidence collected by them in varions parts of Canada.

Honorable Gentlemm of thes enate:
Gentlemen of the Houase o JCommons:

I now commend these several subjects and the others which may be
brought before you to your earnest consideration, and I trust that the
result of your deliberations may, under the Divine Blessing, tend to
promote the well-being and prosperity of Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That the Speech of His Exceliency the Governor General be taken
into consideration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House,-The Report of the
Joint Librarians of Parliament.

SELECT STANDING COIMITTEES.

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

sion, be appointed for the following purposes:--. On Privileges and
Elections. 2. On Expiring Laws. 3. On Railways, Canals and Tele-
graph Lines. 4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills. 5. On Standing
Orders. 6. On Printing. 7. On Public Accounts. 8. On Banking and
Commerce. 9 On Agriculture and Colonisation; which said Com-
mittees shall everally be empowered to examine and enquire into all
such matters and things as may be referred to them by the House; and
to report from time to time their observations and opinions thereon;
with power to send for persons, papers and records.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adiourned at 3.45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, lst February, 1889.

ThqSPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYiERS.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received
from the Registrar of the Supreme Court of Canada, a
certified copy of the judgment of the said court in the
election appeal of Poirier vs. Fiset, said judgment dismiss-.
ing the appeal.

NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that the Clerk of the
House had received from the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery, a certificate of the election and return of Alphonse A.
C. LaRivière as Member for Provencher.

REPORTS.

Annual Report of the Department of Public Works for the
year ending 30th June, 1888.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

The Public Accounts for the fiscalyear ending 30th June,
1888.-(Mr. Foster,)

Annual Report of the Department of Marine for the year
ending 30th June, 1888.-(Mr. Tupper.)
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Report of the Commissioner, Dominion Police, under

Revised Statues of Canada, Chapter 184, section 5.-(Sir
John Thompson.)

Tables of the Trade and Navigation of the Dominio>n of
Canada for the year ending 30th June, 1888.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Report, Returns and Statistics of the Inland Revenues
of the Dominion of Canada, for the fiscal year ending 30th
June, 1888.-(r. CoStigan.)

DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Speaker, before calling the Orders
of the Day, I wish, with the consent of the House, to make
the usual motion for the appointment of the Bansard
Committee. The motion is as follows:-

That a Select Committee be appointed to supervise the Official Report
of the Debates of this House during the present Session, with power to re-
port from time to time; to be composed of Messrs. Baker, Béchard, Charl-
ton, Colby, Davin, Desjardins, Ellis, Innes, Seriver, Somerville, Taylor,
Tupper, Vanasse and Weldon (Albert).
The names are the same as those whioh 'have been on the
committee for the last two years, with the exception of Mr.
Royal. It is proposed to substitute Mr. Vanasse for Mr.
Royal.

Mr. LAURIER. With regard to this motion, I wish to
ask will the hon. gentleman tell the House that this is sub-
stantially the same committee as was appointed last year ?

Mr. BOWELL. The names of the committee are pre-
cisely the same with the exception of the substitution of
Mr. Vanasse for Mr. Royal, who is now Lieut. Governor of
the North-West Territories.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

EDWARD CocHBANE, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of East
Northumberland, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr. Taylor.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO IS EXCELLENCY'S
SPEECH.

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

Mr. WHITE (Oardwell). Mr. Speaker, in rising to movo
the Address in reply to the Speech from the Throne, I have
to ask from this House that indulgence and kindly consi-
deration which have always been generously accorded to
young and inexperienced members-an indulgence and a
consideration the more needed in my case, because I cannot
stand on the floor of. this House without havi ng pressed
home upon me the recollection of the circumstances under
which 1 came to have the honor to be here. When this
House met a year ago another voice spoke as the represen-
tative of Cardwell, the voice of one wbose public services
were deemed by bis constituency, by a generous and loyal
people, te merit the election of myself as his successor in
this House. Since Parliament prorogued we have speeded
a parting Governor General and welcomed a coming one;
and I am sure I but echo the sentiments of every gentleman
in this HFouse when i say that Lord Stanley, the present
Governor General, since bis advent to Canada, bas manifested
his appreciation of the importance of the Dominion, the
magnificence of her resources, and the splendid opportunities
afforded her of building up a powerful and prosperous coun.
try in alliance with Great Britain. He has done, Sir, more
than that; he bas shown himself to possess a hearty sympatry
with the aspirations of the people of this Dominion; he has,
in the speeches hohos made throughout the country, urged
them te cultivate a national sentiment, and to rally round
the Dominion as the central power; and I think I can con-
fidently express the conviction that when Lord Stanley,
having served his term, comes to say farewell to this coun-

try, he will receive the unanimous testimony of the Canadian
people to bis earnest endeavors to co-operate with them in
all that tends to promote the prosperity of the people of this
country, the development of her material resources, and the
maintenance of the constitutional ties which unite ber Pro-
vinces. The first question touched upon in the Speech of His
Excellency is one of very considerable importance, that of the
fisheries It must be a matter of regret to every gentleman
in this House that the work of the Joint High Commission,
whicb met at Washington a little over a year ago, bas been
rendered inoperative by the action of the Senate of the
United States. Sir, since Parliament prorogued, since the
very thorough discussion of that question which was had
on the floor of this House, it bas passed through several
phases. It will be remembered that President Cleveland
consented to the appointment of a Joint High Commission,
and no doubt be bad an accurate knowledge of the proceed-
ings of that Commission from time to time; and in submit-
ting to the Senate the treaty which was agreed upoii, ha
used this langusge:

" The treaty meets my approval, because I believe that it supplies a
satisfactory, practical and final adjustment upon a basis honorable
and just to both parties, of the difficult and vexed question to whieh is
relates."
Well, Sir, after a discussion continuing through some
months, the Sonate of the United States, by a strict party
vote, rejected the convention, and two days afterwards Presi-
dent Cleveland sent down to Congresa what is known as bis
retaliatory message. Everybody must regret most sincerely
that that message was sent down, and 1 think [ do not
exaggerate when I say that the position taken by the Presi-
dent of the United States in that document was an illogical
and inconsistent one, directly opposed to bis whole anterior
course in relation to the question. Sir, it seemas to me I am
justified in holding that that message was prompted by the
exigencies of party politics in the United States, and that
Canada was made, on the eve of a general election, the foot-
ball of both parties, to be kicked about for the amusement
of the Anglephobes in the United States. Now, Sir, may
I be permitted for a moment to refer to that retaliatory
message ? It began by reiterating the President's approval
of the convention that had been shortly before concluded
between Great Britain and the United States. In it the
President declared:

" I fully believe that this treaty just rejected by the Senate was well
suited to the exigency, and that its provisions were adequate for our
security in the future from vexatious incidents, and for the promotion
of friendly neighborhood and intimacy without sacrificing in the least
our national pride and dignity."

So that, you will observe, he repeated in express terms bis
approval of the treaty which had been concluded between
the two nations. Then he went on to propound bis retalia-
tory polbcy, the ostensible pretext for which was, to quote
his language, that:

"In forbidding the transit of the catch of our fishermen over their
territory in bond and free of duty, the Canadian authorities deprived
us of the only facility dependent on their concession, and for which we
could supply no subatitute."

That is to say, the Canadian people were threatened with a
measure of commercial non-intercourse, not because they
had declined to treat, not because they had ref used to accept
a new convention covering the fisheries, but because the
Repu blican majority in the Senate had rejected the work of
the Joint ligh Commission. Canada did, it is true, and
does yet, as I understand, deny the privilege of tranship.
ment of catch, and what is ber warrant for that course ?
The Treaty of 1818 ? Yes, no doubt; but not the British and
Canadian interpretation of that instrument alone. There is
yet another, and, perhaps, a higher justification of Canada's
course, namely, the full and absolute recognition by the
United States Government of the right of such refusal. The
treaty concluded in February last year, the treaty to which
President Cleveland gave his consent, upheldevery material
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and substantial claim made by Canada under the Conven-
tion of 1818. By that treaty United States fishermen were
excluded from the purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines,
lines, and all other supplies and outfits; transhipment of
catch, for transport by any means of conveyance, and ship.
ping of crews, until and only when Congress abolished the
duty on Canadian fish imported into the United States.
If that convention, to which President Cleveland had given
his assent, had been adopted by the Senate of the United
States, American fishermen would still have been debarred
from the privilege of trans-shipping their catch in bond
throughOanada, and from enjoying commercial rights in
our ports. So that you will observe the inconsistency of
Mr. Cleveland's course in first of all recommending to the
Congress of the United States the adoption of this very
treaty, which provided for the exclusion of American fish-
ermen from the right of trans-shipping their catch, and
then, when the Sonate rejected that treaty, turning round
upon Canada and menacing us with the threat of commer-
cial non-intercourse because we declined to allow, in con-
travention 'of the Treaty of 1818, American fishermen to
trans-ship their catch to our country in bond. It must, I
am sure, have been a matter of gratification to every mem-
ber of this House, to observe the admirable temper in which
that threat of retaliation was received by the people of!
Canada. The press of both parties, I think, almost
without distinction, declared that the course of the
Canadian Government was the right one, and that
we should not, in the face of a threat, recede from
the position we had assumed. There was, indeed, one voice
- and I presume that during this Session the subject will be
referred to-raisod, if not in support of the position of
the United States, at least in opposition to the course of
Canada. I refer to the hen. member for Quebec (Mr.
Laurier), who declared at St. Thomas, some two or three
days after the retaliation message was sent down to Con-
gress, that the policy of the Canadian Government was a
vicions policy, that it was an unfriendly, injudicious and a
harsh policy, and that it ought to be reversed. Why ?
Because it was said that Canada, in the enforcement of ber
interpretation of the Treaty of 1818, had pursued an illiberal,
vicions course towards the United States; and yet, within
a few days after that statement was made, President Cleve-
land sent down to Congress a message, in which he declared
that since March 3rd, 1887-that is to 8ay, through two
whole fishing seasons-" No case bas been reported to the
Department of State wherein complaint has been made of
unfriendly or unlawful treatment of American fishing
vessels on the part of the Canadian authorities, in which
reparation was not promptly and satisfactorily obtained by
the United States." It seems to me that that statement
affords sufficient answer to the contention that the course
of Canada, in the enforcement of ber rights under the Treaty
of 1818, bas been harsh and illiberal. What bas been the
course of Canada? She has pressed for the last thirty-five
years for an arrangement with the United States which
would suspend the operation of the Treaty of 1818 and
supplant that by a new arrangement based upon mutual
concession and mutual advantages. The Treaty of 1854
was concluded with that object in view, and so was the
subsequent Treaty of 1871. Both treaties were terminated
by the United States. The latest effort to settle the question
bas also been rejected by the United States; and if to-day
the provisions of the treaty of seventy years ago are deemed
oppressive, if to-day they are found to be harsh towards the
United States fishermen and to operate to their injury and
disadvantage, the fault rests, not with Ottawa, not with
London, but with Washington and the Congress of the
United States. There is, therefore, no other course now
open to the Parliament of Canada than that of firmly
maintaining the rights solemnly covenanted between the
two countries in 1818 ; and I am in hopes that the incoming 1
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Administration in the United States, controlling both fHouses,
a Republican Administration, which, both in 1854 and
1871, concluded treaties that have been in force,
wilL regard the position in another light than
that in which they have regarded it during recent months,
and will be able to devise such a basis of settlement as will
be satisfactory to the t wo countries and promote those
friendly relations we all desire should exist between them.
Had that threat of retaliation been listened to, had the
recommendation of President Cleveland been acceeded to by
ths Congress of the United States, Canada would undoubt-
edly have suffered for a time more or less seriously; but I
may point out this fact, that while the transit trade of
Canada across the territory of the United States, in 18h
and 1883, averaged about $66,000,000 annually, in 1886 and
1887 that trade had fallen to an average of only $32,000,000,
or to one-half, showing the growing independence of Canada
with regard to her channels of communication with foreign
countries. His Excellency, in the Speech from the Throne,
bas intimated that a measure will be introduced this Session
for the purpose of amending, in some particulars, the Fran-
chise Act. That Act bas undoubtedly enlarged the elector-
ate by broadening the basis of the suffrage, and bas secured
the advantage of practical uniformity the country over.
The subject of the franchise bas been debated more
or less since 1885, in the press, on the platform, and
on the floor of this House, and I think it is a fair inter-
pretation of the discussions to say that the current of
opinion bas favored the principle of the Dominion law,
and that the only objections advanced to the measure
bave bad relation to the expense of the revision and prepa-
ation of the lists and the somewhat complex character
of the law. The House bas, therefore, I am sure,
heard with pleasure the intention of the Government to
simplify the law and lessen the cost of its operation. These
reforma effected, there should be little to cavil at in the
Franchise, for its character is already so liberal as virtually
to confer the suffrage on every citizen who is not a
confirmed pauper, who, in a word, bas a stake in the
country's progress and prosperity and is interested in the
maintenance of law and order. But by far the most import-
ant subject alluded to in the Speech from the Throne is that
in which we are promised measures looking to the improve-
ment of the Atlantic mail service and to the establishment
of steam communication between British Columbia and
China and Japan. There can be no doubt ofthe importance
of perfecting the chain of communication via Canada between
England and the East, and of making the Canadian route the
principal avenue of the inter and transcontinental trade.
If there could be any cause for hesitation in the adoption of
this policy, I imagine it would be based upon the consider-
ation of the expense involved, because it is presumable that
in the establishment of a line of stbamships on the Pacific,
and in the improvement of the Atlantic mail service, some
additional expenditure will bave to be made by Parliament;
but I may recall to the House this fact, that, thirty-five
years ago, the old Province of Canada thought the establish-
ment of direct communication between Canada and Great
Britain of so much consequence as to warrant the granting
of a subsidy of no less than $220,000 a year for that pur.
pose; and it seems to me that the Dominion, with the im-
mense development which bas taken place in the past
thirty-five years, with the vastly increased wealth and re-
sources of the country, is quite well able to stand any
expense which the establishment of this service may entail.
As evidenoing the improved financial condition of Canada
in recent years, let me quote this fact, that between Con-
federation and 1879, in the first twelve years aftter 1867, of
the total increase of $67,200,000 in the debt of the country,
every dollar but 86,000,000 was obtained from London by
means of loans, whereas in the last nine years of the total in-
cresme in the net debt of $91,500,000, no less than 913,200,-
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000 bas been obtained from the Canadian people alone.
And of the interest payable on our debt in London between
1867 and 1879, the first twolve years after Confederation,
the amount of that interest increased $2,178,600, whereas
in the last nine years the increase bas only been $1,084,100.
That is-to say, our people, through their increased wealth, are
able to carry a larger proportion of the debt of the country
than ever before, and to make a larger contribution to capital
account for works of general utility. It is true that we have
spent a good deal of money in the past, largely in coninec-
tion with the Pacific Railway, but, while, when these ex-
penditures were first contemplated, it was stated that the
result would be bankrnptcy and ruin to Canada, we find in
the last year that the Goverument has been able to effect a
loan in England on the best terms ever obtained by this
country, that is, at 95 1-10 for a 3 per cent. loan, thus
placing the credit of Canada on a parity with that of
India and very nearly as high as that of the mother
country herself. T'his is due to the material development
of Canada which bas resulted from the policy of the present
Government. In the Speech from the Tbrone, attention
is also called to the best mode of developing our trade, and
securing direct communication by steam with Australasia,
the West Indies and South America. These are countries
which afford markets of exchange and not markets of com-
petition. Canada bas already made some progress in the
development of its trade with these countries, the aggregate
trade of Canada with the West Indies, South America and
China and Japan, having>increased in the last nine years from
86,000,OO0 to 810,518,540. In order to show the possibili-
ties of that trade, lot me mention that in 1887 the United
tates traded with these countries to the extent of S234,437-

000, as against au amount of 810,518,540 for Canada; and I
cannot botter illustrate the promise of that trade than by
making such a contrast as this between the two countries.
The trade of the United States, in 1887, with South America,
was $1.55 per head of the population, while the trade of
Canada with South America was 48 cents per head. The
trade of the United States with the West Indies was 81.50
per head of the population, while the trade of Canada was
$1.17 per head. The trade of the United States with China
and Japan was 85 cents per head, and thut of Canada was
only 45 cents per head. The aggregate trade of Canada
with these different countries amounted to only $2.10, while
the trade of the United States was nearly double, being
$3.90 per head. It is known to you that we possess the
materials of trade to the same extent, or nearly so, as the
United States. If we lack anything in the way of
natural products it is in respect of raw cotton, but our
facilities for the manufacture of cotton are quite as good
as those on the other side, and an instance of this is the
fact that during the past year there have been exported
from the product of the Canadian cotton millis to China and
Japan no less than 12,000 bales of manufactured cotton.
As another illustration of the ability of Canada to carry on
successfully commerce with foreign nations if sufficient
facilities are provided, I may mention that Canada's trade
with Great Britain last year was 817.90 per head, while the
trade of the United States with Great Br.tain was 88 85
per head, only half that of Canada. That is to say, our
trade with the mother country is double that of the United
States, while with South America, China and Jap-i, and
the West Indies, it is only half that of the United States.
What we require is improved facilities of communication,
and these improved facilities of communication cannot be
obtained without some expenditure on the part of the Govern-
ment, but the results to Le achieved will fully justify such
an expenditure in the future, as they have justitied the ex.
penditures in the past, in relation to which I cannot state a
better instance than that the cost of transportation bas
been so largely decreased on railroads which have been
assisted by the Dominion of Canada. We find that

. the cost of transportation on these railways is lower
than the cost of transportation over the railway system of
any other country in the world, and the credit of tho coun-
try has at the same lime been enhanuced by its enterprise
in material devolopment. Various other measures are indi-
cated in the Speech from the Throne, ail of them designed
to promote the welfare of the people, to perfect the
machinery of administration, and to provide for the uni.
formity of the laws. If there is not much legislation pro.
posed, we may remember that it has been said to be good
policy not to make many laws, because many laws occasion
much transgression. Finally, we have the usual reference
to the estimates and the accounts, and it will be learned
with pleasure by the flouse that the financial results of the
last six months have assured a large and substantial surplus
during the present year. The trade of the past year bas
been generally favoiable. The crops, which contribute so
largely to the revenues of the country, have not been
notably prosperous, I grant you, but the harvest bas been
a fair one, and the prices for nearly ail cereal products have
been higher than usual. I quote only one fact in order to
show the steady progress the country is making, and that
is, that the assessed valuation of real property in the cities
ofToronto, Montreal, Ottawa, Sherbrooke, London, Hamilton
and Halifax, which are the only returns I have been able to
obtain, bas increased last year by no less than $26,191,000,
or more than 810,000,000 over the total increase of the
assessment from 1873 to 1878. I have to thank the House
for the patience, courtesy and kindly consideration which
it has given to me, and, in conclusion, I bog to move:

That a humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor
General, to thank His Excellency f ar his gracious Speech at the opening
of the present Session ; and further to assure His Excellency that we
are grateful to him for intimating to us that, in addressing the Parlia-
ment of Canada for the first time, in fulfilment of the important trust
which has been committed to him, as Her Majesty's Representative, ho
desires to express the satisfaction with which heresorts to ouradvice and
assistance.

That we thank Hie Excellency for informing us that hoeis conscious of
the honor which attends hie association with our labors for the welfare
of the Dominion, and that it will be his earnest endeavor to co-operate
with us, to the utmost of his power, in ail trat may promote the pros-
perity of the people of thie country, the development of ber material
resources, and the maintenance of the constitutional ties which unite

her provinces.
That with Hies Excellency we agree that it is to be regretted that the

treaty concluded between Her Majesty and the President of the United
States for the adjustment of the questions which have arisen with refer-
ence to "The Fisheries," bas not been sanctioned by the United States
Senate, in whom the powerof ratification is vested, and that our legisla-
tion oflast year on the subject is therefore in a great measure inop-
erative.

That we concur with Hie Excellency in the view that it now only
romains for Canada to continue to maintain her rights as prescribed by
the Convention of 1818, until some satisfactory re-adjustment is arranged
by treaty between the two nations.

That we learn with satisfaction that a measure will again be submit-
ted to us to amend the Acts respecting the Electoral Franchise, for the
pur pose of simplifying the law and lessening the cost of its operation.

That, having been informed by Hise Excellency that it is expedient, in
the interests of commerce, to assimilate, and in some particulars to
amend, the laws which now obtain in the several Provinces of the
Dominion relating to Bills of Exchange, Cheques and Promissory Notes,
any Bill with this obj-ct will receive our earuest consideration.

That we will carefully consider any Bill provided for making uniform
throughout the Dominion the lawe relating to Bills of Lading.

That we thank Hie Excellency for informing us that duringthe reces
his Government has carefully considered the subject of Ocean Steam
Service, and that we will willingly enter upon the consideration of a
measure to provide subeidies for the improvement of the A tlantic Mail
Service, and for the establishment, in concert with Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment, of a line of fast steamers between British Columbia and China
and Japan; and that we are grateful t Hie Excellency tor the intima-
tion that our attention will also be invited to the best mode.ot develop-
ing onr iade, aud securing direct communication by steam with Austral-
asii, the West Indies aud South America.

That His Excellency may rest assured that any Bill submitted for our
consideration for the prevention of certain offences in connection with
Municipal Councils, and to give greater facilities for making inquiries
as to sncb matiers, will receive our thoughtful attention.

Tht we learn with interest that several measures will also ho pre-
sented to us for improving the law of procedure in criminal cases, and
that among these will be a Bill to permit the release on probation of
persons convicted of first offences, a Bill authorising regulations to be
made for the practice inu cases partaking of the nature of criminal pro-
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ceedinge, and a Bill to make the Speedy Trials Act applicable through- the treaties signed in the past to be respected. The Gov-
out Canada, and that ail such measures will he williugly considered by orner General teussaiso that there wili be submitted a
us.

That we assure His Excellency that any Bills relating to the inspec- measure having for its effect the amendment of the Elec-
tion of timber and lumber, fr the improvement of the Postal System, toral Franchise Act. This 18 a very important measure.
and for increasing the efficiency of the North-West Mounted Police, 1 ar sure that bAt3ides of this fouse will give it equal
wbich are submitted for our consideration, will receive our earnest
attention.

That we thank His Excellency for inf rming us that the Royal Com- side will approve of its conduct in thus endeavoring
missioners on Labor baving concluded th ir inquiries, he hopes to be to impreve the law of elections by making it as in-
able to lay before us at au early day their report with the important evi-
dence collected by them in varinus prts of Uanada.

That our thanks are due to His Excellency for informing us that the ont ailp rsons who are fot worthy to enjoy the
accounts for the past and the Estimates for the ensuing year will be
laid before u, and that we will respectfully consider these Estimates.
which will, we trust, be found to have been prepared with a due regard mert haï considered the subject of ocean steamship service.
to economy and the efficiency of the public service. [he result demands that we should place ourselves in more

That His Excellency may rest assured that these several subjects and direct communication with the countries with which we
any others which may be brought before us will receive our earnest con-heo
sideration, and that witb him we trust that the rssult of our delibera-
tions may, under the Divine Blessing, tend to promote the well-being in view the opening of new outiets and new markets, by
and prosperty of Canada.means of whic hed trade and industries of Canada will be

Mr. LÉPINE. (Translation.) It is with a feeling of grati. greatly benefited. A. Bil twll be submitted for theprevention
tude, Mr. Speaker, but at tbeame time witm much diffidence, of certain offences in connection with municipal councils,
that 1 rse to support the resolution, which lias just beon and to give greater facilities for making inquiries as to sua
moved in sncb eloquent language by the hon. mnmber for matters. Most crtainly snob a proposed law wil be well
Ca'rdwell (Mr. White). With much hesitancy, I say, be- received, for it will ensure a botter administration of muni-
cause 1 feel that 1arn incapable of accomplishing satisfac- cipa maters, ard will re-establish Ipubhie confidence. For
toriIy the task which bas been set me. Nteortheless, several years nothinglas been oard of but inquiries and
without desiring te occupy the attetion of the flouse for boodle, and neer as yet his a tawbeen suggested toreder
any great Iongth of time, I will presumu ate make some re- more effective those inquiries, and te alow of the arm of
marks on the matters which have beor laid bevore Parlia. the law being placed on thse municipal representatives
ment in the Speech frein the Throne. Allow me tepromise who engage in dishonest practices. Several measures wil
by saying that 1 experienced1 a lively.plhasure in hearing aise be presented for imaproving the oawre procedure in
the representative of our Sovereign express himsotd in the criminal cases. Aiong these witl be a B wl te permit the
French language with as mach easo, with as mucl eloquence relhase on probatin of pbrsid aions vichted first offences.
as an academician conld have dene. Frenchi Canadians For a long time back Canada ought te have possessed such
ought te ho proud te see the represontative of our Seve- a law. Many persons who have bean cenvicted of a
reign speaking seofauently or beautiful language. meanas fiust olfance and whe have been ommitteod to prison, haive,
set a noble example which al Canadians eught te follow, ne in consequenco, bocrne irreclaimable criminals;- whule we
maLter te what nationality ioy may belong, in beooming see in orahtr cuntries where sncb a law existi-, personscon-
conversant wth the Frtc hadIEngli h languages, in or. victed of a first offence and set at liberty on probationmake ex-
der that ail may work together, wi oh a common agreement, collent citizens. 1 doubt net butthat this measure will produce
for the prosperity, the increas , the wealth, and the future the same results in Canada. It will net cause you surprise,
oa our magnificent and extensive chuntry. is Excellency Mr. Speaker, if attach mc importance te that portion
regrets that the Fistiery Treaty oas ompt been ratified by the ef the Speech referring te the Labor Commission. Te
Aerica Sonate. As a act it is much te be regrotted, Mr. laborioh sand very lenthy inquiry made by this commis-
Speaker, that this Fhery Treaty bas been attacked, that it sionuef the most convincing answer that can be made te
has been fougbt against with se mu e forocity, net oenly in those who persist in rgarding this commission teabkea
the Sonate of the United States but during the entire pres- political engiie. By the creatien et this ceimisien, the
idential election campaign. Lt was alloged t ist the Government basshoeu itself te boa staunch friend et'the
Fshery Treay Iad been drawn up in the exilu ve working classes; it ias given subtantial preof of the in-
interesteftbese in Canada, that the rights e the Americans terest with which it regards the working classes, and of its
had been absolutely sacril"ced. Notwithstanding this, determination te render justice te ail ranks in the coin-
however, Mr. Speaker, if reference is made te the Deobates mnity, without distinction. Before this inqiry, open as
of this aouse, it wil be feund that our Gver ment was ais it was teail persns, and dring which masters as weil as
found fapt with in the matter et this F heries Treaty; it woSkoeen came ferward t make their respective griev-
wili ho found that this treaty was vigoronsly attacked ; that ances beard, te pronounce their opinions and express their
the Governinent was açcnsed of having been tee generous hopes, ne one in the country had an exact kjowledge, a
tewards the United States, of having disrearded tha positive knewledge, of the labor question. The revota-
intetests e Canada, et having sacrificed er rights, and of tions made bofore this commission have exitdthe indig.
maving urrondered a pro prty whe iwas one e the chief nation e ail mon ef feeling, and veices of mon of more

resources of the country. Dees neitsuch canduat o the woight than myself have, even in this ouse, deneunced
part of the Americans show that the action af our Govern. in forcible trms the gilty employerme.nt is in groat part
ment, at Ibis junetut , wa most praieworthy ? Future owinz te this inquiry that I have the houer of sîtting in
events showed that these who prparod this treaty, hir. tisfouse; and I beliove it te ho my duty te set forth
Speakerad done se while inspired with a moest protound plainly and hnestly theMrbj.t aimed at by the electors
love et their native country; that they ad been mst whe have given me their trust. The population etthe
jealous for the interests of Canada This question if the electoral division f Mintreat East, the largest division in
tisheries is, in fact,en of the mest important, an doserves the Dominionees Canada, which as been represented
the mtil endivided attention on the part of this honorable of late year by a very intelligent man, by a dis-
Fiouse. This bran e of industry is carried on te eavery tinguished legisiator, by an upright citizen, by a
ionderale extent; it gives emplnyCment te an immense good patriot,-had neobjeet of an aggressive nature,
population, te abosands ef wlrkingmen engaged in an em- when it seleted its candidate. Thse who are ac-
ployment arduis and exposed o many dangers. I a quaintd with our noble workingen know that they are
happy te seo that the yowernment vi endeavoring te enact absolutely devoid f ail revoltionary ideas; thy only
moasures te protet this vast number f pepie, by cauing desire one thing, te live peacefally and honestly on the
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fruits of their labors, under the protection of just and
equitable lawa. The workingmen of Montreal East, in
choosing one of themselves, had but one object-that of
representing themselves in the council of the nation when
the question of their interests was being discussed. By
their interesta, Mr. Speaker, I do not mean their material
interests, I do not refer to the question of wages, for
Parliaments are powerless to regQlate such matters, but I
mean thfir much dearer interests-their self respect, their
future and the future of their families. It is to put an end
to monstrous abuses, to iniquitous regulations, whieh have
been complained of for a long time past, that the Labor
Commission has been appointed, and that the electors of
Montreal East have elected me as their member in the
House of Commons. It is to explain in a public manner,
in the face of the whole country, the harshness of the
laws which affect them in the matters of debts or contracts.
It is to publish to the representatives of the country
the unknown sufferings, the injustice submitted to, the
thousand and one difficulties which the workmen have
to overcome, and which they cannot even oppose. It
is to unmask all these things to the House that the
electors of Montreal East have chosen me as their
represontative. I am aware that the task which
bas been imposed upon me, on me an inexperienced workman,
is a difficult one; so difficult that, to come onut well, I rely more
than ever upon the powerful assistance, upon the generous
support of a great number of the members of this louse, who
have already yielded me their confidence and have given me
their support. Bat I reckon above all upon the assistance
and co-operation of the hon. Ministors who form the
Government. In fine, I reckon on the good-will of all;
because, Mr Speaker, I represent here not only the work-
ingmen; but, further, all the electors who during the last
campaign have magnanimously abandoned their former
notions respecting the labor question. I represent all the
large-hearted mon who think that the laboring classes
should be represented in Parliament. Workingmen-
and I can say it emphatically, Mr. Speaker -do not demand
any exceptional laws in their favor; they do not ask for
any special legislation which may be antagonistic to capital.
Workingmen only ask for one thing: that is, justice; and
from justice they expect but one thing,-sufficient protec-
tion to place them on a footing of equality with the capital
which purchases their labor. At the present moment,
Mr. Speaker, I shall refrain from speaking about the laws
respecting the protection of the lives of workmen; or
respecting the laws having reference to the regulation of
employment of women and children ; or about the doing
away with assisted immigration, which flows naturally
and strongly from the principles of the National Policy.
I think it uselees to take up the time of the House in
setting forth my views at greater Iength on the lab3r
question; especially as a discussion will soon tako place on
the presenting of the Report of the Labor Commission to
the Hlouse. Lot me be permitted to say, however, that the
constitution of the country rendoi s the solution of the
problerm raised in the labor question all the more difficult
of solution, as unf>rtunately there exists in the minds ofour
legislators a doubt about the powers bestowed on the Pro-
vincial Legislatures by the British North America Act, in
all matters respecting the relations botw3en capital and
labor. I hope that during the present Session this diffi.
culty will be removed and each will obtain the privleges
belonging to it. Mr. Speaker, the Speech from the Throne
acknowledges that it is absolutely necessary that certain
questions ia commercial matters should be regulated by aj
uniform law applicable to all the Provinces. I would wishi
that the same thing could be done as respects all questions1
bearing on the labor question. If a practical solution can
be arrived at for the firat named cases, I see no reason
prevonting us from proceeding to obtain the same advan-1

tages in all things respecting work and labor. I should,
however, add, Mr. Speaker, that uniformity which I
desire, I do not wish to secure at the expense of the rights
recognised as belonging to the Provinces by virtue
of the Act of Confederation. I will fight against any
measure which might injuriously affect the autonomy
of the Provinces ; whereas, on the contrary, I will
support any scheme which might bring the Provinces
to an understanding, either by means of an interpro-
vincial conference, or by any other means which
the House might adopt, for the establishment of a system of
legislation common to ail the Provinces and acceptable to
all the Legislatures. The Speech from the Throne, Mr.
Speaker, announces that the Government will present Billé
relating to the inspection of timber and lumber, and also
for the improvement of the postal system, and for increas
ing the efficiency of the North-West Mounted Police force.
The increase in the efficiency of the Mounted Police wilt
doubtless prevent the Americans from committing on our
borders depredations, which have been long a subject of eom-
plaint. Besides, we cannot pay too much attention to such a
territory as that known as the North-West, which is almost
as large as Europe, and which is destined to give a renewed
prosperity to ail the other Provinces of the Dominion,
which, thanks to the National Policy, are alroady very pros-
perous and very contentel. I conclule, Mr. Speaker, in
tbanking you, as woll as the other hon. members of
this liouse, for the attention which they have given to mv
few remarks, and i repeat that it is with pleasure that i
second the resolution which has boon moved by the hon.
membor for Cardwoll (Mr. White).

Mr. .LAURIER. Mr. Speaker, it is, I am sure, with
more than ordinary pleasure that the House has listened
to the speech of the hon. mover of the Address, and to
that of the seconder. Those hon. gentlemen had charged
themselves with a task ever difficult, under any circum-
stances, and perhaps especially so under present circum-
stances, in a manner most creditablo to themselves; and
I am sure it will bA a pleasure to their colleagues to
extend to them their hearty congratulations. The mover
of the Address bas furnished additional evidence that the
aptitude and inclination for public life which are so com-
mon among young, men in the mother country, are not de-
ficient with us. The name which the hon. gentleman
so worthily bears, and to which ho so feelingly alluded, is,
I can tell him, a name still fresh and green in the memory
of ail the members of the Houso, on account of the great
ability and gOnial qualities ot him whom a premature death
bas removed from the service of bis country. I am sure
that it was with special gratification on this occasion
that the House cheered the hon. member when ho
rose, and cheered him again as ho proceeded and gave
aunmistakeable evidence that ho was a chip of the
old block. As to myseif, if I may be pardoned
a personal reference, I was not at ail surprised
at the manner in which the hon. gentleman ac-
quitted himself. He alluded to me a moment ago in
his speech, and bis allusion reminded me that this was not
the first time I had met his steel. It was my aIvantage, or,
perhaps, my disadvantage-at ail eveDts, my pleasure-a
few years ago, to meet the hon. gentleman on the
stump, in the go9d old Province of Quebec; and i have
ever since carried a recollection of the value of hia steel,
and this recollection adds to my individuai pleasure in con-
gratulating him on his entry to this House. Well, Sir,
although I have listened to the hon, gentleman with
intense pleasure, as I have also listened to the speech of the
hon. member for Montreal East (Mr. Lepine), there is but
very little indeed in what they said in which I can agree;
but I can most cordially agree, and on this side we all most
cordially agree, in the genial compliment which the hon.
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gentleman who moved the Address paid to His Excellency
the Gavernor General. Sir, il is a pleasure to state that
ever since Confederation Canada has been eminently for-
tunate in the selection made by the Imporial Gavernment
of those who were to represent in this House the Mujesty
of the Throne, and to preside over our destinies. One and
all of our Governors have been mon of distinguished though
different morits; and one and all have left this country
and carried with them into their new spheres of
usefulness, the respect of the Canadian people, and, in
some instances, the affection, I may say, the deep affection
of the Canadian people. Lord Lisgar, our first Governor,
was a man of sound judgment and conciliatory disposition,
and, therefore, well fitted to render, as ho did render, valuable
services at a most critical period of our history. Of his
successor, Lord Dufferin, it is useless to speak. Ris name
is familiar, not only in this country, not only throughout
the British Empire, but throughout the world wherever the
English language is spoken. Ris successor, Lord Lorne,
was also very popular among us; and it is impossible to
mention the name of Lord Lorne without at the same time
mentioning the name of his gracious consort, the Princess
Louise, to whose presence among us, no doubt, Lord Lorne
himself would admit, was due a good deal of his popularity.
Her Royal Highners, while she was a resident of Canada,
exhibited very many of those womanly virtues and qualities
which have made the name of ber Royal mother dear, not
only to ler subjects, but to ail those il any quarter of the
globe who appreciate womanly qualities and virtues, ap.
preciable everywhere indeed, and especially so when found
in so exalted a station. The course of Lord Lans-
downe was not only popular, not only unimpeach-
able, but marked, it is only fair to him to saf, with
qualities of the bigher order. Now, His Excellency Lord
Stanley of Preston comes to us, bearing one of the greatest
historical names of England. The name of Stanley is to be
found on almost every page of English history amongst war-
riors and statesmen, and nowhere shining more conspicuously
than in our own day, when proudly borne by the great
Bari of Derby, whose eloquence has long hold sovereign
sway over both Houses of Parliament. It bas been the
privilege of His Excellency to be engaged from early life
in the public service, and it is therefore an easy task for
him to adapt himself to any position to which ho may be
called by the choice of Her Majesty; and it is in no spirit
of fulsome flattery, but with entire truthfulness, that I
cheerfully say that in the few months that Ris Excellency
has been with us, ho eias already exhibited qualities of mind
and heart which have won for him the respect and the
sympathy of the Canadian people of all classes, nationalities
and religions. But now, Sir, having said so much, it is my
sad duty, I must say, aud my unpleasant duty, to leave
these topics and to come to the hard and dry matter of the
Speech. I am sure the right bon. gentleman will agree
with me when I repeat the usual expression that he bas
presented us with a very "meagre bill of fare." I have
heard the expression before; but it is, perhaps, even more
meagre than usual. Of this, however, I do not complain,
beoause I believe that Canada to-day is in a position where
she requires very few reforms of immediate application,
save the great reform of the extension of our trade with the
great and powerful nation to the south of us. In all candor,
Sir, I must say that I did not expect even that measure of
reform in the Speech, but I do not despair-and I say this
in all candor also-1 do not despair of seoeing the right hon.
gentleman some day a convert to that idea. It is not ex.
pecting too much either, that some day or other ho wili se
more clearly, and that this great reform will press itself
upon his attention, and that ho will relieve us from the duty
and the pleasure of putting it upon the Statute-book. But,
Mr. Speaker, if I did not expect that reform to be announced
in the Speech from the Throne, I did expect to see other

Mr. LAURIER.

reforms announced, and I am disappointed on account of
their absence. I expected to see some of that long promised
legislation in favor of the workingmen. We have been
looking for it, not one year, not two years, but three years.
It bas been put off fromn to-day until to-morrow, and from
to-morrow until the next day; and this year again it is
put off until to-morrow. We had reason to expect sQme-
thing better. It is true that in the Speech titere is an
allusion made to a commission which has been investigat-
ing the wrongs of the workingmen-which, indeed, are
visible to the naked eye, and which we, on this side of the
House, could remedy, I am sure, withoutany commission, if
we had the power. Reference bas been made to that com-
mission, and we are led to expect a report at no distant day.
But, Sir, is it possible that this commission is also
affected with the disease of procrastination, too
prevalent in the present Government of Canada ? Is
it possible that the report of the commission which was
to be ready to-day is to be postponed till to-morrow? The
remarks which fell from the hon. member for Montreal East
(Mr. Lepire), would lead us almost to infer something of
the kind, because, from a remark that fell from his lips, I
find that the Government are overwhelmed with the great
constitutional difficulties which attend legislating for the
workingman. Well, Sir, I say we had reason to expect
something better; and from a special circumstance which
took place lately in the province to which I belong, I had
reason, when I came here -I have such implicit confidence
in the press of hon. gentlemen opposite, which is under-
stood to speak the truth, and of course always the views of
hon. gentiemon opposite-to espect that we should have
such legislation. Sir, some time ago-not very remote, not
two weeks ago -there was an election in the good county of
Joliette, and one of the organs of the Government, Le
Carada, published in Quebec, under the heading "Joliette
Election," stated as follows on 19th September:-

" The two parties in this county are in the field, the county having
been opened by the unseating of Mr. Guilbault, the Federal member.
Mr. Guilbault is the Government candidate again, and his old opponent,
Mr. Neveu, is the Liberal candidate. The election will take place at an
early date. The contest will be sharp on both Bides, Mr. Guilbault
having been elected at the last election only by the casting vote of the
returning officer. It is, however, said that the chances of Mr. Guilbault
are much more favorable now that the Federal Government bave favored
this county with several important works-namely, a post office."

But, Mr. Speaker, was there not also a post office in Haldi-
mand ? It is astonishing the importance which the institu-
tion of post offices bas assumed at the present time. Then
this paper goes on.to say:

" Mr. Lepine is to address a meeting of the workingmen of Joliette
on Thursday next, and it is probable that all the workingmen will
support the candidate of the Conservative party as they did in Montreal
East. As the Government is to propose at the next Session several
measures in the interest of the working classes, it is reasonable to sup-
pose that the workingmen will support the Conservative candidate."

I took it for granted, Mr. Speaker, when I saw this an-
nouncement in the organ of the Government that we would
have such measures proposed this Session in favor of the
workingmen. But the wily workingmen of Joliette saw, and
had good reason to believe, as the event now shows, that
promises made to-day would be violated to morrow, and
they decided not to wait till to-morrow to vote against
the Government, but voted against them at once. There is
another measure, and the reform which I expected to find
announced in the Speech from the Throne. I am sure the
mercantile community at large will be disappointed to ob-
serve that no measure is to be introduced this Session by
the Government to amend the Customs Act. The manner
in which the Customs Act has been administered, not, 1 am
sure through any fault of the Minister in charge, but on
account of the provisions of that Act, is sncb as to incite
revolt in the commercial community. What do we see ?
We find that, last year, almost $ 100,000-to be precise, spme-
thing over 898,000-were levied upon the commer-
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cial community in the shape of seizures, fines and views, the methods, the manners and the social habits of
forfeitures, and this amount was distributed almost the people in the different Provinces. Those are the views
wholly, with the bare exception of something like which were held in 18S5, when this Act was introduced,
*3,000, among the officers of the Cust>ms Department. Those are the views which ail authors who have treated
At present what do we sec? Officers with salaries of that question have developed, and in that respect let me
81,000 and $1,600 respectively added to their salaries, one quote bore the opinion of Judge Story upon the American$1,200, the other $2,000, and other officiais obtained as high Constitution. Speaking on this very question ho said:
as $5,000. The truth is these men are making for them- "So that we have the most abundant proofs that atnong a free and
selves princely incomes out of spoils derived from the enlightened people, convened f ir the puroose of establishing their own
mercantile community. What did we see last year and fors of government and the rights of their own votera, the question ai

to the due regulation of the qualifications has been deemed a matter ofthe year previous ?Merchants had their books seized, mere state policy, and varied to meet the vants, to suit the prejudices,
their stores closed, their business stopped at the wili of and to foster the interests of the majority. An absolute, indefeasible
revenue officers without any procets of law, and those mer- right to elect or be elected, seems never to have been asserted on one

si de'or denied on the other; but the subject bas been free!y canva.sedchants were forced to defend their business and their honor as nerf mere civil polity, to be arranged upon fuch a basis as the
in ho courts of law, at 1 remendous expense. It is said that MRajority may deem expedient, with reference to the moral, physical and
the flrm of Ayer & Co. spent 830,000 in order to intellectual condition of the particular State."
obtain justice in the courts at the hands of the Canadian Those reasons apply, Sir, not only to the regulation of the
Government. And yet these outrages which have been franchise, but they are the very ressons which are the basis
denouneed again and again, and to which the attention of of the federative form of govern ment. Why is it we have
the Government bas been called, are to be loft unredressed. a federative form of government? It is simply because
Well, Mr. Speaiter, I do hope that this Session will not the manners, and the habits, and the interests of the people
pass without some measure being introduced to alleviate will vary from one State to another State, or from one
the position in which this class of our population is placed. Province to another Province And in ail reason, since we
But il the Customs Act is to remain the same- have a federative government, it sbould also be left to the

Mr. BOWELL. It is all the saie. Provinces to determine in what manner the franchise in
each Province shall be exercised. No greater evidence of

Mr. LAURIER. It is aIl the same in the way of re. the statement which I now make is to be found than in the
medial legislation. If this Act, I say, is to romain the same, conduct of the Government which resists the will of the
there is an Act which is more privilegel. It is the Fran- majority of their organs who are asking for an extension of
chise Act. Every man must admit, even hon. gentlemen the franchise, who are asking for inanhood suffrage ; and
on the Government side of the House mu4t admit, that the haugh some of them are in flavor of that system, y:t tho
career of the Franchise Act has not been a glorious one. It Government will not grant it, because there are some Prov.
would seem almost as if the Government had been ashamed inces-*amongst others, the Province to which I belong-
from the first of their progeny. They had provided that which would not look upon an extension of the franchise to
the Act should be enforced year after year, and yet, having that extent favored. I am quite sure, Mr. Speaker, that,
put the light of the Act under a bushel for one year, now whatever may happen, the Conservative press, which
they are prepared to amend it. I do not know what is the have been asking for an extension of the flanchise
nature of the measure which is to be proposed, but I am to the extent of manhood suffrage, is doomed again
quite sure it will be merely patchwork. The hon. member upon this occasion to bitter disappointment. There
for Cardwell (Mr. White), who proposed the Address, stated are other measures, Mr. Speaker, which are mentioned in
that the criticism which bad been applied to the Act wats the Speech; one relating to bills of exchange, choques and
simply with regard to the preparation of the lists. It appears promissory notes and bille of lading, offences in connection
to me, astonishing as the fact may be, that the hon. gentle- with municipal councils, improvement of criminal pro-
man does rot read the Montreal Gazette; for, if he did so, cedure, inspection of umber and timber, improving the
he would be aware that not later than last Monday it con- postal system, and increasing the eflioieicy of the Mounted
tained the opinions of the Hamilton Spectator, of the St. Police. But of ail these I have only to say that none of
John, N. B, Sun, and I believe another leading Conservative them will set the world on fire. Tney may b. good or they
organ, to the effect that the Act should be amended-in may be bad, bat we do not know, and I will not pronounce
what manner? Not in regard to the preparation of the upon them until they are brought down. They are with-
lists, no, but in the direction of an extension of the out importance most of them, and I do not know that they
franchise. Still I am confident that the reform which is will have any effect but that of tinkering with the recently
asked by the whole of the Conservative press, by the whole Revised Statutes, and cf making up a big volume of statutes
of the Conservative party, and by bon. gentlemen sitting on for this year. Now, among the only other measures which
the other side of the House, a reform in the direction of an are announced is a measure for promoting our trade with
extension of the franchise will not ho proposed, and the Australasia by means of a subsidy. As to the subsidy
Government will not dare to bring in a measure to extend itself I have rothing to say at this present moment, and
the franchise. What is asked by the Conservative press we had better wait until the details of the measure are

-and by the Conservative party of ail the Provinces except brought down, in orJer to see what they are with regârd
one, is manbood suffrage ; and I believe the hon. leader of to the general idea which they are supposed to involve,
the Goverrment, himelf, would not be averse to manhood viz.: extension of trade with Australasia. I need only say
suffrage, because we know hoeis in favor of womanhood that, on this side of the flouse, we shall ever be disposed
suffrage. Though hoeis prepared to grant womanhood to favor an extension of trade with any part cf the
suffrage, yet he will not grant manbood suffrage. Why ? world. It is the basis of Our system; it is our very
Because of the very reason why we on this side of the policy to extend trade. When the hon. gentlemen want to
louse voted for that Act, because it is a measure of legis- go to the Antipodes in order to get a trade, I am only sorry

lation #hich should be left to the Provinces and not to the that they cannot see the advantage of knocking at tbeddor
Dominion Government. Why is it that the hon. gentie- of our neighbors where they would be sure to find ä better
man does not answer to the cail of the press which and more extended trade. But, Sir, in the Speech to which
supports him in Ontario and in the Maritime Provinces ? we listened yesterday there is a very novel feature.
Why is it that ho does not grant manhood suffrage ? Be- As far as my memory goes, for the last ton years we have
cause, Sir, the condition is impoeed that it must bo regulated never found the feature which we see to-day in the Speech.
in accordance with all sound principles, according to the There is not the slightest self-congratulations which hon.
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gentlemen generally indulge in, as to the happy condition &da, and of course this grest boon is due to & good, strong. honest and
of the country, due primarily to their own efforts, and then patriotie Governient We bave always tried to show the Grits theto Povience Thre l flt th slghtet rferece o th gratrnistake they made in flot supporting us. Wî th Crit rule firet came
to Providence. Thr is not the slightest refrence to thean fy, net the weevil, d later on w'en the acezie
prosperity of the country, due in the first place to the Na- Government waa in power, came the Colorado bug Now we have
tional Policy and then to the good crops, the benefit of Pro- *miling crops, a contented people and a prosperous country."
vidence. Neither the hon. gentleman who proposed the WelI, Sir, by parity o? reasoning, if the hon, gentleman had
Address, nor the hon. gentleman who seconded it, indulged, gone to the vicinity of the City which ho bas the honor to
as was usual in former years, in congratulations as to the represent ln this flouse, the good City of Kingston, last
benefactions which had been bestowed upon this country by summer, ho would have seen there some evidences of agood,
the hon. gentleman and bis colleagues. Well, Sir, I want strong, honest Conservative Government; ho would have
ever to be a generous foe. found places where every vebtige of vegetation was des-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear. troyed by the sun.

Mr. LAURIER. Nay, more, I claim to bo an admirer AMr. LAUR ER. W oiah astrn Provin
of the hon, gentleman for many causes; and for many MrLARE.WlithEaenPovcsadof te hn, entlmanformanycaues;and or anyabout the Lower St. Lawrence, he could have found other
other causes also, if I were to scan bis career, I would find evidences of a good, strong, honest Conservative Goverr-
reason for blame and censure. To day, however, since bis ment in fields devastatod by rains. Now it seers to me
followers have failed to bestow upon him the praise to that
which he is entitled for is policy, will do so Howst country is visited by ire and water at the same time. I
Mr. Speaker, that no reference has been made to-day-or understand that this unfortunate region about the city the
only very slight reference, which was not coupled with any hon.gentleman
congratulations at all-to the increase in the price of roprase ne.wiheisadiryirgreini
cereals? The hon. gentleman who moved the Address stated only almetluasaoafame. Thaperser telln
that though the crop had not been a. very good one, still y a few ada sp f aer hohandIsutoer-
the prices of cereals had largely increased since last season. singcosnd a springcaf or$,a nd I n
Can it be, Mr. Speaker, that the hon. gertlemen shall not stdcfsom nei s ere, thatrthe is notian
receive their due meed of praise because the price of cereals îe case and t were caot teoraiay ities
bas been increased. They have forgotten that the induce- s avofthecoudyacthey oase of faminecinta
ments given to the farmers of Ontario in 1878 was thatsco ? thescry f the pople o? thaeion ure
they could rogulate the price of wheat and other cereals by com re tafc ohinc e aus t not ffi-
Act of Parliament. They were not flies on the wheel]; they
knew all the resources of legislation, and if only.they bad the ge b be able to seli their cattle on the other side of
the power in hand what would they not do ? The price of e e, is o a rciro c ade? I ade bone
cereals would always be kept up, it would never go down. evrtatts e raiwihnot be madenbyo e
In fact, after a few years that the National Policy had paryaln, but whioheuirenoto ecnent of our
been in force, when the boom was prevalent from But thr is a thing that migh be don by our own Gov-
one end of the country to the other, their followers ernment-it could remove the duty on course grains; and
could stump the country and ask the people to vote for since this is a dairying country there cannot ba a shadow
the Government because, as they said, the Government had o? doubt that the removal o? that duty would be a beneft
increased the price of wheat from 79 cents to 81.40 a bushel. to those people
It is true that afterwards the price fell, and the bon. gentle- Nation. Bustht istat andiparcel oh
man no doubt was applied to again and again, to resort to ual Poliche t m st hore thintact ove ieitimpov.
those powers of legislation of which ho had boasted while erisheshare rs till more t bey habeimpov-
in Opposition, and to restore the price. But still for many
years the hon, gentleman was obdurate ; ho put it off from may the policy of the Opposition has received the
to-morrow until to-morrow, but now at last we have the price illustration which it could r(ceive by those
of cereals gone up again. And why, I ask again, no ateast some stis o? theIcountry Ihat
mention bas been made of this ? The hon. gentlemen have say
not been accustomed in the past to so much modesty, and I that policy le gaiaing ground. Ail the growers o?
want to give them the due praise to which tbey are entitled. natural produts-the fi-hermen, the farmers, the lamter.
But, Sir, if no mention of it is made to-day it is because the men-uow 500 the utter hollowneoseof the promises mbdo
farmersofOntario who at one time believed in those pro- t tem the178.Theoof the tmer i 178ays swet,
mises, have seen their utter folly. The farmers have now un- ad base.mtaeofotemfarers lu 1878 tote
derstood that the duty on wheat and cereals, though it is an voice of the tempter, we eau forgivo the farmers if they
impediment to trade, though it is an injury to those in the did bhe same thing. But now, after an exporience o? ton
Maritime Provinces and the Province of Quebec, who have
to buy wheat, and though it is fatal taxation, stili that duty ytrctn sftra tithetenio oe tle luthare-
is no benefit to them, and they now understand thatpsineoI adehutluthe eson trae fr as
the National Policy so-called, in so far as theypoibl s anhatherodes o? natur o
are concerned, is a mockery, a delusion and a snare.
Snare, I say, and the word is not too strong. It has been An hon. MEIËBER. Not ail.
the habit, one -of those little habits which we can always Mr. LAURIER. Not ail, I am glad to say, and the day
forgive, of the hon. gentleman and bis colleagues, not ex- le not far distant, I have no doubt, when ail manufacturera
actly to say that they were the dispensers of the favors of will com- to a better understanding of the true prinoiples
Providence, but jocosely to refer to them; and a few days of political economy. Lut summor thero was a meeting
ago, while hunting for some other material, I happened to o? Cotton manfacturere in the city o? Montreal. I find a
fall upon a speech delivered by my bon. friend at St. An- report of that meeting in the good Conservative organ, the
drews in New Brunswick, on the 8th of August, 1b87, and Gazette, and among other thinge lu it I eoothe following
which it may, perbaps, give him some pleasure for me to statement, not madoditoriaily, but by the reporter who
recall to the bouse. He thon said: attended the meeting:

" It Io a great plesure to me wherever I go, to find signs of good IlBy actual comaongood farmers' shirting eau bc obtained in
Consevative Government. I find a crut-rate çrop in every part ofUs». Ganada to-day at alor figure than the me materia u ea pur-

Mr-. Làumm&R
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chsed for in the United States. This l one effect of the National
Policy and is a great boon to the agricultural community. The country,
however, requires about 600,000 more people in it to maintain the pre-
Bent number of cotton mille, but these are qnickly coming, as 100,000
landed on our shores last year."

Now, Mr. Speaker, that statement has to be taken with
more than one granum salis. 600,000 is a big figure, but we
bave been accustomed in the past to big figures. Year by
year we were told that hundreds of thousands of people
wore coming into Manitoba and the North-West Territories;
but these figures, when they came to be investigated,
dwindled to very smail proportions. But leaving that
aside, it is now stated that good shirtings can be manufac-
tured in this country at a lower figire than in the United
States. Why, then, should the cotton manufacturers be
afraid to throw down the barrier which is keeping the
Amnerican market from them? Their advantage would be
to bave, not only an increased market of 600,000 souls, but
of 60,000,000. fherefore I have every reason to hope that
not merely a few manufacturers, but all the manufac
turers of the country, will before long be convinced of
the truth of the policy we have offered them. The
most important feature of His Excellency's Speech is
the paragraph referring to the Fisheries Treaties. The
statemnent is not as clear and as simple as I would have
desired, and I suppose we shall have occasion before long
to revert to it, when we shall have a more precise commu-
nication from the Government. The only thing I would
say at present is this: It now only romains for Canada to
continue to maintain her rights, as prescribed in the Treaty
of 1818, until come satisfactory re-adjustment is arranged
by treaty between the two Governments. This is a matter
w hich should be approached with a great deal of caution
and deliberation. For my part, at this moment, I am not
disposed to enter critically into the announcement which
is bore made, but will content myself with offering My
suggestion as to what, in my estimation, should be the true
policy to be followed. As I understand, the Government
have determined to fall back upon the Convention of 1818,
and to assert all the rights claimed as belonging to Canada
under that convention. Before going further 1 would say
sincerely I agree in this with the mover of the Address,
that it is to bo deprecated that the treaty of last year was
not ratified by the Senate of the United States. Not that
it was a satisfactory treaty ; on the contrary, it was a very
unsatisfactory treaty. It forced upon Canada concessions
without giving any adequate return, but, in my opinion,
the worst feature of the treaty was that it left open many
of the causes of irritation which in the past had disturbed
the cordiality of our relations with our neighbors. Still, it
was a stop in the right direction towards closer relations,
and, though a feeble stop, it would have met, as it did
meet, with our approval as far as it went. Now, however,
that treaty bas been abandoned, and it is proposed to
revert to the enforcement of the Convention of 1818. The
only suggestion I would offer to the Government, approacb-
ing this question, not critically, not in any partisan spirit,
would be that the Government should not be too hasty in
adopting such a policy, but that perbaps it would be
prudent on their part to wait until the month of March,
when the new Administration is to come into power, and
then ascertain how far they are prepared to meet our views.
We must remember this, also, that although we bave con-
tended for a certain interpretation of the treaty, and ai-
though we bave claimed to enforce rights under that
treaty, we have also to a certain extent admitted,
by the fact that we became party to the nego-
tiat'on of a new treaty, that there were causes
for considering the possibility of entering into new arrange-
ments as far as our rights were concerned. We have thus
admitted that the contention of the Americans that our
views of the treaty are antiquated ise, to some extent, true.
The American statesmen say that our interpretation of the

treaty is antiquated. That may or may not be the case,
but, if it be antiquated, it would be more logical, and more
friendly as well, on their part, to make that representation
when it can be coupled with an offer to negotiate a new
treaty. I know that the position of our Government in
that respect is not a facile one; I know that it is full of
difficulties, and I recognise all those difficulties, but it would
be, in my judgment, the part of prudence to enforce our
rights, when our rights are to be enforced, with as gentle a
hand as possible. I have stated elsewhere that the rela-
tions between the two countries bave not been satisfactory.
The hon. gentleman who moved the Address stated that I
had taken an exceptional position on that question. Nay,
the position which I took was the position always held by
the Liberal party, that it was fair, right and just that our
views of the treaty should be enforced; still, there were
some aets which bad been done by ns which could not be
condoned. Whatever yo may say, when men are sent
back in distress to sea and refused provisions, there are no
more technicalities which would force me to approve such an
act. I say that this treatment cannot be condoned, and
it was this treatment which I denounoed last summer. As
I said a moment ago, those were my views thon and they
are mine now, but I do not intend te enter critically upon
that question to-day. We shall bave occasion to do so at a
later day when we will have more complete communication
from the Government on the subject. The only thing I
have to say at present is this, that the whole subject, in My
judgment, sbould be approached in as friendly a spirit as
possible. There are those among us who believe that a
friendly act towards the American nation is an unfriendly
act to Canada and to England. Such is net my view. My
view, on the contrary, is that every act of friendship done
by Canada to the United States is a good service to Eng-
land. My hon. friend from Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), in the most admirable speech which he delivered
some time ago in Ingersoll, elaborated the idea, at great
length, that England would never have any botter ally
than the great Republic te the soutb of us, and it muet
strike every body that if to-day or to-morrow England were
entangled, as she may be any moment, in a continental war,
ber strength would be ton-fold, if she could depend upon
the moral sympatby-I say, moral sympathy alone-not
only of her colonies but even of the great American Re-
publie; and if I were to speak my whole mind on the sub.
ject, I would say that any set done anywhere which would
increase the friendship among the branches of the Angle-
Saxon family the world over is a step forward in the
civilisation of the world. Furtber, I will not say to-day.
We are not many on this side of the House, not as many as
we should be for the good of the country, but few as we are
we intend to do the best we can for the country; and though
we shall exercise in a perfectly free spirit our right te criti-
cise the acts of the Government, we shall at the same time
do our best te accelerate the business of the country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can congratulate the
House and the country on the very kindly and good-natured
manner in which my bon. friend, the leader of the Opposi-
tion, has addressed the House. That bas always, however,
I am free te admit, been his course both before and since
he assumed the responsible position which ho now holdo,
and I hope and believe the toue which he bas adopted will
be followed not only by hie own friends, but by those who
are opposed to him politically, and that while we may agree
to disagree on many points of public policy, we will forget
all the old acerbities and continue, during this Session, the
kindly, the parliamentary tone which my hon. friend bas
adopted. I can heartily agree with my hon. friend in the
cordial and graceful compliments which ho bas paid to the
mover and seconder of this Address. I shall say no more,
leaving it te this House and the readers of the Debates, to
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donsider the compliment given by my hon. friend as just
and well deserved. My hon. friend has, in a very good-
natured manner criticised the speech. He says it will noti
set the world on fire. Well, we do not want to set the world,
on fire; and I do not believe my hon. friend, although he
raises that objection, is much of a fire-eater except, perhaps, in
the far North.West, so that I do not think this objection willi
be taken to heart by the hon. gentlemen who sit behind me
My hon. friend, however, complains that there is a veryi
meagre bill of fare, but 1, as leader of the Government,i
considered myself in a delicate position, and in settling this1
meagre bill of fare, I considered the weak digestion of hon.j
gentlemen opposite. Mhilk for babes and strong meat for(
men, you know. My hon. friend opposite is still in the infancy1
of his political position, and consequently we have kept thei
diet down so as suit his digestion. My hon. friend is veryj
much pleased to observe in the Speech that there is ani
announcement of the extension of trade to all parts of the1
world, even to the Antipodes. le .says ho is willing thati
we should extend our trade to Australasia, to South America,
or to .New Zealand, but he says, why do you not extend your
trade to the near south ? The hon. gentleman knows why1
we do not extend our trade to the south. He knows full
well that the reason is that they will not allow us to do so.i
We would be willing to do so; we have been always anxious1
to do so. From 1854 to the present moment Canada hasE
shown her readiness to enter into the most friendly rela.-
tions-into the most friendly commercial and social rela.1
tions-with the United States; but they will not have us,1
except, perhaps, at a price that we do not choose to give.
The hon. gentleman himself, I think, would not offer to
give that price if he stood where I do. It las been announ-1
ced by leading mon in the United States, by men who willI
in the future, perbaps in the near future, govern the politi-î
cal course of the United States, that we shall have no(
extension of intercourse with the United States unless weE
are content to sell our heritage for a mess of pottage, unlessi
we choose we give up our allegiance to our Sovereign and1
to change our proud position as a member of the greatest1
Empire the world ever saw, and to become a more outskirtr
of the neighboring Republie. I know that the hon. gentle-c
mar himself would not pay that price, and, unless we doa
pay that price, our hopes of the extension of trade
to the south cannot be satisficd, and the project of1
commercial union, I think, must be dropped in silence.
The hon. gentleman said that, although I have been hope-(
leFsy wrong in my political economy, he hopes to see that,r
by-and-bye, I may change myopinion. Well, I like power; d
I like place; I like my present position. Ail I can say isb
that I believe that moment I adopted the hon. gentleman's
advice and changed my opinions and my course in regard to
the commercial and fiscal policy of Canada, I would have 1
to give up all I like, and assume the position of the honn
gentleman opposite. I am in no hurry to do that, and untilt
ho and bis friends, with all their ability, can induce the s
electors of Canada to change their fixed opiniors on i
that point, I am not likely to change mine, or to change
my course. The hon. gentleman deplored that, among the ,
mapy omissions in the Speech, there is not a single wordo
about the protection of the rights of the workingman. Mr.o
Speaker, if we had introduced measures such as ho would h
indicate, the course of the hon. gentlemen opposite would
at once be to declare that we were treading on the jurisdic- t
tion of the Provincial Legislatures. We have heard that o
cry before in this House. We have heard, when measures a
relating to the position of the workingmen and the laws a
affecting them were introduced, that the different Provinces t
could deal with these subjects and had full power to dealT
with them. However, I believe that we have certain powers i
here in regard to that matter, and that the ProvincialV
Legialatures have certain powers also; and, whenever the f
repoft is obtained from this Commission which the hon. b

Bir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

gentleman spoke of in rather a disparaging tone-1
really do not know why-I think this House will
receive sufficient instruction as to the subjects dealt
with by that Commission, .n regard to the maLner
in which the position and status of the working-
mon can be improved, to enable it to take up the
subject with full knowledge of all the grievances, or alleged
grievances, of the workingmen, and will be able with that
information to do whatever is necessary by legislation to
improve their position. The hon. gentleman also complains
that there is no announcement that thero is going to be an
alteration in the Customs laws and ho specially complains
of the sufferings of the mercantile co'mmunity. Well, 1
think the commercial community can take care of them-
selves, and if the law relating to the Customs or to the
administration of the Customs presses unduly on the eom.
mercial body, they will let this House and the country
know it. But where do we find any complaint from the
commercial people in regard to this matter ? Where do
we find any petitions from Boards of Trade or Chambers of
Commerce laying their grievances on this Table and calling
the attention of Parliament to the wrongs which they
suffer under the Customs law ? Of course, that law is
a stringent law. It would be no law at ail fit for the
purpose if it were not stringent. The wiles of the
smuggler and the dishonest trader are dark, and those men
have to be watched closely. Wben we adopted the system of
protecting the manufactures of this country, we were obliged
to make the law under which that protection was given effi-
cient, and in order to do that we had to pass a stringent
Customs law, or the whole policy would be nugatory, We
know what false invoices are, we know what the devices of
dishonest trader are. We know the Protean changes of
action which the dishonest trader adopts for the purpose of
evading the law, and, notwithstanding our protective
system, of making this practically a free trade country. Sir,
whenever the commercial men of this country feel that the
law is doing them wrong, they will let us know it, but the
law is for the protection of the honest trader, of the honest
man who pays the full duty according to an honest invoice
on the articles which ho imports, and he is to be protectel
against the smuggler and the dishonest tradesman who
make false statements, false affidavits, and undersell the
honest trader, and so prevent lis having the fair protection
which is afforded by the strict enforoement of the law.
Oh, yes, the honest men of the country, the honest com-
mercial men, do not complain of this law. The smuggler
does, the dishonest man does; the man into whose ware-
house the Custom house officer walks and finds the smug
gled article, finds out the fraud and finds out the double
invoice on looking at the books of the dishonest
trader- all such men complain; but the honest trader recog-
nizos the necessity of a stringent law, and I believe among
the commercial community of Canada, there is no man
standing higher than my hon. friend the Minister of Customs,
for the manner in which he has carried out the law and
protected the honest man against the smuggler and the
swindler. The hon. gentleman says that there is one other
omission in the Speech, that we have not congratulated
ourselves upon the happy state of the country, and that we
have not inserted into His Excellency's Speech a clause-
which may be laudatory of oui selves and of our adminis-
tration. There is no necessity, Mr. Speaker, to praise
ourselvts-the country does that for us. The hon. gentle-
man says ofb is following: "We are a small bo-ly." Why
are they a small bdy ? Because the country does not give
them the same compiimentary confidence that il does to us.
The hon. gentleman knows that under the domeof St. Paul's
n London, there is a celebrated epitaph to Sir Christopher
Wren: Si monumentum requiris, circumspce-" if you seek
or a monument, look around yon"-at this magniflent
building. We say the same thiig in a humble spirit:
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Look around at the prosperity of this country, look at the
undiminisbed confidence in us of the people of Canada froin
one end to thp other. That is our best monument, and]
expect by.and-bye te see something'of that kind insctribed
on my tombetone.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). He will see his own tomb
stone.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will b. looking down
upon my tombstone; I will be looking down upon the Con.
servatiye msjrrity, which I shall leave in such gool heart
and spirit that they will carry on the traditions that have
guided them since 1854, and especially since 1878.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In the same grave yard.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend is rather
inconsistent in his remarks about the Fishery question. I
quite agree with him that we must be exceedingly cautions
in ail that is said in this H1ouse or in Parliament at present.
In the present.state of the relations between the United
States and Canada, and England, as the paramount power, it
will be exceedingly unwise if, by any hurried or false step,
we shoull intensify the critical position of that question. I
think my hou. friend will admit that on that question, at ail
events, "to.morrow " is a good cry. My hon. friend regrets
greatly that that treaty was not ratified. To be sure, it was
declared last Session to be a very unsatisfactory treaty. Yes;
I do nmot remember whether he himself spoke against it, but
those who are surrounding him spoke very strongly against
ih, treaty as giving up everything-giving up a geat deal
too much, at ail events, without getting any concessions
whatever. I think the hon. gentleman took that line when
the Bill for ratifying the treaty was before the House. Now
the hon. gentleman says, unsatisfactory as it was, because it
gave up Canadianurights which ought not to be given up, and
without sufficient compensation-now, he says, we must be
very cautions, and that we must not adhere to these anti.
quated claims, that we must deal with this subject de novo, as it
were; that the true way, in fact, to settle with the United
States is to forget the old Convention of 1818, and with the
spirit of amity, and the spirit of increased friendship, and
with the spirit of further concession, we should endeavor to
settle this question. The hon. gentleman has just said that
the trea-y conceded too much, but Le advises us now to be
very cautious, to go slow, and by new concessions, by new
< xhibitions of friendship, to try to induce tho Unitcd States
to make some treaty with us. Mr. Speaker, we ought not to
be drawn, and I am glad to see that the hon. gentleman
does not desire that we should be drawn, into a discussion
of that subject now. The fishing season is over, it i
mid-winter now ; and when the spring season commences,
as the bon. gentleman said, there will be a new President
in the United States, a new government; and I am very
happy to know that in any arrangement which may
be made wi h the United States in the near future
the question will not b. embarrassed in the fact of
the President, the head of the executive, being unsup-
ported by the Senate, the paramount branch of that
executive. We have no ight or reason to suppose that
the Government, when it comes in, will be less friendly
to England or Canada than the outgoing one; we have
no reason to suppose that tbey will not be as anxious or
desirous of entering into negotiatiorns for removing any
cause that may exist of disturbing the amity between
Canada and the United States. We have the satisfaction
of knowing and believing that if any arrangement is come
to between the President of the United States and England,
on this question, it will in ail probability receive the sup-
port of the Senate of the United States, which is politically
in accord with the incoming President, Mr. Speaker, I
shall say no more. I again repeat my congratulations to
my ho. friend on the tone ho has adopted, and my hope1
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MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

JoHN WALDIN, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of Balton,
introduced by Sir Richard Cartwright and Mr. Paterson (Brant).

ALPHNs)S A. (. LARIVItRE, Member for the Electoral District of
Provencher, introduced by Mr. McDowall and Mr. Joncas.

REPORTS.

Report of the Department of Militia and Defence for the
year ending 31st December, 1888.-(Sir Adolphe Caron.)

Annual Report of the Auditor General for the fiscal year
ending hOth June, 1888.- (Mfr. Foster.)

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 2) to permit foreign vessels to aid veseels
wrecked ordisabled in Canadian waters.-(B[r.Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 6) to prevent the practice of fraud by tree
peddlers and commission men in the sale of nursery stock.
-(Mr. Boyle )

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr. ]BROWN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 3)
to make further provision as to the prevention ofcruelty te

1889.
and belief that we will get on verywell during the Session,
and although we may not set the world on fire, that, with
his assistance, and with bis candid criticism, we wilI pass a
number of useful Bills whieh will tend to the development
and the progress of our beloved Canada.

Paragraphs one to fourteen agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONAIiD moved:
That the said resolutions be referred to a Sele et Committee composed

of Sir Hector Lanzevin. Mr. White, Mr. Lépine and the mover, to pre.

uare and report the draft of afn Address in answer to the bpeech of Big
xcellency the Governor General to both Houses of Parliament.

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

ported the draft of an Address. which was read the firetand
second time and ordered to be engrossed, and to be pre.
sented to His Excellency by such members of the House as
are of the honorable the Privy Council.

SUPPLY.

Mr. FOSTER moved:
That this House will, on Tuesday next, resolve iteelf Into a Gommit-

tee to consider of a Supply to be granted to Ber Majesty.
Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS.

Mr. FOSTER moved:
That this House will, on Tuesday next, resolve itseif into a Committee

to consider of the Ways and Means far raiding a Sapply to be grantid to
Her Majesty.

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

the louse.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5.25 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 4th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Thrce o'clock.

PaAYERs.
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animals, and to amend chapter 172 of the Revised Statutes
of Canada, intituled "Au Act respecting Cruelty to
Animals."

Some hon. MEM BERS Explain.
Mr. BROWN. I am prepared to explain the nature of

the Bill, but perhaps it would be more convenient to the
House to explain at a later stage.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Now.
Mr. BROWN. As it seems to be the desire of some hon.

members that I should explain the nature of the Bill, I
dosire, in very few words, to say that the object is to prevent
cruelty to animals, not already provided for by law, such as
cock-fighting and dog-fighting, but mainly the cruel sport of
trap-shooting, where pigeons and small birds are often con-
fined in boxes in cold weather for the sake of enabling mon
to engage in this sport, ostensibly for practice in shooting,
when they could bave every opportunity of distinguishing
themselves in that particular by the use of clay pigeons
without cruelty to innocent birds. I amr sure I have the
sympathy and support of a large majority of the members
of this House in introducing this measure. I know that
I am sustained by all the humane societies of the Dominion
of Canada, and I hope that when this measure comes to be
discussed, as it will be at a later stage of its progress, the
strong sympathy of this House will be given in its support
I am certain that there is no education so demoralising for
the young as that which leada them to treat with indiffer-
ence any kind of cruelty to dumb animals.

Motion agreed to, and Bill road the first time.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No.4) further to amerd the Revised Statutes, chapter 5, re-
specting the EBlectoyal Franchise. He said: I wil merely call
attention to a few of the features of this measure, and will
explain it more fully at a later stage. It is substantially
the same Bill as was introduced last Session at an advanced
period and deferred until this year, partly because the time
at the disposal of the House did not warrant the taking up
of the Bill, and partly because the printing of the lists was
being proceeded with in the Governmont Bureau; and the
Bill was unnecessary until this year in so far as it would
apply to the lists being printed. The scheme proposed by
this Bill for the revision of the lists is that, immediately after
the 1st of June, the revising officer, availing himself of the
sources of information to which he is directed to rfer by
the present statute-the electoral lists, the assessment rolls,
and information of that kind-is to proceed with bis re-
vision, and he is to make supplementary lists of voters and
of the names teobe struck off the voters' lists-the supple.
mentary lista giving the corrections-the additions to, and
the subtractions from the list as sent to him from the Gov.
ernment printing office. These eupplementary lists are to
be sent to the Queen's Printer and printed and returned to
the revising officer. The officer is then to post them
up and fix a day when all parties interested shall be
heard. Then the revision is to take place by inserting
the corrcetions which are made in the list in the Govern-
ment printing office. The supplementary lists baving in
that way been fixed by the revising officer, are to be sont
to the Queen's Printer, and the whole list is finally to
be struck off and distributod in the manner provided by the
present Act. Another provision of the Bill is that the
list, as then established, is to be final as to the qualification
of voters, and a further provision is that thepolling districts
shall be sub-divided, so that from time te time they shall
not exceed 250 votera in all. The present statute says 300.
lu addition to that, the form of the list of voters is simpli-
fled very materially, so as to curtail expense.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,
Mr. BïOWN.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE. CEEQUES AND PROMIS-
SORY NOTES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 5) relating to bills of exchange, choques and
promissory notes. He said: The object of this Bill is to
render uniform -in almost every particular the laws
throughout the Dominion with respect to these contracts.
The law under this Bill will be uniform in every par.
ticular, except as regards statutory holidays, in
respect of which special provision is to be made as re-
gards the Province of Quebec. I may say that the Bill is
principally the codification of the existing law relating to
bills, choques and promissory notes, and that the changes
which are made in our law on these snbjeots are in the direc-
tion of maki ng it unitorm with the English Statute law. The
changes thus made will render our law similar to the Eng-
lish law, excepting in two or three unimportant particulars,
and the principal one of these is the preservation of the
present system of payment when the last day of grace falls
on a Sunday or statutory holiday. Our existing provision
is that in such a case, the bill or note shall be payable on the
following day, while under the English statute it is payable
the preceding day. In that respect, this Bill proposes to
continue our present system. I may mention, briefby, for
the information of the House, the alterations in the common
law which the Bill proposes to make. The first is tiat:

Unless the contrary appear on the face of the bill, the holder may
treat it as an inland bil."

I presume it will be more convenient to the House that I
should merely mention the changes without making any
comments or entering into any explanations. The next is
that:

" A bill may be made payable to two or more payees jointly, or it
may be made payable in the alternative to one of two, or one or some ot
several payees. A bill may also be made payable to the holder of an
office for the time being.'

The next feature of that kind in the Bill is that:
"When a bill containe words prohibiting transfer, or indicating an

intention that it sbould not be transferable, it is valid as between the
parties thereto, but is not negotiable.

"CA bill i payable to bearer which is expressed to be so payable, or
on which the only or last endorsement is an endorsement in blank.

" A bill is payable to order which is expressed to be Bo payable, or
which is expreseed to be payable to a particular perso, and does not
contain words prohibiting transfer or indicating an intention that it
should not be transferable."

Further changes are:
" Where a bill expreseed to be payable at a fixed period after date is

issued undated, or where the acceptance of a bill payable at a fixed
period after sight is undated, any holder may insert therein the true
date of issue, or acceptance, and the bill shall be payable accordingly.

" Provided that where the holder ln good faith and by mistake inserte
a wrong date, and in every case where a wrong date ie inserted if the
bill subsequently comes into the hands of a holder in due course, the
bill shall not be voided thereby, but shall operate and be payable as if
the date so ineerted had been the true date.

" The drawer of a bill and any endoreer may insert therein the name
of a person to whom the holder may resort in case of need, that is to
say, in case the bill ie dishonored by non-acceptance or non-payment.
Such person is called the referee in case of need. It is in the option of
the holder to resort to the referee in case of need or not, as he may think
fit.

" When a bill payable after sightis dishonored by non-acceptance and
a drawee subsequently accepta it, the holder, in the absence of any
different agreement, is entitled to have the bill accepted as of the date
of firet presentment to the drawee for acceptance.

" Where a bill purporte to be endorsed conditionally, the condition
may be dieregarded by the payer, and payment to the endorsee is valid
whether the condition has been fulfilled or not.

"A bill payable on demand is deemed to be overdue within the
meaning and for the purposes of thie section, when it appeare on the
face of it to have been in circulation for an unreasonable length of time.
What is an unreasonable length of time for this purpose is a question
of fact.

" Where the holder of a bill, drawn payable elsewhere than at the
place of business or residence of the drawee, has not time with the exer-
cise of reasonable diligence, to present the bill for acceptance before
preenting it for payament on the day that it falls due, the delay caused

14



COMMONS DEBATESs
by presenting the bill for aceeptance before presenting it for payment is
excused, and does not discharge the drawer and endoraers

" Presentment in accordance with these rules ls excused, and a bill
may be treated as dishonored by non-acceptance, wbere the drawee is
dead or bankrupt or insolvent, or is a fictitious person, or a person not
having capacity to contract by bill; or where, after the exercise of
reasonable diligence, such presentment cannot be effected; or where,
althugh the pres ntment has been irregular, acceptance has been
refuaed on smre ther gronnd."

There is a further provision that:

" Where a qualified acceptance is taken, and the drawer or an
endorser bas not explicitly or impliedly authorised the holder to take
a qualified acceptance, or does not subsequently assent thereto, such
drawer or endoreer is discharged from his hability on the bill. The
provisions of this sub-section do not apply ta a partial acceptance
whereof due notice has been given. Where a foreign bill bas been
accepted as to part, it muet be protested as ta the baiance. When the
dra'wer or endorser of a bill receives notice cf a qualified acceptance and
does not within a reasonable tiue express if di8seat ta the holder, he
shall be deemed to have assented thereto."

There are also the following provisions:-

" The return of a dishonored bill to the drawer or an endorser is, in
point of form, deemed a sufficient notice of dishonor.

" When the acceptor of a bill is or becomes the holder of it, at or after
its naturity, in his own right, the bill is discharged.

" When the holder of a bill, at or after its maturity, absolutely or un-
conditionally renounces his rights mgainst the aceeptor, the bill is dis-
charged The renunciation muet be in writing unless the bill is deliver-
ed up to the acceptor.

" Where a bill or acceptance is materially altered without the assent
of ail parties liable on the bill, the bill is avoided except as against a
party who bas himself made. authorised or assented ta the alteration,
and subsequent endors-rs; provided that, where a billihas been materi-
ally altered, but the aleration is not apparent, and the bill is in the
hands of a holder in due course, sucb hhl 1er may avail himself of the
bill es if it had not been altered, and may enforce payrient of it accord-
ing ta ite original tenor.

"Subject ta the provisions of this act, where a cheque is not pre-
sented for payment within a reasonable time of its issue, and the drawer
or the person on whose account it is drawn lad the right at the time cf
such presentment, au bitween him and the banker, to have the cheque
paid, and suffers actial damage through the delay, he is discharged ta
the extent ofesuch damage, that is to say, ta the extent to which such
drawer or person is a creditor of such banker ta a larger amount thani
he would have been had such cheque been paid.

" Where, by this Act, any instrument or writing le required ta be
signed by any person, it is not necessary that he should sign it with
his own hand, but it ie sufficient if his signature is written thereon by
sone other person by or under his authority."

And in the case of a corporation it is provided that it is
suficient if the instrument is sealed wi¿h the corporate seal,
but it is not required that the seal ofthe corporation should
be affixed. It is furiher provided that:

'' Where a bill or note is required to be protested within aspecified
time or before sone further proceeding ls taken, it is sufficient tha t the
Bill bas been noted for protest before the expiration of the specified time,
or the taking of the proceeding; and the formal protest may be ex-
tended at any time thereafter as ofthe date of the noting. Where a dis-
honored bill or note is authorised or required to be protested, and the
services ot a notary cannot be obtained at the place where the bill is
dishonored, any justice of the peace, resident ot the place, msy present
and protest such bill or note and give ail neceseary notices, having all
the necessary powers of a notary in respect thereto."

It is also provided that this Act shall not come into force
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WiRECKING AND OOASTING PRIVILEGES TO

UNITED STATES VESSELS.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 7) to admit United States vessels to wrecking,
towing and coasting privileges in Canadian waters, He
said: In the first clause of the Bill, provision is made for
vessels belonging to the United States of America being
allowed to assist vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian
waters. In the second clause, it is provided that vessels
belonging to the Ui ited S tes o ÂAui ica may tow vesPeÌs
belonging to the United States from one port to another as
well as vesseis of any other nationality. The third clause
j.rovides that vessels belonging to the United States of
America may erjoy the priviloges of the coasting trade of
Canada, by coastiug from oe port to another, subject only
to the same regulations as Canadian vessels are subject to.
The fourth clause provides that the Act shall go into effect
when the Government of the United States bave passed a
similar law giving like privileges to the vessels of Canada
in the waters of the United States.

Motion agreed to, and Bill road the first time.

VOTERS' LISTS.

Mr. EDGAR asked, 1. Has the Government caused to
be printed the lists of voters as revised in 18b6? 2. What
numbers of such liste bave been struck off, or are to bestruck
off, for each electoral dimtrict ? 3 What number of such
lists will be sent to each revisi cg offiber, and when ? 4.
Are buch lists to be >upplied to any other persons thon re-
vising officers; or have they been supplied to, or obtained
by any other persons ? 5. If it be permitted o any pereon,
other than revising officers, to obtain copies of uch lists,
to whom should applica'ion bo mado for them ; and is the
price thereof to be regulated by anatlogy to the prices under
section seventeen of the Franchise Aot, or what prioe is
fixed ? 6. What number of copies of the lists as prelimin-
arily revised je it proposed to print off for the reviîsing offi.
cers to enable them to meet tue demands of permons apply-
ing for such lists, under section seventeen, sub section one,
of the Franchi-e Act?

Mr. BOWEILL. 1. The electoral lists prepared after thoee
revised in Î886, have ail been put in type. 2. Fifty copive
or proofs of each have been struck off. 3. This will noces-
sarily depend on the siza of the constituency, and may de-
pend to some extent on the legislation wbich may take
place during the present Session. The lists wil e fur.
nished in sufficient time to enable the revisirg offioers to
proce.ed with their revision at the prop r time 4. Lists
have been issued to several parties when clections to the
House of Commons, or under the Canada Temporance Act
were going on, or about to be entered on, and only then,
5 and 6. No regulations have yet been made upon these
points.

until the 1st September next, in ordcr that its provisions
may be fully known by time being given for the publication SUBSIDY TO PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.
of the statute, as well as for the information which will at
once be desired as to the changes in the present law. Mr. PERRY asked, Has theGovernment of Prince Eiward
These are the changes which it is proposed to make in the Island drawn any sunm of money from the Government of
law. Some of them, as the House will have observed, are Canada, from the lt day of January, 1888, to the let day of
either declaratory df the common law, or partially so, or February, 1a89, from capital or other than usual subsidy ?
they ratify the practice of the mercantile community in Mr. FOS ER. The Goverunment of Prince Edward
respect to these matters. One of the changes which it is Island withdrew a sum of money from its capital account
necesary to make in the direction of uniformity is in rela- on the 14th of January, 1189, for local improvements. The
tion to the Province of Quebec, and this Bill will require a sum was $200,000.
protest in the case of foreign bills only, making the Quebec
law uniform with that of the other Provinces. I may fur. PREVENTIVE OFFIWERS IN PRINCE EDWARD
ther observe that the Bill proposes to establish in Cinada ISLAND,
the English provisions in respect to crossed cheques. Mr. PERBY asked, L it tie intention of the Govera-

Kotion agreed to, and Bill read the firet time, ment to appoint preventive officers for Tignish and Nait
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Pond, Prince Elward Island, in room of James Phee and
Benjamin D. Waite, who were both dismissed in 1888?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not the intention of the Govern-
ment to appoint preventive officers for Tignish and Nail
Pond, until, in the opinion of the Government, such officers
are necessary for the protection of the revenue.

SUBWAY ACROSS THE STRAITS OF NORTl-
UM BiFRLAND.

Mr. PERRY asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to place in the Estimates, during the presont Session,
a som sufficient to build the subway across the Straits of
Northumherland, connecting Prince Edward Island with
the mainland, in accordanc with the terms of Confederation.
and aq promised hy Sir John A. Macdo'a'd in a letter to
Senator Howlan, dated January 28th, 1887 ?

Mr. FOSTER. The final clause- of the question are
scareply in order, as containing a statement of alleged tacts.
If my bon. friend will consent to the withdrawal of those, I
will answer the question by saying that the intention of
the Government will be shown in the Estimates which will
shortly be laid before the House.

THE BROTIERS LEBOURDAIS.

Mr. CASGRA[N a-koi, Whether the Gwvernment bas
had any correspondence respecting the trial of the two
brothers, Lebourdais, from the C unty of L'Islet, which
took place in Liverpool, England, in December last; and if
so, whether the Governrment has taken, or will take, any
action in the matter?

Sir JOHN Tl HOMPSON. I find that the Government
has bad no correýpondence on the subject, but a memorial
was presented within the last few days,and in that memor-
ial the wish was expressed that the case should be trans.
mitted to Her Majesty. The conviction referred to in the
question took place in Scotland, and His Excellency the
Governor General bas bpen rnoved to transmit the memorial
for the consideration of Her Majesty's ministers.

FRAUDS UPON FARUERS.

Mr. BROWN moved:

That a Bpecial Committee be appointed to enquire into the frau dulent
practices which have prevailed, and still prevail, in various parts of
the Dominion, by which farmers and others have been and are induced
to give their promissory notes and s curities to a very large amount in
the aggregate, for seed, agricultural imolements, grape vines, and other
goods andmere.handise, by various false pretexts; the goods in some
cases nover being delivered, ant in other cases being comparatively
worthless, the mas:ers of such promlssory notes being obliged to make
payment, while the perpetrators of these wrongs evade justice; with
power to send for persons, papers and recorda, and examine on oath or
affirmation, where affirmation is allowed by law, such wi-nesses as may
appear before the said committee, and to report what remedies exist in
such cases, or what further remedies should be provided ; said committee
also be empowered to employ a shorthand writer to take down such
evidence as It may deem necessary, and to consist of Messrs. Amyot,
Barron, Brown, Carpenter, Ooehrane, Desjardins, Fiaher, Ferguson
(Welland), Hale, McMNullen. Marshall, Mills (Xnnapolis), Moncrieff,
Rowand,Smith (Ontario), Welah, and Wood (Brockvlle).

Hie said : lu making this motion, I desire to say that the
commit tee appointed last Session prosecuted their labors
witb all diligence during the limited time they had, and the
work tbey did bas borne very good fruit. During the
recess the members of the committee, from the various
parts of the country, in their several constituencies, have
received fnrther information as to the Irauds committed
and eapecially in that part of the country from which I
come, vine-growers have been strindled, and desire to give
oeidence bfore the committeoe.

Mr. PnT.

Mr. A R MSTRONG. I think, before the House consents
to this motion, we ought to have some information as to
what the probable cost will be, and also what bas been the
cost of the enquiry that was gone into last Session. You
are aware, Mr. Speaker, that a large committee was ap.
pointed last Session; a large number of witnesses were
brought here, no doubt, at great expense, from a great dis-
tance; a large amount of evidence was collected, which
was printed and distributed. Now, I submit that all
that must involve a large cost to the country, and the
question comes up, whether the results to be obtained are
sufficiently important to justify the additional cost. These
are points on which the House should be satisfied before
they commit themselves to further expenditure in this
matter. .It seems to me that the evidence taken last year,
voluminous as it was and costly as it was, was certainly
sufflioient to form a basis for the Government and the
House to judge whether such legislation was neces-
sary or not, and on what line such legislation
should be euacted. 1 am one of those who have not
much faith in that kind of enquiry and that sort
of legislation. The fact of the matter is, that the great
mass of the farmers of this Dominion and others, to whom
relercnce is made, are not fools, It is true that here and
there are found a few who can be gulled by such practices
as those referred to, but they form a very small minority,
and I submt that the great bulk of the farmers and traders
in the Dominion are perfectly capable of taking care of
themselves, and, so far as that sma i minority is concerned,
committees might sit from now till doomsday, and enact as
many laws as t hey please, and yet fail to save the:m from
being taken advantage of. I hold that sufficient enquiry
has been made to enable the House to judge whether
such legislation is necessary or not, and what that legisla-
tion should be, and there is no necessity to burden the
country with further cost for procuring evidence.

Mr. Mc M ULLEN. In regard to the remarks of the hon,
member, I may say that I happened to be a member of the
committee in question. The committee got to work very
late in the Sssion, and the opportunity to gather informa-
tion of the kind necessary to enable them to form an
opinion as to whether legislation was needed or not, was
very limited. The information secured waq of decided
advantage to those who possibly might, from limited infor-
mation and experience, be taken advantage of by those who
are always waiting to take advantage of simple-minded men.
I endorse to some extent the remarks made by the hon.
member for Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong); still I contend
that there is a very respectable percentage of the farming
community and the trading publie who, from time to time,
are victimised by men who make it a business to go from
door to door and take advantage of these people. If we
can, by any investigation or by any legislation enacted by
this House, give those people information or paso such legis-
lation as will prevent repetition of the frauds perpetrated,
I think it wili be wise and prudent on the part of this
flouse to aid in any possible way the hon. gentleman who
is asking for this committee. I am willing to consent
that the expenditure should bè incurred, and I krow the
ex pense last year was very limited. I ean say for the chair-
man of the committee that he was expeedingly careful in re-
gard to the expenditure, and that, when any person *as
asked to be brought before the committee, it was only when
it appeared that he would be able to give good evidence,
and, after an idea of the expense had been obtaiied, the
chairman ordered the witness to be subponaed. I have
no doubt he will follow the same prudent course this year,
and, if he does so, I believe the committee wili be of decided
advantage to the simple-minded people in this cduntry wbo
are taken advantage of from time to time.

Motion agreed to,
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SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That a Special Committee of seven Members be appointed to prepare

and report with aIl couvenient speed, lista of Members to compou the
Select standing Committees, ordered by the Houase on Thuraday, the
Sist ult., and that 8ir John A Macdonald, Sir Hector Langevia, Sir
Richard Oartwright, Sir John Thompson, and Mesn. Bowell, Laurier
and Mills, do compose said Oommittee.

Motion agreed to.

INLAND REVENUE REPORT-C0RRECTION.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I desire to call the attention of the
flouse to an error which bas occurred in one of the appen-
dices to the report of the Inland Revenue Department, just
published. I need not say that it is to be regretted that such
an error should have occurred ; but my attention having been
called to the fact, instructions were immediately given to
take measures to have it corrected, so that those to whom
the reports were sent should be in possession of the correct
figures. It bas been insinuated that the commissioner was
guilty of gross dereliction of duty in this matter, and it has
also been insinuated that the error waa purposely made in
order to prejudice the case of the Scott Act, and that the
statement of the great consumption per head of the popula.
tion was in fact made against the Scott Act by those who
were opposed to it. In reply, I need only call the attention
of the Ilouse, after having admitted that a very serions
blunder has been made, and one which i to be regretted,
to the fact that the commissioner in his report himself states
at page 19, paragraph 21:

" It may be remarked that after reducing aIl spirituons and malt
liquors and wines, domestic and forein to the basis of alcohol, the
allowance per head of the population for the past decade does not ex-
ceed three-quarters of a gallon per annum, barely one-third of the
quantity per head consumed throughout Europe."

The compilation of the appendix has for some years past
been entrusted to Mr. Campeau, an old offcer, and one of
the most careful and industrious officers in the service. He
is absent at present, or I would have procured from him a
statement as to how the error occurred. I may state fur-
ther that this paper was one of the lst returned by the
printers, and the schodule was not prepared before the last
day for the report to be handed in. The House will no
doubt be satisfied that this error must have accidentally
crept into the table, it having been prepared by an ofEcer of
the standing of Mr. Campeau, whose work has always been
found correct, and who has discharged his duty with great
faithfulness. The House will no doubt also be satisfied that
there was no intention to mislead, and I can assure hon.
members that every means will be taken to place the cor.
rect figures into the hands of those who have received the
report.

Mr. EDGAR. I did not catch the correction made by
the Minister, if he made one.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The correction will be given. I have
instructed the preparation of a corrected table, which will
be ready in a day or two, to be supplied to members, to take
the place of that which is incorrect.

Mr. EDGAR. The Minister does not know yet what
the correct figures are ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I know the percentage arrived at
here in this report. It is three quarters of a gallon per
head.

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

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TumsDAT, 5th February, 1889.

The SpEAKER took the Chair at Threo o'clock.

PRARBa.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN presented the report of the
Special Comtnittee appointed to prepare and report Lots
of the Select Standing Committees for the present Session.
He moved that the portion of the report relating to the
Committee on Standing Orders be adopted, as follows:.

ON STANDING ORDERS.

Messieurs
Bain (Wentworth), Gillmor, Paterson (Brant).
Bergeron, Gordon, Patterson (Easex),
Brien, Jones (Dlgby), Perry,
Bordett, Landerkin, Porter,
oaigrain, Langelier(Montmor'ey)yRinfret,

on ,Lavergne, Robertson,Gou , Maodowall, @mith (Sir Donald),
Denison, McKeen, Stevenson,
De St Georges, Marshall, Sutherland,
Dessaint, Meig, Th6rien,
Dupont, Miii (Annapolis), Turcot,
Ferguson (Leeds & Or.), Noffat, Wilmot,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Montplaisir, Wilson (Lennox), and
Ferguson (Welland), U'Brien, Wood (Brockville).-44.
Gigault,

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven Mem-
bers.

Motion agreed to.

LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That a Select Oommittee composed of Sir Adolphe Caron, Meurs.

Blake, Amyot, Chouinard, Oolby Davies, Davin, Desjardins, Kirk-
patrick, OBrien, Scriver Thérien ,eldon (Albert), Weldon (St. John),
and Wright, be appointe to assist the Speaker in the direction of tho
Library of Parliament, in so far as the interests of thi. House are con-
eerned, and to act as members of a joint committee of both Bouses of
the Library, and that a message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their
Honor. therewith.

He said: This Committee is the same as last year, except
taat Mr. Edgar bas been replaced by Mr. Blake, by consent
of the Committee.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.
Report of the Postmaster General for the year ending

30th JUne, 1888.-(Mr. Baggart.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 8) to provide for the examination and licens.
ing of ail persona employed as stationary engineers, and all
persons having charge of stean boilers and other devicS
under pressure.-(Mr. Cook.)

RAILWAY ACT AKENDMENT.

Mr. COOK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 9)
further to amend the Railway Act. He said: This is a
similar Bill to the one I introduced last year. It has
reference, in the firat place, to the landing of passengers on
the platform. It is the custom of the railway companies
throughout this oountry to drop passengers wherever they
see fit, and I think the travelling public should be protected
against this. Another question dealt with by e Bill is
the manner of haapdling baggage., It is well known that
the baggage of passengers on railways bas been smahed
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and destroyed by railway officiais to a great extent, and
this Bill proposes to prevent these two actions which are
against the public interest.

Motion agreed fo; :nd Bil read the first time.
Sir HECTOR LATGEVIN moved the adjournment of

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

HOUeE OF COMMONS.

WtDNESiAY, 6th February, 1889.

I he SPEAKERI t<.ok the Chair at Tbree o'clook.

PRAYERS.

SELECT STANDING COIMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MA''DONALD moved :
That the rep)rt of th- Special Committee appointed to report Liste of

Members who compose the Sel-ct Sttading Committees of this flouse,
in - o fa* as relates to thte f llowing C- mmittees-on Privileges and
Elections, on Expiring Laws, on Railway-, Canals and Telegraph
Lines, on iscellane us Private Bille, on Printing, on Public ccounts,
on Banking and Commerce, and on Agriculture and Colkniztion-be
concurred in, as fIllw:

ON PRIVIUEGES AND ELECTIONS.

Mes ieurs

Amyot,
Ilarron,
Beausoleil,
Blake,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Osegrain,
Chapleau,
Colby,
Costigan,
C-,-ran,
Da.vies, .
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,
Digey,
Egar',

Girouard, McDonald (Victoria),
Hall, Meilntyre,
H sidapeth, Mille (Bothwell),
lves, Moncri-ff,
Kirkpatrick, Mulock,
Landry, Patterson (Essex),
Langeber(Montmor'cy), Préfontaine,
Langelier (Quebec), Prior,
Langevin (sir Hector), Riopel,
Laurier, Temple,
Lister, Thomapson (Sir John),
Macdonald (Sir John), Tupper,
Mackenzie, Weldon (Albert), and
McCartby, Weldon (St. John).-43.

ON EXPIRING LAWS.

Messieurs

Armstrong,
Audet,
Bell,
Cameron,
Coughlin,
Couture,
Daly,
Daonut,
De St. Georges,

Doyon,
Ferguson (Renfrew),
Freeman,
Guillet,.
Hale,
Besson,
Labroue,
Lang,

Larivière,
Livingston,
MeIntyre,
Putnam,
Ste. Marie,
Tyrwbitt,
Ward, ad
Yeo.-25,

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven Mem-
bers.

ON RAILWAYS, CANAL3 AND TELEGRAPH LINES.

Messieurs
Archibald,
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Bain (Soulanges),
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Barron,
Beausoleil,
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Blake,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bonrass,
Bowell,

Mr. coor.

Edgar, Mills (Annapolis),
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)Mills (Bothwell),
Ferguson (Welland), Mitchell,
Fiaher, Mulock,
Foster, Patterson (Essex),
Geoffrion, Perley,
Gillmor, Perry,
Girouard, Platt,
Godbout, Pope,
Gordon, Porter,
Grandbois, Préfontaine,
Guay, Prior,
Guillet, Purcell,
Haggart, Rinfret,Haie, Riopel,
Hall, Robillard,
Besson, Roome,

Hiekey, Borna,
Bowman, Hikey, Ro8,
Boyle, Holton, Rykert,
Brien, Indpeth, Scarth,
Brown, Innes, SBriver,
Bryson Ives, Bhanly,
Burdett, Joncas, afak)inler,
Burns, Jones (Halifax), ll,
Osmeron, Kenny, Smith (Sir Donald),
Oampbell, Kirkpatrick, Smith (Ontario),
* aigill, Labelle, 8proule,
Carîing, Landerkin, Stevenson,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Landry, Sutherland,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.), Langelier (Quebec), Taylor,
Gasey, Langevin (Sir Hector), Temple,
Casgrain, Larivière, Thérien,
Chapleau, Laurie, Thompson (Sir John),
Charlton, Laurier, Tiedale,
"hi quette, Lavergne, Trow,
Chouinard, Lépine, Turcot,
Cimon, Lister, Tyrwhitt,
tjockburn, Livingeton, Vanasse,
Colby, Macdonald (Sir John), Waldie,
Cook, Mackenzie, Wallace,
Corby, McCarthy, Ward,
Costgan, McCulla, Watson,
(ulombe, McDougald (Pictou), Weldon (Albert),
outure, MoDougall (C. Breton),Weldon (St. John),

Curran, McGreevy, White (Cardwell),
Daly, McIntyre, White (Renfrew),
LVavies, McKay, WIlmot,
Da vis, McKeen, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Dawson, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson (Elgin),
D- St. Geerges, McMullen, Wilson (Liennox),
Desjardins, Madill, Wood (Brockville),
Dessaint, Mara, Wood (Westmoreland),
Dewdney, Masson, Wright, and
Dickinson, Meige, Yeo.-162.

ON MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS.
Messieurs

Amyot,
Armstrong,
A udet,
Barnard,
Barron,
Bell,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Brien,
Burdett,
Campbell,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Casey,
Chisholm,
Choquette,
Chouinard,
Cochrane,
Costigan,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Denison,
Dickey,
Dickinson,

Edwards, McDougall (C. Breton),
Eisenhauer, McGreevy,
Euls. Mclntyre,
Geoffrion, M Kay,
Gilîmor, MMillan (Huron),
Girouard, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Hale, Madill,
Hickey, Marshall,
Holton, Moffat,
Hudspeth, Moncrieff,
Ives, Montplaisir,
Jamieson, Mulock,
Joncas, Robillard,
Jones (Digby), Rowand,
Kenny, Scriver,
Labelle, Small,
La.brosse, Sproule,
Landry, Vanasse,
Langelier(Montmor'ey),Ward,
Langelier (Quebec), Watson,
Laurie, Weldon (Albert),
Lavargne, Weldon (St. John),
Lepine, Wilson (Argent'il), and
Lovitt, Wright.-74.
MOCulla,

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven Mem-
bers.

ON PRINTING.

Amyot,
Bergin,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Charlton,
Davin,

Messieurs
Desjardins,
Foster,
Grandbois,
Innes,
McMullen,
Putnam,

Somerville,
Taylor,
Tiadale,
Trow, and
Vanause.-17.

ON PUBLIC ACO0UNTS.
Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges), Gillmor, Moncrieff,
Baird, Grandbois, Mulock,
Baker, Haggart, Perley,
Béchard, Hesson, Rinfret,
Bergeron, Hickey, Riopel,
Bergin, Holton, Rykert,
Blake, Jones (Halifax), learth,
Bowell, Landerkin, Bcriver,
0ameron, Langelier (Quebec), Smith (Ontario),
Carling, Lister, Somerville,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Macdonald (Sir John),Taylor,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.),Macdonald (Huron), Tapper,
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Chapleau,
Charlton,
Volby,
Cotigan,
Davies,
Elli,
Foster,

And th it the
bers.

Archibald,
Baird,
Baker,
Barnard,
Beausoleil,
Bchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Borden,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
(ameron,
Oargill,
Cartwright (Sir
Oagrain,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Oockburn,
Oolby,
Oook,
0 arran,
Davies,
Dawson,
Desjardins,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Dupont,
Edgar,
Eisenhaner,
Ellis,
Fiset,
Flynn,

And that the
Members.

ON'

ArmArong,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker,
Béchard,
Bell,
Bernier,
Boisvert,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Brien,
Bryson,
Burdett,
Bu ns,
Cameron,
Carling,
Oarpenter,
Chapteau,
Ohisholm,
Choquette,
Gimoa,
Cochrane,
Oolby,
Coughlin,
Ooulombe,
Oouture,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Desalnier,

And that
MNembers.

Mackenzie, Wallace,
McOarthy, Welsh,
Mcflougald (Pictou), White (Cardwell),
mcKtullent White (Renfrew),
Madill, Wilmot,
Mille (Annapolis), Wood (Brockville), and
Mitchell, Wood(Westm'l'd).-57.

Quorum of the said Oommittee do consist of Nine Mem-

ON BANKING AND 0OMMERCE.

Mesuieurs

Foster,
Freeman,
Gigault,
Girouard,
Guillet,
Haggart,
Hall,
Hesson,
Bolton,
Ives,
Jamieson,
Joneas,
Joues (Halifax),
Kenny,
Kirk,
Kirkpatrick,
Labelle,

Rich.), Landerkin,
Landry,
Lang,
Langelier (Quebec),
Langevin (Sir ector),
Lister,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Macdonald (Huron),
Macdowall,
Mackenzie,
McUarthy,
MeDonald (Victoria),
McDougald (Pictou),
McGreevy,
McNeill,
Mara,
Mamson,
Meigs,

Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Moncrief,
O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Perley,
Prétfontaine,
Pureell,
Putnam,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Rykert,
Scarth,
Scriver,
Semple,
Shanly,
Skinner,
Smith (Sir Donald
Sutherland,
Temple,
Thérien,
Thompson (Sir Joi
Tisdale,
Turcot,
Vanasse,
Waj die,
Wal lace,
Wel don (Albert),
Weldon (St. John)
Welsh,
White (Cardwell),
W bite (Renfrew),
Wilson (i- rgenteui
Wood (Westmorel,
Wright, and
Yeo-108.

Quorum of the said Oommittee do consist of

AGRICULTURE AND COLONISATION.
Messieurs

Dessaint, McNeill,
Dewdney, Mara,
Dickinson, Marshall,
Doyon, Masson,
Edwards, Mitchell,
Bisenhauer, Montplaisir,
Ferguson(Leeds&G Qren),Neveu,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Paterson (Brant),
Ferguson (Welland), Perley,
Fiset, Perry,
Fisher, Platt,
Flynn, Pope,
Gauthier, Putnam,
Gigault, Robertson,
Godbout, Roome,
Gordon, Resu,
Grandbois, Rowan d,
Gua, 8te Marie,
GuilletSemoie,
Hesson, 8mith (Ontario),
lunes, Sproule,
Joncas, Stevenson,
Jones (Digby), Sutherland,
Kirk, Taylor,
Labrosse, Trow,
Landry, Tyrwhitt,
Lang, Watson,
Laurie, White (Renfrew),
Lépine, Wilson (Elgin),
Livingston, Wilson (Lennox),
Macdonald'(Buron), Wright, and

McMillan (Buron), Yeo-96.
McMillan (Vaudreuil),

the Quorum of the said Committee do consiat of

Motion agreed to, and report concurred in.

19
JOINT COMVITTEE ON PRINTING.

Sir JOHN A. MACDO9ALD moved:
That a Message be sent to the Senate, requesting that their Honora

will unite with this House in the formation of a Joint Committee of both
Houses on the subject of the Printing of Parliament, and that the mem-
bers of the Select 8tandine Committee on Printing of tbim House, namely,
Messrs. Anyot, Bergin, Bourassa, Bowell Charlton. Davin, Desjardins,
Foster, Granibois. Innes, McMullen, Putuam, Samerville, Taylor,
Tisdale, Trow and Vanasse, compose the committee.

Motion agreed to.

INTEREST ACT AMENDMLENT.

Mr. LANDRY moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 10)
to amend chapter 127 of the Revised Statutes of Canada,
entitled "An Act respecting interest." He said: The Bill
requires very little explanation beyond this, that it seeks to
fix the amount of interest charged on any contract.

An hon. ME MBER. To limit it ?

Mr. LIANDRY. Of course, if you fix it, it is'
Of course I bave my own ideas as to what it should1
I should like to know the opinion of the House as
amount at which it should be fixed, if it is thougbt
able to limit the interest.

limited.
be; but
to te
reason-

Mr. EDGAR. Is it the same Bill the hon. member in-
in), troduced last Session?

Mr. LAN DRY. It is the same Bill.

Motion agreed to, iand Bill read the first time.

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE.

Mr. WALLACE moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No.11) for the prevention and suppression of combinations

and), formed in restraint of trade. He said: I think the neces-
sity of tbis Bill is conclusively shown by the investigation
that was held during last Session. The object of tie Bill is
to prevent any persons or corporations or companies from
granting exclusive privileges to any person; to prevent
them from denying privileges to any person that are granted
to other persons in similar capacities and under similar con-
ditions; also for preventing an undue restraint of trafflo in
certain a:ticles of merchandise, and to make it impoisible
to prevent or restrain the manufacture, or pro luction, or
supply of articles that are either produced in this country
or imported into it. The penalties provided by the Bill for
infraction of these provisions may be either a fine or im-
oriisonment, or both. There are three clauses in the Bill.
The last clause provides that the Bill shall not interfere
with chapter 131 of the Revised Statutes, relating to Trades
Unions.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

BONSECOURS MARKET HALL, MONTREAL.

Mr. CURRAN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to compensate the corporation of the city of Montreal
for deterioration of the Bansecours Market Hall during its
occupancy by the volunteer corps ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is not the intention of the
Government to compensate the corporation of the city of
Mdontreal for alleged deterioration of the Bonsecours Market
Hall during its occupancy by the volnnteer corpi. A
positive engagement existed, on bebalf of the corporation of
Montreal, to furnish to the Department of Militia drill
accommodation. From reports received by the department
from the Deputy Adjatant General, the building is shown to
have been returned in as good order as when it was placed
at the disposal of the militia.
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BRIDGE OVER THE LACHINE CANAL.

Mr. CURRAN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to provide a new bridge over the Lachine Canal, to
afford adequate facility for trafflo between the city of
Montreal and Point St. Charle«?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government bas not
yet corne to any decision on this matter.

CROSSING THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY
IN MANITOBA.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Whether, in view of the decision of the
Supreme Court, given on 22nd of December last, in the case
submitted to them respecting the validity-of the statute
of the Province of Manitoba authorising the construction of
a railway crossing the Canadian Pacifie Railway, it is the
intention of the Government to propose legialation this
Session to repeal or amend the provisions of the Railway
Act upon which the question was aised by tbe Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, or to pass a declaratory Act
afflrming the construction put upon those pr ovisions by tIh
Supreme Court, in order to avoid uncertainty as to the state
of the law in other cases ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It iis not at present the inten-
tion of the Goverument to do this.

PINE TIMBER UPON INDIAN RESERVES.

Mr. BARRON asked, At what date was the sale con-
pleted of the pine timber upon Indian Roserve No. 6, under
the Robinson Treaty, known in the Treaties as Shawana-
kiskic's Reserve? To whom was the said pine timber sold?
What was the caeh bonus paid by the purchaser to the
Government ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. In answer to the first part of the
question, I beg to state that the sale of the timber wa
completed on the 30th September, 1886, and the license
issued on the 14th October, 1886. The timber was sold to
Mr. Robillard. The cash bonus paid was $316.

of railway between Montrealnsud Lhvis, known as the Great Esstern
Railway.

He said: In miaking this motion, fr. Speaker, I desire to
draw the attention of the Government to the groat import-
ance, keeping in view the general inierests of the country,
that will be derived from the construaction of the "Great
Eastern Railway." This line will he the shortest and the
most direct between the city .of Montreal and the last
station of the Intei colonial Railway at Lévis. It will be,
without doubt, especially during the winter season, the
route over which will pass a great portion of the freight
from the west and thei north-west, coming by way of the great
Pacifie Road to its destination in the Maritime Provinces.
Thoe who are acquainted with the blocked up condition of
affairs on the Grand Trunk Railway between lontreal and
IAvis, and especially between Montreal and Richmond,
cannot but admit that a second lino on the south side of the
St. Lawrence would greatly facilitate the moving of freight
between the two points I have named, aLd would give the
Intercolonial a vey appreciable increase in its receipts.
The policy of the Government, Mr. Speaker, has been, in
later years especially, directed towards the building of
railways. At the present day they are te be f and run.
ning ail over the country. Several of these lines less useful,
doubtless, than the Great Eastern line, only looked to the
satisfaction of local interests, without any thought of future
revenue to the public treasury. The Great Eastern line, it
is true, would cout several thousands of dollars paid as Fed-
oral and local subsidies, but the result would be in a few
years to pay back to the publie treasury both interest and
capital, by way of the considerable surplus of revenue which
it would earn for the Intercolonial. I will at this point
presume to cite a short extract from an article in the Monde,
the organ of the Minister of Publie Works, bearing date the
2nd February last, in support of the statement which I have
just made:

il There il a special reason which pleads in favor of a liberal grant
from the Federal Government to this line, namely, that it is really a
continuation of the Intercolonial Railway, and will be the latter's most
important branch. The increse in freight to the Intercolonial which
will be the reuult of its completion, will be an ample recompense to the
Government for any subsidy which it might grant."

TREN VALEY CNAUBut lier. is anotier reason for wiich tic Goverument
TRENT VALLEY CANAL.hould give is attention t building of tsne, and

Mr. BARRON asked, Have the Trent Valley Canal tiat is tic reaon affordcd b>'thc justice of th. act. Upon
Commisioners, appointed to take evidence and report as toecouti aide of he St Lawrence, botwcen Monhreal and
the further progres of the work, yet sent in their report toQueicu, are found tic olde8l parishes in Canada. Tics.
the Government ? If yes, do they report for or against pariahea are, generally spcaking, proaperous, in apileeoftthe
further progress of the work ? enormous public bardons whici rest upon thcir shoulders,

during tbe paI lwenty-fivc or tirty years, for thecocnstruc-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report has not yet lion of raiîways in al parts cf Canada. These parishes bave

been sent in. contributed ticir siare in tic building cf tic Grand Trunk,
tie Pacifie and the. Inhercolonial, wiich have cost the coun-

COST OF ISSUING BUDGET SPEECHES. try millions and millions-net te mention a host of ohir

Mr. LANDERKIN moved for: hues of leu importance. If I make mention of tics. facto,it is net b>' way ef criticiam on tic acta or thecocnduct of
Return giving the total cost of issuing the Budget Speech each year lie Goverument. I desire simply te remind it-and cape-

mince 1880, together with a statement showing the number of copies
issued yearly during said period. Werkst cknowtcdgtdeiiefof isprin tirovince

Mr. FOSTER. There is no objection to the adoption of o Q ec-Iw edred i. of crnsmont tutnt ie
the motion, but I would like my bon. friend to amend it by parishês have net recived their share in the distribution of
having the return brought down for each year from 1867, the publie expenditure. In lhe Ceunhies cf Lohbiniêrc,
so that we may bave the information complète. Nicolet and Yamaska, railways are cenapicueus b>'their

Mr. LANDERKIN. I had already thought it would be almost entire absence. Ail tiat bas been ipent se far in
desirabe to have it extended back to the beginning of Con-the parisiesoetbhie counties-with tic exception of two
féderutionpari hesroftie county which I reprosent and which are tra-

Motion, us umended, agreed t versed bhie Grand Truink-ma bu oummed up as followa.
thqut. eis l th e las Report of Railways (1888):-

TEEB GREAT EASTIERN RAILWÂY. 4tBy the Ac 49 Victoria, chap 10 authority w csrgiven for ihe grant
fa subidy t, an extent notlceeding$32,O, on an eatims3d distance

Mr. IN FRET (translation) mov.d for: cf 10 miles, toardthe astruekion of a linefrom, Yamaskateo the
River St Praucis, P Q.; snd th. Great Basteru, Rallway Company

Copies cf ail petitions, reporteansd cther document. respectlug thebhaving applied, ud harng atwifactrily phon their abiry to perfrm
guatg cf shabidies by the DomWnluuGrum.at t. the àblia the work, a ectrac twu made wfith themvoont e1a h October, 18c

Sir ADOLPHE CAlON.
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under the aathority of an Order lu Council of the 9th of that month, the
time for completion being fixed as the lt of October, 18d7."

" The road having been completed aud inspected, the whole of the
subsidy due for its actual distance, 6 miles, namely, $19,200, has been
paid under an Order in Council of the 27th March, 1887-"

And further on, under the heading "Montreal and Sorel
Railway Company," this is what I read:

"By the Act 48-49 Victoria, chapter 59, a subsidy not exceeding $72,-
co was authorised to be granted to this company for a lne from St.
Lambert to 8 rel. Under au Order in Oouncil of the 2nd October, 1885,
a contract was made with the company on the 14th and under the au-
thority' of Orders in Council, the last dated 10th iNovember, 1886, pay-
ment have been made, amounting in aIl to $69,9À2, the road, 44.67 miles
long, having been completed, with the exception of a small quantity of
work, to secure the flaishing of which $1,550 was retained."

Perbaps altogether, nearly $90,000 was spent on the road up
to date. There was another sun of $96,000 voted, but of
this but a very small suai bas been paid. There was, how.
ever, no lack of demands made, Mr. Speaker. I know that a
great number of petitions were forwarded to the Governor
General. The electors of these various parishes have, by
returning to the matter on various occasions and in many
ways, shown their lively desire to have this railway. The
Hon. the Minister of Public Works knows something about
this. We know that on the 6th September last, a political
pienic was gotten up in honor of the hon. the Ministers of
the Province of Quebec. According to the Monde's re
port,the greatest enthusiasm reigned without ceasing among
the political friends of the hon. Ministers. I had not the
pleasure of being present at the meeting, but I think I
am in a position to state that we must paint somewhat of a
shadow over the smiling picture as executed by the Monde,
and that at least some of the electors were slightly disap-
pointed when they found that the bon. Ministers made no
allusion whatever to the building of the " Great Eastern
Railway." I have just said that I was not present, and I
only speak from what I read in Le Monde newspaper,
the organ of the hon. the Minister of Public Works. Was
it through forgetfulness that these hon. Ministers made no
allusion to the most important subject that they could,
under the circumastances, have touched upon? It ccould not
have been through forgetfulness, if the fact is considered
that on the very day the Minister of Public Works received,
from the Bishop ot Nicolet, a very flattering letter; and one
which allowed him to see between the lines that the con-
struction of the "Great Etstern Rilway" was not a thing
to be treated as entirely foreign to the invitation which had
been extended. I will venture to quote the following few
words from this letter:-

" Our town.bas not mach to offer that is attractive to a visitor of your
importance; it has onty just begun to receive the favors of fortune
On its behalf one must discount the future in order to answer satisfac-
torily the requirements of the present day. A harbor of refuge for
the humbier vesseis navigating the St. Lawrence, au the neede of our
traffic in firewood; a railway in the direction of the interior parishes ;
and, above ail the rest, the important project of a railway oi the south
shore, which, by affording a new outlet for the lutercolonial, will place
Nicolet on the grand chain of communication binding Halifax te Vic-
toria, and of which your opportune arrival places the first link in our
soil et Niclet.",

S pretty a letter ought to have deserved, I think, some re-
ference in the speech of the Minister of Public Works.
The construction of this railway will be costly enough, Mr.
Speaker; if I can rely upon certain information which I
have received, it will cost nearly $20,000 per mile. There
must be added to this the cost of three or four very impor-
tant bridges. One of them will cost more than one quarter
of a million of dollars. The total cost of this railway will
not be much less than three millions and a-half or four
millions of dollars. During last Session a delegation waited
on the hon. the First Minister, with reference to the bridges
which I have just referred to. I do not recollect all the
persons who composed this delegation, but 1[think that the
hon. member for Yamaska (Mr. Vanasse) formed part of it.
We were oordially received by the hon. Minister, but up to

the present time we have received no answer, Towards
this immense undertaking, which will contribute so greatly
to the prosperity of Canada as a whole, all the subsidies
paid so far, if I have been well informed, amount to from
$90,000 to 8100,000 from the Dominion Government, and
about 8 145,000 from the present Government of the Pro-
vince of Quebec. This sum bears no proportion to the im-
portance of this undertaking. In conclusion, I trust that
the hon. the Minister of Public Works, who is especiaily
charged with the interests of the Province of Quebec, will
take this matter into his serious consideration, and that,
with the assistance of the two Governments, the expecta-
tions of the Bishop of Nicolet will be realised, and at the
sane time justice will be rendered to the electors of three
or four counties on the south shore of the St. Lawrence.

Ma. BOISVERT. (Translation.) It is with pleasure that
I rise, Mr. Speaker at this time, to second the motion
which bas just been presented by the bon. the member for
Lotbinière (Mr. Rinfret). It is aiso with pleasure that I
find the hon. gentleman take such a lively interest in this
railway, in order to haFten its completion at the earliest
date; and this in the interests of the population on the
south shore through whose country this rail way must pass.
You are doubtless aware, Mr. Speaker, how greatly the
people in the parishes of the sonth shore are isolated on
account of the want of railway communication. And this
is especially irksome to us, the inhabitants of the town of
Nicolet, who have the great advantage and blessing of pos-
sessing in the heart of our town the episcopal residence
of the )iocese ot Nicolet; who have in addition a vast
seminary to which a great number of students from the
surrounding parishes, and even from the United States,
come, in order to prosecute their classical studies,- with-
out counting several other religious schools at which
the students receive, to tbeir advantage, a carefal train-
ing. In fact, for the town of Nicolet, which possesses
a great number of mills and manufacturing establinhments,
affording employment to a great number of workmen, this
question of a railway is one of the gravest importance.
On account of the above cnumerated attractions, and by
reason of several others which it would be a too great loss
of time to enumerate at this moment, a g-reat number of
persons are compelled to come to Nicolet at all seasons and
days of the year, and it is hardly nocessary for me to state
that they reach the place with difficulty whether by water
or land. Besides, the hon. the Ministers of Public Works
(Sir Hector Langevin) and of Militia (Sir Adolphe Caron)
know something about this, eowing to the visit ihat they
made us on the 6th September last, when Nicolet had the
honor of reoeiving them. They must recollect very well
that they narrowly escaped destruction in the mouth of
the River Nicolet. Well, Mr. Speaker, for these various
reasons, I hope that the Government will do alilin its power
to complete at an early date this railway, which will prove
most advantageous for the people on the south shore, along-
side of whom the railway muet pass-for commerce in
general-and also for the Government. In fact this rail-
way must unite with the Intercolonial Railway, and by
such an union increase the freight, and the receipts of the
latter railway. I conclude these few words by expressing
the flattering hope that I will soon sec the opening for
traffic of this Great Eastern Railway.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) It is not
my desire, Mr. Speaker, to leave unanswered the remarks
which have just been made by the two members who have
moved and eeconded this motion. I will take this occasion
to congratulate my hon. friend the member for Nicolet
(Kr. Boiavert) upon hie maiden speech. I am convinced
that we shall hear from him more than once during the
Session- The hon. member for Lotbinière (Kr. Rinfret)
alluded in hie speech to an address delivered by me lst
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autumu when I went to Nicolet. The hon. member knows
perfectly well that the speeches as reported in the newspapers
are never complete, and that, therefore, he should not place
to my credit or discredit the address as reported. As to the
very flattering letter which the Sishop of Nicolet sent me
about this time, there is no doubt but that prelate referred
not only to the Nicolet Rver, that is to say, to the work
done in and about it, but also to the railway ; and in the
remarks made by me I alluded to the two undertakings.
The bon. member knows that for several years past grants
have been made by the Government, and at the request of
the Government,-in order to carry outworks on the River
Nicolet, more especially to make a harbor of refuge of it.
When this harbor is completed we shall possess a work of
great usefulness. As to the railway, the hon. member can-
not be ignorant that there have been several grants made
towards that portion of the railway already built. Ho
knows, besides, that there still remain, at the present
moment, grants to be disposed of,-to ho used for the pur-
pose of driving the railway as far as St. Grégoire, on the
Arthabaska Branch. These are now drawn on by con-
tractors to push on the works. In propoition as these
works are completed conformably to law, the grants will be
expended. The hon. member has alluded to the continuation
of this lire. le ought to know that L>ndon was not built
in a day, and that a little time must be given in order to
build the railway throughout its wbole length; probably as
far as the Chaudière or to tbe Intercolonial station at Lévis.
But, as regards this portion, I cannot pledgo the faith of the
Government, because this question will be brought before
Conncil at the proper time. lowever, the hon. momber
should perceive that the Goverument has not lost sight of
the opportunity fir endowing with public works and rail-
ways such p>rtions of the country which never possessed
them, as, for example, the counties of Yamaska and Nicolet.
The hon. member is perfectly right in wishing to have this
portion of the country opened up by railways; and I am
certain that in a short time the terminus of the road wili
be roached. I have no objection to thiis motion being
carried.

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE. (Translation.) With the permission
of the House, MIr. Speaker, I will add a few words to the re-
marks whiebhave already been made respecting theiconturue-
tion of the "Great Eastern Railway " by the hon. members for
Lotbinièr, (ýr. JRinfret) and for Nicolet (Mr. Boisvert).
I myseli repreent a county which is as much interested as
it is possible for a county to be in the extension of this rail-
way, that is to say, in the junction of the two terminal sec-
tions which are now either built or under construction. It
must be stated that there are already 45 miles of this rail-
way nearly completed, that is, the railway from Montreal
to Sorel, which extends from St. Lambert to Sorel. These 45
miles are nit ut the present moment in actual running order,
because the company has not received the assistance fi om the
Dominion Government which it ought to have received. 1
do not say this to cri ticize in any manner the proceedings of
the Governmont, Ibut it is a certainty that this company
has only obtained, up to date, froin the Government of
Canada, the sum of $70,000, whereas at the last session of
the Local Legislature that Governmont gave a grant of 8112,-
000. I am satiefied that if the Federal Ministry would
keep its promise,-because it appears to me that a promise
was given at the time,-if an additional sum of 870,000 was
given, a great portion of the "Great Eistern " would now
be in actual operation. Now the importance of con-
tinuing this line of railway is plain to the eyes of
the whole world. This portion of the country has cer-
tainly beon negloted. A8 I said a moment ago, I bave
no inzention of criticizing the Government, but the time
has come for putting this region in communication with
the groat centres. There lie there seven very rich

Sir HlzoroE LANGEVIN.

agricultural counties, each of which contains quite populous
villages and even towns, such as Sorel, Nicolet, St. Ours,
and others whose names I forget; and all these smail
centres are deprived, during the winter, of communication
with the great centres of Montreal and Quebec. The ad-
vantages that the building of this railway would give to the
Intercolonial are evident to everybody. The Intercolonial
costs us considerable sums of money every year, and I am
persuaded that if this road could take a short liné to reach
Montreal the receipts would be increased, or at least the
deficits would be lessened. I cannot allow this question to
pass, Mr. Speaker, without insisting upon immediate action
on the part of the Government, and upon the granting of a
subsidy this Session for that portion of the railway which
is actually built-I mean the railway from Montreal to
Sorel. I am convinced that if the Government would grant
a fair subsidy to assist in the extension of the road, the
Provincial Government would do its duty in turn and would
give such money assistance as would result in the con-
struction of the whole line. I venture to hope, Mr. Speaker,
that the Government will take the matter into serious consi-
deration this Sessionor at latest during the coming Session,
on the eve of the Dominion elections, say: this would be a
good way of pleasing the seven counties which are interest-
ed in the building of this railway. Some of them returned
Opposition members-the county of Chambly, for example ;
but if the Government would do what we ask of it, there is
no knowing what might happen.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) I will say
but one word, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the hon. member
for Chambly (Mr. Préfontaine). I will not discuss the
question whether suffiuient grants have been made by one
Government or the other; but I do not wish to leave the
louse under the impression that it is because the grant was
not large enough that the railway from Montreal to Sorel
was not in operation this winter. It is useless to re-open
discussion on this point, but I will not admit that it is on
account of the insufficiency of the grants from the Dominion
Government that this railway is not now in running order.

Motion agreed to.

SOUNDINGS IN TUE RICHELIEU RIVER.

Mr. GIGAULT asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Gorernment to complete the surveying and sounding
operations still required on the Richelieu River in order to
permit of the preparation of a chart for the guidance of
masters of vessels navigating that river between the Inter-
national boundary line and the St. Lawrence ?

Sir HECTO R L&ANGEVIN. (Translation.) In answer
to the hon. member, I must say that the Department of
Public Works has not made an examination of this river
with the view of preparing a chart to be placed in the hands
of the public. The Department of Railways bas made a
survey from the boundary, as far as St. John's, for the pur.
poses of the canal. From Chambly proceeding downwards
to Sorel there are buoys which mark the channel.

H OMESTEA.D INSPECI'ORS IN MANITOBA AND
THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. McKuULLEN moved for:
Return of copies of all inspections and reports made by Homestead

Inapectors in Manitoba and the North-West Territories, from the lst day
of January, 18S7, to the 1st day of Janutry, 1889, the dates of the
several inspections and reports, and the name of the inspector.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I think, when the hon. gentleman has
heard from me the amount it will cot to furnish the par.
ticulars covered by his motion, he will probably not press
it. I may state, for the information of the hon. gentleman,
that the number of reporta made in 1887 by homestead inspeo-
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tors was, as shown in the return presented to the House by
Sir John Macdonald on the 19th May, 1888, 2,487 ; and 3,898
reports were made by them from 1st January, 1888, to 31lst
October, 1888; so that 6,385 reports were made during those
21 months. The cost of copying each report, at five cents
per folio, would amount to at least one dollar; many of
them would cost two dollars each, but my officers have
averaged them at one dollar, which was considered a
very low average. The hon. gentleman also asks for copies
of tbe reports made during the three remaining months of
1888; so that the return would cost, according to informa-
tion I have received from my officers, 87,500, if it were pre-
pared. I thonght I had better mention this fact to the hon.
gentleman, and ask him what course he proposes to follow
under the circumstances.

Mr. LAURIER. Perhaps it would be preferable, under
all the circumstances mentioned by the Minister, that the
motion be allowed to stand till another day, so that the
hon. gentleman would have time to consider what course to
adopt.

Motion allowed to stand.

HIDE AND LEA.THER INSPECTOR IN MONTREAL.

Mr. CURRAN moved for:

Copies of all papers ani documents furnished the Government by the
Board of Examiners in connection with the recent examinations of can-
didates for the office of Ride and Leather Inspector in the city of Mon-
treal.
He said : Mr. Speaker, I desire to make this motion on
account of the surprise that was created in the city of Mon-
treal at the result of the action of the board by which s0
many of the candidates who presented themselves for
examination, and who were supposed in the public estima-
tion to be men of qualification, some for the inspection of
leather, and others for the inspection of bides, were not
provided with certificates by this board of examiners. The
facts are pretty well known that amongst those who had
applied were men who carried on the leather business in
various forms for a great many years. In one case there
was Mr. Donovan, an old and experienced tanner, very well
versed in the leather business, and there were also a num-
ber of French Canadian gentlemen who also had been
engaged in ihis business, ail of them occupying a very
high position in the trade. 1 may say that one candidate was
formerly a member of the board of examiners himself, and on
a not remote occasion he issued a certificate to the inspector
for the county of Hochelaga. He found himself plucked, or
set aside; at all events, he did not get a certificate. There
was a feeling of very considerable surprise that only two
or three out of ail these gentlemen who applied, should
have been furnished with certificates by this board of
examiners. This state of affairs caused us to look into the
law as it now exists, and we find that in a number of cities
in Canada the Board of Trade is authorised to appoint a
board of examiners :

"lFive fit and skilful persons, any three of whom shall be a quorum,
for each clase of articles to be inspected, in each such locality or county,
to examine and test the ability and fitness of aophicants for the office of
inspector or deputy inspector of anch articles."
This leads us to believe that the board has something more
than the power to investigate the actual capability of any
candidate aspiring to a certificate enabling him to fil such
office; that is to say, that the board bas also to judge of
the fitness; and that, despite the second clause of the sane
section, which says:

"Every such board shall grant such certificates, and such only as to
the qualification of the candidates who present themselves for examina-
tion, as the knowladge and proficiendy'of such candidates require or
justify."
I think that, under those circumatances the board, or rather
those who represent the board of examiners, and who are

authorised to call in skilled persons to assist them, are, to
some extent, assuming a responsibility which ought to de-
volve on the Government, as to the fitness of the persons
who may apply for the certificates or for appointment to
the office that may happen to be opened. The mode in
which those examinatione have been conducted will be ex-
plained, I trust, by the documents that will be laid before
the House, and that some substantial reason will be given
why persons who are supposed to be so thoroughly compet-
ent have been set aside and the number of those who re-
ceived certificates reduced to the number required to fill
the offices that happened to be vacant. I think that there
is another very obj3etionable feature in the state of the pre-
sent law. If these inspectors are to be appointed, they are
supposed to be skilful persons, thorougbly versed in their
art; and I cannot see why they should not he enhjected to
the same test of examination as any other person requiring
special skili. I think it would be far proferable if the Gov-
ernment would take the power into their own hands;
and where an inspector is required for any of the
articles enumerated in the statute, that say : The
three senior inspectors of the Dominion should
be a board, that would pronounce upon the capabil-
ity of the candidates who would present themselves.
This board would thon be composed of persons ont-
side of the trade, and pers-ns who are not callel upon to
be in direct communication with those who are seeking a
certifi ate at their hands. In almoit all those cases, in
fact, in every one of them, whether it be for inspector of
leather, potsh, flour, or anything else, the very mon who
are on tho board of examinors are liable to bave business
connections with the gentleman appointed the very day
after ho receives bis commission. I think that an indepen-
dent board of examiners should exist, composed of persons
skilled themselves, and who would not require to call on
experts in order to assist them in their examinations.
Above all, the board should not pronounce on anything but
the ability of the persons who seek for a certificate, leav-
ing the question of fitness to the responaibility of the Gov-
ernment itself. I direct the attention of the Government,
and erpeeially of the hon. Miniter in charge of this par-
ticular department, to what I conceive to be a state of the
law that is not calculated to promote the best interests of
the trade and commerce of the Dominion. 1 trust that
not only shall we bave somo light thrown upon the mode
of conducting these examinations in the recent past, but
also some explanation as to why mon who were supposed
to be thoroughly competent were set aside. I trust, also,
that we shall have from the bon. Minister a statement that
the Governmont intends to amend the law, in some way, o
as to arrive at a more desirable result in the future.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not propose to enter into a dis-
cussion on this question before the papers are brought
down. 1 may say, however, in view of some of the re-
marks which fell from the hon. gentleman who moved
the resolution, that it may be necessary, after consul-
tation with the Minister of Justice, to make some amend-
ment to the Act which would remove all doubt, if
any doubt exista, under that law. The suggestion that
these examinations should be beld by the three senior in-
spectors of our departmont would involve considerable cost.
This service is different from the service under any other
department. It is not a compulsory act; it is an optional
law, which the people can have at their request put into
operation in any district. The officers are not aid by
fixed salaries, but by fees. The choice of the board of ex-
aminera is left to the boards of trade in large cities, which
I think are properly considered to ho well qualified to
make a selection of suitable examiners to examine candi-
dates for the different inspectorships under that Act. The
only question that arises in my mind is as to whether
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some doubt bas not arisen on account of the inconsistency,
if I may use the term, of the two sections just read by
the hon. member. That, as I have said, I will bring to the
notice of the Minister of Justice. I.may say, however, that
the law itself, with regard to such appointments, clearly
limite the choice to the persons who hold those certificates.
The Government cannot appoint a man who does not hold
a certificate; we have no right to go behind the reports of
the examiners. All we have to be satisfied about is that
the persons have passed the examination and obtained cer-
tificates.

Motion agreed to.

DISMISSAL OF THE HON. WM. ROSS.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:
Copies of aIl Orders in Council, reports, correspondence and papers

relating to the dismissal of the Ron. William Ross from the Collector.
Bhip of oustoms at the port of Halifax.

He said : It bas been rumored that the Hon. Mr. Ross bas
been dismissed for an act of courtesy which ho extended to
a foreign ve-sel. If this rumor is true, it is an action which
ought to invite the scrutiny of the House. But I do not
desire to judge of the question ; I simply move for the
papers, to-day, hoping that they will be brought down at the
earliest possible date.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.
Return of the Receipts and Expenditures, in detail, chargeable to the

Consolidated Fund, from the lst day of July, 1888, to lit trebruary,
1889. with a comparative statement of the same from lst July, 1887, to
lst February, 1888.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Return in the form used in the statements usually published in the
Gazette, of the Exports and Importa from the lit day of July, 1888, to the
lst day of January, 1889, distinguishing the products of Canada and
those of other countries.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Return of the names of all chaplains of public institutions under
appointment of the Goverament, together with the dates of their
appointment, the amount of Lheir salaries, and the religious denomina-
tions to which they belong -(Mr. Innes.)

Return showing-lst. A list of all the present shareholders of the
Témiscouata Railway Company; 2nd. The number of shares held by
each shareholder; 3rd The amount paid by each of them on their re-
spective sbares.-(Ër. Dessaint.)

PATENT BALLOT BOX.

Mr. BROWN moved :
That a Select Committee, composed of Messrs. Edgar, Girouard,

Hudspeth, Kenny, Lépine, Madill, Skinner and Ward, h appointed to
examine and report en a ballot or voting box invented by John Waddell,
of larriston, and constructed, by order ot the House, under the super-
intendence of Mr. John R. Arnoldi, chief mechanical engineer of the
Department of Public Works.

He said: It will be in the recollection of the louse that the
Select Committee appointed by the louse to examine this
box reported very favorably upon it, but desired that one
should be made under the supervision of the chief mechani-
cal engineer of the Public Works Department. That box
bas been made, and the object now in having this committee
appointed is to examine the box, and report to the Bouse
upon it.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERIAL CHANGE3.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The bon. gentleman
opposite made some enquiries about the ministerial changes,
when I was not in the flouse, yesterday. They are as fol-
lows: It was thought well that Sir Charles Tupper, the
Minister of Finance, should resume his position as H1igh
Commissioner in London, and he, therefore, resigned the
position of Miniater of Finance, and the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, Mr. Foster, was appointed in hi stead and

Mr. CoorIAN.

now holds that office. Instead of Mr. Foster as Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, Mr. C. H. Tupper was appointed.
In place of Mr. McLelan, who was appointed' Lieutenant
Governor of his native Province, Nova Scotia, Mr. Haggart,
the meniber for North Lanark, was appointed Postmaster
General; and in place of the lamented Mr. White, Minister
of the Interior, Mr. Dewdney, the member for West Assini-
boia, was appointed to that office.

Mr. LAURIER. No one certainly would complain that
the explanations, or rather the recitation, of the hor.
gentleman has not been perfectly lucid. If anybody amongst
us bas failed to read the Canada Gazette for the last seven
or eight months, and to notice what was going on with re-
gard to the offices in the Cabinet, he cannot now have any
doubt as to the changes that have taken place. But, Mr.
Speaker, it seems to me that the occasion would have been
right for some comments on the part of the hon. gentleman
rather than the very meagre, bare statement of fact which
he gave; and, perhaps, such comments will not be out of
place at this moment. ln the first place, I desire at
once to tender my congratulations to the present in-
cumbent of the portfolio of the Minister of Finance.
He is one of the young members of this House, his pro-
motion bas been very rapid, and he bas a very ardu-us
task to perform. My hon. friend, the First Minister, eau
be congratulated also upon the fact that he has at last
found a Minister of Finance for this country. It was, if I
remember rightly, Diogenes who, in the street at Athens,
went along with a lantern in the day-time seeking to find a
man. The hon. gentleman, very much in the same way,
went through the ranks of bis party seeking to finu a
Minister of Finance. lie went from one constituency to
another, until at last he came upon the county of King's,
N.B. Still, all I can say to my hon. friend, the pre ont in-
cumbent of the office, is that I wish him, with all my heart,
the strength, the courage, and the patience to re ist the
many applications which will come to him, from day to day,
from the many friends of the National Policy, who, ever
praising that instrument as being everything that is good,
right and fair, still are never satisfied with it, but always
want it tinkered at, and, like Oliver Twist, are always beg-
ging for more. As to the hon. the Postmaster General-well,
trom what bis record has been in the House in the past, I can
only say I believe he will ba a very efficient Postmaster
General. And now, as to my bon. friend, the present
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. My hon. friend is a young
man, which is an advantage. [ think ho is ambitious, which
is not at all a fault, and he bas been placed at the head of
one of the most onerous departments in the service of his
country. I have no advice to tender him, and perbaps
if I were to do so, ho would accept it; but all I can say
is that if he will realise, and realise early, that restric-
tion, obstruction and hardship are not the t ue lintis to
be acted on in his department, but that bre dth of
thought and action, generosity in thought and deed, are
the best attributes that can be applied, not only to d m3st
affairs, but to international affairs as well, ho will have the
opportunity of being most useful to bis country. As to the
hon. the Minister of the Interior, I am sorry to say- r deed
I am very sorry to say-that in my conception of public
duty and of the discharge of what I conceive to be my duty,
not only to the fouse, but to my own conscience, I cannot
say otherwise than that bis appointment to the office he
now occupies cannot be met but in terms of the most grave
censure. Against the hon. gentlemen personally, as a man,
I have not the slighteat feeling, nor would I do him the
slightest injury, but I cannot be indifforent, and arn
not indifferent to the fact which must stare every
man in the face who has followed the history of
bis country for the lst few year, that the appoint-
ment of the hon, gentleman to the onerous post ho
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now occupies cannot be viewed in any other manner lives in their hande and risked everything dear to man-
than as an unfortunate one. He has been called to what life, limb and freedom-in order to get justice, and finally
is, in my judgment, the most important of all the depart- got it. No, they are the men who now sit on the Treasury
ments of the state. The importance of that department is benches, who never listened to the demands of the half-
derived from the fact that its executive sphere extends over breeds, but who, deaf to their entreaties, their prayers, at
those vast territories which only a few years ago were once fell down on their knees the moment the rights of
added to the Dominion of Canada, and in which advancing those men were enforced by the ballets at Duck Lake; and
civilisation and receding savagery are every day coming of all the men who now stand on the Treasury bonches, I
more and more into contact and are exposed every day to say that the man who is most responsible is the hon.
come into conflict; where the varions interests, rights, the Minister of Interior. The hon. gentleman had a duty
wants, passions and prejudices of the active and enter- to perform, not only to those over whose destinies ho had
prising white man, and of the indolent, shiftless, difident been appointed to preside, but to the Government also who
and jealous Indian, and of the only half-tutored half-breed, had appointed him. And what was it? It was to present
are always to be met, some to be cheeked, others to be the case of those people. Lt was to call the attention of
advanced, all to be kept in hand in order to prevent the Governmeut to what was going on, and as that agita-
possible collision, and therefore require an ever.watchful tion became more and more dangerous, it was to endeavor
eye and an ever ready hand. The hon. gentleman has been to do everything in his power in order to rouse the Govern-
for more than seven years up to a recent date, from the fall ment out of its lethargy. What did ho do ? I charge
of the year 1881 up to the early months of this year, in the against the hon. gentleman that for the long time ho was in
capacity of Lieutenant Governor of these territories, in the office, though that agitation was going on in the territory,
capacity of official responsibility to the department of which ho never once called the attention of the Government to
ho is now the head, and who has in charge the destinies the claims of the half-breeds on the Saskatchewan.
of those territories; and now, for the services which ho las I have here the blue-book brought down by the Govern-
rendered, I suppose, for the zeal and efficiency with which ment in reference to this matter. I have here all the cor-
ho bas discharged the duties which were incumbent upon respondence which was exchanged on that subject, and I
him, ho is promoted to be head of the department to which fail to soe in any of these documents a single lino written
he was lately responsible. What has been his services? by the hon. gentleman in reference to the condition of the
What bas been the discharge of his duty ? When the bon. half-breeds of the Saskatchewan River, in reference to their
gentleman took office, an important body of the population caims, or in reference to the dangerous character of the
of that country, the half-breeds on the Saskatchewan, were agitation which was going on there. This is a very volum-
petitioning, and had been petitioning for some time, the inous document. It extends to 113 pages, and I find four
Government for what they conceived to be their just rights, communications from the hon. gentleman, one enclosing the
arising out of the new condition that was imposed upon memorial of the North-West Council, recommending special
them by the transfer of thoir territorv to the Government surveys and grants to land occupied by half breed. That
of Canada. That was, after all, a very simple matter. They is dated the 19Lh October, 1883. Another is dated the 22nd
asked simply that the saie treatment which had been March, 1882, enclosing the resolutions adopted at a public
meted out to the half-breeds of Manitoba should be meted meeting held at Prince Albert. Then there is a latter of
out to them. It has been the policy of England, wherever the 19th March, 1883, setting forth that the lands occupied
she has taken up a new country, to deal fairly with the by the half-breeds should be sold, and the price distri-
aborigines. It bas been ler policy never to take possession buted among them. The last communication is dated
of their lands without giving compensation. That treatment 29th August, l882, which is a letter on the same subject.
was allotted to the Indians and half-breeds of Manitoba as In reference to the state of the half-breeds of the Saskatch-
well as to the first white occupants. The half-breed titles ewan River, there was never a word sent to the Govern-
were extinguished as well as the Indian tities, the latter, ment by the hon. gentleman. There is more than this.
though not in the same manner, in a manner peculiarto itself. We have it in evidence from the letter addressed by Bishop
In Manitoba the Indian title was replaced by free grants of Grandin to the Minister of Public Works, which was intro-
land teoheads of families and to minors, and the same duced in this House by the hon. member for Bellechasse
rights were asked for the population in the territory of the (Mr. Amyot) in 1884, that the hon. gentleman visited the
Saskatchewan. In Manitoba ail the holdings which the Saskatchewan district and was met not only with coolness,
half-breeds had taken, after the manner of their own fore- but with discourtesy, on account of the long delays which
fathers of the French race, were granted to the half-breeds the half-breeds had met with in the settlement of thoir
without any difficulty. The half breeds on the Saskatche- rights.
wan asked for the same privileges. The propriety, the Mr. DEWDNEY. No.fairness, the justice of those demands were more than once
not only acknowledged, but recommended to the Govern- Mr. LAURIER. The hon, gentleman says "No." Ths
ment by the North-West Council, over which the hon, gen- is what the bishop says, under date of' 13th June, 1884:
tieman presided, and over which bis predecessor, Governor "I take the liberty of addressing to your honor the accompanying
Laird, had aiso presided. Yet, those demands, just fair letter to the bona. premier, containig the cause of complaint communi-

d b . e cated to me by the half-breeds of the district of torne on the occasion
and equitable as they were, stipulated as they were, not of my journey to Prince Albert. I cannot express to you the pain I felt
only by the North-West Council, but by all men in author- on learning that they had sent a message to Louis Riel, and thst they
ity in the North-West, were disregarded and never listened had given so unbefitting a reception to the hon. Governor of the North-

. West. on seeing their state of excitement and discontent, almosto. An agitation grew among the half-breeds to obtain amounting to revoit, I perceived them to be under mome painful, hostile
what was refused to them, an agitation just, constitutional, influence. I was even convinced cf this by communications made to me
right and legitimate, but growing gradually unconstitu- by certain most respectable persons of Prince Albert • They detailed

ttheir sources of discontent and grievances to me. whilst not approv-iona ,turbulent, violent and dangerous, ever growing more ing some, I must acknowledge that there are many with which I heart-
dangerous, until at last it broke out into civil war and rebel- iiy sympathise. I deeply deplore the scornful way in which the Gov-
lion; and for the horrors of that civil war, for the millions of ernment has a fashion of treating the native half-breed. The gentie-
troasure spent, for the prmperty destroyed, for tee blood mn of the Government cannot be ignorant of the fact that the half-ferstIe sp e lest, for eoperty s dead, pson, Ve blood breed, as well as the Indians, have their national ptide; they like toshed, for the hves lost, for the scaffold and prison, the men meet with attent9n, and are greatly irritated by the conteu.pt with
responsible are not the poor half.breeds who one day, which they, rigutly or wrongly, believe themselves to be treated."
goaded to madness, driven to despair by the silent contempt It appears, therefore, from this letter, that the hon. gentle-
witb which all their demande had been met, took their man visited the district of the Saskatchewan, that he met
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with no courteous treatment on the part of the half-breeds,
some of them presented their claims, some of which were
not entertained while some were afterwards allowed ; but it
does not appear that the hon. gentleman communicated
these facts to the Government of which at that time he was
an officer. I ask the House if such an offence as that can
be condoned, and if there was ever such an offence in any
part of the world, followed by such results, which could be
condoned. It was the duty of the hon. gentleman then and
there to report to the Government the dangerous condition
of the North-West ; it was his duty, and it should have been
his pride to be the protector of these people, because they
bad no other protector there ; it should have been his pride
to be their friend, because they had no other friend; and it
should have been his pride to speak on their behalf. He
never did, he never gave any warning, and the consequences
we know; we know the storm which was raised, and which
reached himself in bis gubernatorial home in 1884, and
afterwards swept over Ihe prairies of the North-West.
Under the circumstances, I sey that there was a time in the
history of England, and perbaps in the history of this mun-
try, when such an offeneo would bave brought the hon. gen-
tleman to the Bar oi tis Houso. In these days, perbaps such
a course could not be adopted here; but, though the hon.
gentleman's action miay Le coidoned elsewhere, it cannot
be properly condoned on tho floor of Parliament.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
opposite cannot get over the events of some years ago. It
will be remembered that, in one of his works, Dickens re-
fers to a man who, though ordinarily in the enjoyment of
a reasonable amount of intellect, always had the head of
Charles I coming in between him and any conversation or
employment in which he might be engaged. My hon.
friend opposite, though rational, and more than rational
on general subjects, cannot forget that h.esympathised
with those battles on the banks of the Saskatchewan.

Some hon. ME MBERS. Oh.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen do not

like to hear that statement, but it is true; and the hon.
gentleman finds himself unable to forget the views which
he expressed, perhaps more warmly than loyally, and he
now throws across the floor of the Bouse these accusa-
tions against my hon. friend who is in every way his equal,
and in some respects I would not compare them. The hon,
gentleman says that he holds my hon. friend behind me
primarily responsible for the events in the North-West.
My hon. friend lad just as much to do with those events as
the hon. gentleman who attacks him. The half-breeds
were not Indians. They stood in the position of white men
with Indian mothers, with a little more or less of the bow
and arrow in their strain, but their cases were to be judged
just the same as those of any settler in the country, just the
same as the case of aniy man who was altogether white.
They lad their claims, and they made their claims, and
through whom did they make them? Not through
my hon. friend as Indian Commissioner, because as
Indian Commissioner h. had nothing to do with
tbe half-breeds; iot through my hon. friend as
Lieutenant Governor of the North-West, because in that
capacity he had nothing to do with the land grant.
ing department. He could not influence the officers
of the Dominion Government as to the granting of a single
quarter-section in the North-West. His duties were alto-
gether limited by the Act of Parliament which was passed
in reference to the North-West, which did not give any
control of the land or the settlement of the claims of any
man-red or white or half breed-as to lands or compensa-
tion for lands, or anything of that kind. My hoD. friend
had nothing in the world to do either with the half-breed
question or the balf-breed claims, no more than any hon.
gentleman in this House.

Mr. LAURIEa.

An hon. MEMBER. Who had ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government of the

day; and having been a member of the Government of
those days, I desire to take the whole responsibility. If
there is any blame to be thrown it is on the Government of
those days, or of this day, and not upon my hon. friend. I
think it was an ungenerous and unfounded -attack of the
hon. gentleman on my hon. friend. It was altogether un-
warranted, it was altogether baseless. No matter what my
hon, friend's sympathies may have been, no matter whether
he thought the halftbrecde had a good case or a bad case,
he could not in any way decide those claims or adjudicate
upon them. These went to the different land agencies
in the North-West, and from the land agency to the chief
officer at Winnipeg, and from the chief officer at Winnipeg
to the Government at Ottawa. As to our responsibility,
as to the responsibility of the Government of those days,
we have had that discussed ad nausem. We have had it
from year to year, and this House, and a previons House,
and the people of the country, have declared upon
the conduct of thec Government with respect to what
is called the North-West disturbance. We are quite
willing to rest our case upon the facts as laid before Parlia-
ment; we are quite willing to rest upon the decision of
Parliament; we are quite willing to rest upon the decision
of the people with respect to the unhappy events to which
the hon. gentleman has alluded. But I declare in my place
that in no way whatever can the hon. member from East
Assiniboia (Mr. Dewdney) be charged with neglect. Be
was not a member of the Government, he had no control
over the Government in any respect, and he cannot b.
charged with complicity or with neglect, with sins of com-
mission or omission of any kind, with respect to the
events in the North-West. If there was wrong donc, it
was the Government of the day who did the wrong. If
there were any evil consequences arising from the policy
of the Government, they must be held responsible for them;
but the hon. gentleman, having no power, baving no
commission given him to aet in any of these matters,
having no means to influence in any respect any of those
matters-I say the attack upon him was undeserved, alto-
gether uncalled for, I must say altogether hasty and uncon-
sidered; and my hon. friend ias not acted with lis usual
sense of justice in making this attack. The hon, gentle-
man says that he does not find there was any correspon-
dence brought down between the Government and my hon.
friend when he was Lieutenant Governor of the North-West.
Mr. Speaker, what would be the value of any correspon-
dence ? In those days, with trouble impending, with
threats of all kinds held out to the Govern ment, with claims
pressed unduly and disloyally, and with the whole country
in a state of disturbance-what would have been the value
of official reports made by the on. gentleman ? The
whole value of any such reporte lies in their confidential
nature; and I can state in my place, as having been First
Minister in those days, that an active, and a constant, and
a continual confidential correspondence was conducted be-
tween the Government at Ottawa and my Ion. friend be-
hind me.

Some Ion. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Isay so-thatheexpressed

his views. If he received any information he conveyed
that information, and he did not hestitate to write continu.
ally, to communicate everything that he considered of value
to the Government; and not only that, but we had still
more important communications from the officers who were
responsible-from the Indian agencies, from theI Indian in-
spectors, from the lAnd agents, from the land inspectors.
Those men were responsible, those men did report, those
men spoke with authority. My Ion. friend, in any com-
munications to the Government, made them confidentially,
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as being a high officer in the Government and anxious toi
convoy ail the information within his power. But, Mr.1
Speaker, ho had no authority, ho had nothing to do1
with the land grants, he had nothing to do with the1
claims of the Indians, he was not called upon to make ai
single report, and ho could not have the means of making1
a report, as to the justice or injustice of the claims of thesei
half-breeds, or any of them; and, therefore, I say again, that
I regret the attack made upon my hon. friend. Now, as
the debate has gone on, I may state the reason of the ap-
pointment. My hon. friend was selected to take his pre-
sent position from his long acquaintance with that great
country west of the Province of Ontario. Those hon, gen-
tlemen who have sat in Parliament for some time remember
my hon. friend as a British Columbian, representing a Brit-
ish Columbia constituency. He represented that country
for some time, and ho was resident in that Province for
many years, and held a very high professional position as
civil engineer and surveyor before he came here. He knew
that Province thoroughly. fie had been appointed by the
Government, of which I was the head, as Indian Commis-
sioner, and he had been in the North-West for some
time. He knew the Indian tribes, he knew the
Indian habits, ho knew the best mode of dealing
with the Indians, from his long experience as Indian
Commissioner; and if any hon. gentleman will make
enquiries, from the great chief of the Blackfeet, Crow
Foot, down to the smallest chief in the North-West, these
will answer without a single exception that they look up
to him, and did look up to him, as their father and as their
chief. I say this, that from every one, from one end of the
North-West to the other, there have been unanimous
expressions from the Indians of their confidence in him as
the head of the Indian Department, and as Indian Commis.
sioner. Then, with respect to his conduct as Lieutenant
Governor of the North-West. Sir, h lias been, I was going
to say, smothered with roses. Ail kinds of compliments
have been paid to hi m by those who knew what his conduct
was as Lieutenant Governor of the North-West, from Bishop
Grandin, whom the hon. gentleman quoted, from Archbishop
Taché, and Father Lacombe, and ail those who knew what
his conduct had been-they ail, without exception, con-
gratulated him on bis appointment to the office he now
holds, and which I believe ho holds to the satisfaction of
the country. Every one knows the straightforward, clear,
single-mindedness of the apostle to the Blackfeet, Father
Lacombe, and in his letter ho says to him :

" I congratulate you on getting your present office because you are
the right man in the right place."
And so did Bishop Grandin say; so did the Catholic clergy
say; and they were mon who et first, before they knew
the value of my hon. friend, might have raised an objection
to bis appointmint. They have as one man stated that he
was the right man in the right place. In the first place,
my hon. friend was thoroughly acquainted with British
Columbia, ho was thoroughly acquainted with the North-
West, ho was thoroughly, and is thoroughly, acquainted with
the Indian character, and the Indian wants, and the Indian
frailties, and the best mode of managing the Indians; and,
besides that, ho is a man that I, who am responsible
for the choice of my colleagues, have every con-
fidence in, atd I am quite satisfied that ho will
justify-aye, and more than justify-his selection.
It was of very great importance that there should
be a selection made from those portions of the Dominion
lying west of the four old Provinces. A feeling of dissatis-
faction had arisen, and was being rather loudly expressed,
that the four old Provinces should control the whole of this
vast continent, and there was no representative man from
west of the western boundary of Ontario; and in the selec-
tion of my hon. friend, beside his personal qualifications,
which, I think, as I have stated, fully justify his appoint-

ment-the fact of his being a British Columbian, the fact of
his having had a long experience in Manitoba and British
Columbia, and the fact of his coming here as a representa-
tive of a North-West constituency-went far to allay that
dissatisfaction and to introduce the practice of having all
portions of this vast Dominion represented in the govern.
ment of the country.

Mr. SPEAKER. I may mention that, in my opinion, this
debate is somewhat irregular, because there is no motion
before the House. Although this is a very important dis-
cussion, it would be botter to have a formal motion to ad-
journ so that the debate could be regularly continued.

Mr. MITCHELL moved the adjournment of the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although, Mr. Speaker,
I am not going to question your ruling, I may remark that,
on all occasions on which I have been present, debates aris-
ing on ministerial explanations, have proceeded without the
necessity of a formai motion being made; still, I daresay,
you, Sir, are correct, technically at all events, in deciding
that a motion should be before the Chair. Now, wiLh re-
spect to the question, I am bound to say that I think if the
First Minister had taken the trouble to examine the nows-
paper criticisms made on the appointment at the time, ho
would have noticed one thing at all ovents, that a very
large percentage of the newspapers on both sides of politics
regarded the present appointment as a very extraordinary
one indeed. But I do not myself rogard the appointmont
as ialf so extraordinary as some of the propositions that
have been put forward by the right hon. gentleman
in defence thereof. The right hon. gentleman was
good enough to tell us that all we have to do is
to look to the Government of the day. No doubt
he is right this far, that they are primarily resepon-
sible beyond all question for the good government and
good administration of this country. But 1 take it that
this House and this country, too, have a right to examine
and to criticise, with the utmost possible freedom, the con-
duct of the agents, whomsoeve'r they may be, who may
be employed by the Goveru ment of the day, and 1 think I
am most strictly in accord, not only with Canadian but
with British precedent, in saying that on ail occasions, on
every occasion, the House of Commons here and elsewhere
has reserved to itself the very fullest right to criticise the
conduct of agents of the Government, even when, for rea-
sons which have very little to do with the merits of the
case, it may have appeared fit to a majority of the Govern-
ment supporters in the House or out of it to sustain, on the
whole, the Government of the day. There is but one point
on which I disagree a little with my hon. friend, the leader
of the Opposition, and that is this: the bon. gentleman, if
I took down his words correctly, declared ho hld the pre-
sent Minister of the Interior to be the man of ail others in
Canada who was most responsible for the rebellion, for the
civil war which lately broke ont in the North-West.
I differ from my hon. friend. I think the First Minister,
for once in lis life, was correct: ho, and not the
Minister of the Interior, was the man who before beaven
was most responsible for the lives that were lost, who was
most responsible for the mischief done to this country, who
was most responsible for the irritation between the two
races inhabiting this country which was created. To his
negligence, to his scandalous malfeasance of office, to his
criminal negligence of the plainest duties which appertain
to his offie-to those more than to any other thing else
was due the late rebellion, and he was right in taking on
lis own shoulders the chief burden and responsibility for
that event. But it does not at all follow that the man
appointed by the Government of the day,who was paid a large
salary out of the funds of the people of this country to watch
over the events occurring in that region, to report to the
Government what was going on in the district which ho
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had in charge, that ho is to go scathless because we may that ho was not guilty of a very great breach of duty. If,
hold the Government primarily responsible. Sir, it is on the other hand, he was deceived, if with all the appliances
altogether beside the question to say that the present Min- and means for obtaining knowledge at his disposa], if with
iuter of the Interior had no means whatever for seeingthat the every opportunity for information, lie failed to understand
wrongs said to be inflicted upon the half-breeds of the Sas- the state of things immediately under bis own eye, I say
katchewan or elsewhere were brought to ligbt and righted. from that fact alone, ho is manifestly and evidently utterly
It was bis bounden duty, whether he had authority or not, unfit for the important position he now holds. And, Sir, in
on his own proper motion, to recognise those events, to mrake that case the appointment would be an insult, not only to
himself acquainted with the state of feeling from one the intelligence of the House, but an insult to every hon.
end of that country to another; it was bis bounden duty, gentleman who follows the First Minister on the other side.
if there was any wrong and injustice inflicted on those Mr. MITCHELL. Perhapq there was a third reason.
people, to call the attention of the Government of the day May be it was his reward for keeping bis mouth closed.
to those wrongs, and to do all that in him lay to have them
righted. Some of the statements made by the First Minis. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My bon. friend sug-
ter do indeed go to show that it is possible-we have no gests there may be an explanation for all this, and no doubt
means of judging of that at presant-that the conduct of not a few parties have suggested the same; that the Minis-
the Government, bad as we know it to have been, was in. ter of the Interior had it in his power at the time, and bas it
finitely worse than we had eupposed it. If the present in his power at the present moment, to prove that what we
Minister of the Interior did bis duty as ho ought to have suspect is correct, and what the First Minister bas almost
done; if the present Minister of the Interior kept the _First admitted is correct, to prove that lie gave ample warning,
Minister and the Government of which ho was the chief, and to prove that the Government sinned against light and
duly advised of the state of things and of the feeling exist- knowledge. To prove also, that the Government with
ing on the banks of the Saskatchewan, if ho warned them wilful deliberation, almost I will say of set malice, brought
in good time of the risks they ran, of the danger of a revolt about that unfortunate insurrection in the North-West.
there, if ho did his duty as the Premier appeared to imply Sir, that is about the only explanation that can be given
ho did, thon these gentlemen opposite were ton times more consistent with the circumstances of the extraordinary stop
guilLy than any one has supposed them to be. We know that the bon. gentleman bas taken. The one thing, Sir,
they had warnings sufficient, that men of all sorts and con- that is perfectly clear in this mittter is, that if the honà
ditions had, time after time, times without number, address- gentleman deserves the enconums which the Frat Minister
ed appeals to these hon. gentlemen. Probably it is bas paid him, and if the hon. gentleman is really thoroughly
fair for us to suppose that when they received those fitted in all respects for bis office, then, Sir, I repeat that it
appeals they applied to the officer in charge of that is impossible to over-estimate the misconduct of which the
territory, that they asked him what ho thought about First Minister and his colleagues were guilty, after being
it, wliat really was the state of the case. Up to the warned by that authority, in aliowing the rebelion to take
present statement, judging from the evictence laid on the place at all. Sir, I would like to know, are we to under
Table of the House, we had a right to suppose, that tbe hon. stand for the future, that the avenue on the part-
gentleman pooh-poohed those reports, that ho contributed of governors for high promotion is that they
to deceive and to blind the eyes of the Government. If it should permit a rebellion to spring up in their
was otherwise, if ho did bis duty, if ho warned them, territory ? Are these rebellions the fruit of spontaneous
if he corroborated those statements, thon I say that the combustion, or do they come from causes pretty
guilt of the Government is very great indeed on that ac- well understood in this House? iDo they come from
counti. Sir, how stands the case ? We know this much : the negligence, do they come from the corruption, do they
that a rebellion broke out three years ago on the banks of come from the misconduct of the officials who receive our
the Saskatchewan. We know that to suppress that rebel. money and are responsible for the administration of the
lion we expended $8,000,000 and, what was very much government of the country ? Possibly it may be found that
more important, sacrificed valuable lives, and to-day our there is another lesson which is to be drawn from this
pension list is there reminding us that there are many men remarkable appointment, and from some of the appointments
maimed and disabled from one end of Canada to the other that followed it, and I present it fairly te hon. gentlemen
who rue the consequences of the neglect of the present on the other side, Finding appointments of this kind made
Government. We know, Sir, that the Government had I would advise them all-and I think they have seen very
ample warning. But so far as the evidence before us goes, good illustrations of the wisdom of the advice I am about to
so far as the reports laid on the Table of the House by the give them-I would advise them all to assert themselves,
Government in reply to the repeated demands made and not to sit down dumbly, and tamely, and allow such
for information go to show, it appears, save only for the things to be perpetrated without expressing their opinions
statement made by the Premier to-day, that the present forcibly. I think, Sir, some of those hon. gentlemen have
Minister of the Interior, the Governor in charge of the terri- profited by the lesson, and I do think that others in the
tory, sent no warning, gave no notice, did nothing for bis future will not be found slow to mark, and follow, and
part to open the eyes of the Government to the dangers they profit by it also. Under those circumstances I say this: 1
were incurring. Here we find that after the rebellion had say that the Government, by their own act, are condemned;
arisen under circumstances which, as I have said, amply that the hon. gentleman who now aits in the position of the
warranted us in believing, up to the present moment at Minister of the Interior, if ho be fit for lis office, and if ho
least, that tLe present Minister of the Interior had entirely did discharge bis duty, if ho did give warning, thon, Sir,
failed in the discharge of lis duties, we find that the the severest things that have been said by my hon. friend,
man who ne:t to the Premier of this Dominion was or any of lis supporters as to the misconduct of the Govern-
reaponsible in virtue of his office of Governor of that terri. ment, are more than justified by the act of the Government
tory, that that man in whose time and under whose eye itself.
this rebellion sprang up is especially selected for reward. Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, if there is any doubt
Sir, one of two things is perfectly clear: either the Minister about who moved the adjournment of the House I beg to
of the Interior knew the state of the country and knew say that I did, and for harmony's sake I would withdraw
what was coming, or else the Minister did not know. If the motion, as I consider quite enough las been said about
ho knew it and if le failed to give information to the it. I will say, before doing so, that I rather sympathise
Government, thon, Sir, there is no man here who will say with the views expressed by the hon, gentleman on my

Sir RQUHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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right here, than I do with the conclusions the hon, gentle-
man, the leader of the Opposition, propounded; fnot that I
disagree generally with his views, but in putting so much
blame on the Minister of the Intorior as ho bas done I think
that he has made a little mistake. I think the suggestion
I made to the right hon. gentleman (Sir Richard Cart.
wright) is correct, that the appointment of the present oc-
cupant of the Minister of the Interior is a just reward for
his silence.

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

Motion agreed to; and louse adjourned at 5:10 p.rm.

IOUSE OF COMMONS.

TrURsDAY, 7th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

Lieut.-Gen. JOHN WIMBURN L&uRiE, Member for the Electoral District
of Shelburne, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir John
Thompson.

MESSAGE FROMIUS EXCELLENCY.

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

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-
STANLEY oF PisroN.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, an ap-
proved Minute of Council, appointing the Right Honorable Sir John
Macdonald, G.O.B , President of the Queen's Privy Council for Canada,
the Honorable Sir Hector Langzevin. K.C.MG (G Minister f f Pnbli

ations still required on the River Richelieu, to permit of a
chart being prepared for the guidance of masters of vossels
navigating that river between the International Boundary
line and the St. Lawrence ?

Sir -HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the hon. mem-
ber, I may say that the Department of Public Works bas
made no survey of the river with the view of preparing a
chart to be put in the bands of the public. The Department
of Railways has made a survey from the frontier line to St.
Johns, with the view of building a canal From Chambly
down to Sorel there are buoys indicating the channel.

REPORTS OF HOMESTEAD INSPECTORS IN MANI-
TOBA AND THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. McMULLEN. When my motion for copies of al[
inspections and reports made by homestead inspectors in
Manitoba and North-West Territories from Ist January,
1887, to lst January, 1889, was before the House yesterday,
the Minister of Interior made a statement with regard to
the probable cost of bringing down such return. In the
face of that statement I am quite willing to witbdraw the
motion ; but I would ask the hon. Minister whether it
would be possible for me to be permitted the privilego of
examining these returns in the Departmnent of the Interior.
If I were permitted that privilege I could gather the infor-
mation I require.

Mr. DEWDNEY. Of course I have no objection to that
being done by the hon. gentleman. I shall be glad to give
him ail information in the office. Some of the reports may
be at Winnipeg, but any information we posstss I shal be
glad to give to the hon. gentleman.

Motion withdrawn.

TUE QUEBEC CONFERENCE.

Mr. EDCrAR moved for :
Worketle-----------------------------e Copies of the resolutions pased at the conference eld in 1887, at theWorks, the Honorable John Costigan, Minister of Inlan-1 Revenue,

and the Honorable George Eulas Poster, Minister of Finance, to act city OfQuebec, of delegates fromuthe several Provinces of Ontario,
with the Speaker of the flouse of Commons, as Comniisioners for the Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Manitoba, aud of ail papere
purposes and under the provisions of the 13th Chapter of the Revised and correspondence relating thoreto.
Statutes of Canada, intituled: "An Act respecting the House of Oom- Re said: In October, 1887, a conference was held at the city
mons."rGovunsuwr of Quebe, composed of delegates froi alil Provinces of tbeG;ovZRNMECN'r 9OUsE,

UTTAWA, 6th February, 1889. Dominion, except Prince Edward lai and sud British Colm-
bis. The matters which were chi&efly discussed by the de-

FIRST READINGS. legates on that occasion were the relations botween the
Dominion and the Provinces, more especialiy with regard

Bill (No. 12) to provide for a regular Ferry between the to th jr legal powers, their executive functions and their
city of Quebec and the town of Lévis.-(Mr. Choquette.) provincial affairp. Thcy arrived at the conclusion, I bc

Bill (No. 13) to require the owners of elevators and ieve, that our written constitution, embodied in the British
hoiets to guard against accidents.-(Mr. Madili.) North America Act, after 20yeara of trial, could be improv-

ed in sevetal particulars by ameudment. The resuit of
THE FRENCH LANGUAGE ON THE INTERCOLO. their deliberation was embodied in a series of re-3olutions,

NIAL RAILWAY. whicb, I understand, have been forwardod to the Govern-
ment of the Dominion. The Government have inot 1 think

Mr. CROQUETTE asked, Whether ay petitions, letters yet c osen to, lay those resolutions before the ouse nbut
or other documents have been forwarded to the Govern- they are so important that the flouse ought to be placed at
ment, or to the QDepartment of Railways, respecting the the earliet possible moment in a position tojudge of tem,
appoiutrnent of a superintendent, able to speak aud write by being placed in posession of the saine information as
the FrencH language, for that section of the Intercolonial was in the hauds of the Execative. If the motion e adopt-
bailway which traverses the Province of Quebec; and if cd, I hope the Governme t wilay the papers on the Table

so, by whom were sudb documents or petitions forwarded, withot dmlay.
when they were received, and wbat answer waotmadeiotion agreed to.
theretoD? RETURN ORDERED.

Mr. BOWELL. No sucb letters, petitions or documents Retur showing the receipt by the Trustee ot the various t hwn sites
have been received by the Government or by the depart- in the North-West Territories, e n saleeof land h d otherwise; and,
ment. alo, of ail expenditure in connection therewith, eince the year 1882.-

(hir. Davin.
RIVER RICHELIEU SURdEY. REPORT.

Mr HGIGAULT asked, Whether it is the intention of the Annu s Report ofthe Department of Indian Affairs, for
movernmenttocomplete the surveying ad sounding oper- the year ending 3oth June, 1888i-(ir. Dewdney.)
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and Hlouse adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FaTDAY, 8th February, 1889.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 14) to incorporate the Alberta Railway and
Coal Company.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 15) respecting the Kootenay and Athabasca
Railway Company.-(Mr. Mara.)

Bill (No. 16) to provide against frauds in supplying milk
to cheese and butter factories.-(Mr. Burdett.)

PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville) moved:
That, in accordance with the recommendation of the Seleet Standing

Committee on Standing Orders, the time for receiving petitions for
Private Bills be extended to Friday, 22nd instant, and the time for pre-
senting Private Bills to Thursday, 28th instant.

Motion agreed to.

TRADE COMMISSIONER TO SOUTH AMERICA.

Mr. MoMULLEN asked, 1. What has been paid to
Simeon Jones, Esq., of St. John, New Brunswick, on account
of remuneration or expenses as Trade Commissioner to
South America ? 2. Is any further sum claimed by or pay-
able to him, or on account of expenses or services rendered
by him in connection with said commission ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Jones has been paid $1,000 on account.
This is not the total amount of his expenses. His bill, I
think, is in, and is before the Auditor General. Neither does
that include any remuneration for services outside of
expenses, on account of which nothing has as yet been paid,

THE FISHERIES QUESTION.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to treat the temporary offer made by the
British Plenipotentiaries to those of the United States at
the time of the signing of the Fishery Treaty in Washing.
ton, November, 1888, and known as the Modus Vivendi, as
still in force, and to issue licenses as therein provided to
American fishermen for the fishing season of 1889 ?

Mr. TUPPER. That subject is now under the consider.
ation of the Government.

THE ELECTORAL LISTS.
Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, What is the total amount

expended up to date on the preparation, revision, printing,
&c., of the electoral lists, in pursuance of the Electoral
Franchise Act?

Mr. BOWELL. I will have to ask the hon. gentleman to
be kind enough to let that stand, as I have not yet been
supplied with the figures, I hope to have them on Monday.

THE DREDGE PRINCE ED WARV.

Mr. PERRY asked, Is the Government paying Captain
Doyle, of the dredge Prince Bdward, wages or salary during
the time said dredge is laid up ? If so, what is the amount ?

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. Yes. In accordance with
the rule which obtains on the spoon dredges of the depart-
ment in the Maritime Provinces, the master and engineer
of the dredges are retained in the employment of the de-
partment, and are employed in looking after and superin-
tending the repairs which have to be made annually. Mr.
Doyle receives $90 per month.

PINE TIMBER ON INDIAN RESERVE.

Mr. BARRON asked, Whether the pine timber on the
Indian Reserve No. 6, under the -Robinson Treaty, known
as Shawanakiskic's Reserve, was sold in 1886 to a Mr.
Robillard ? Is the said Robillard the same as Honoré Robil-
lard ? Is the said lonoré Robillard a member of the House
of Commons of Canada; and, if so, what constituency does
he represent?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Timber was sold to Mr. Robillard in
September, 1886. Honoré Robillard is the licensee. Mr.
Robillard was not then a member of the House of Commons.
He is now member for Ottawa city.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Mr. FOSTER preeented a Message from His Excellency
the Governor General.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-

STANLEY OF PaESTON.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, Estimates
of sums required for the service of the Dominion for the year ending
30th June, 1890, and in accordance with the provisions of "The British
North Ameria Act, 1867,'' the Governor General recommends these
Estimates to the House of Commons.
GOVERNMENT HoU,

OTTAWA, 7th February, 1889.

THE ESTIMATES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to take
this opportunity to enquire of the Government, whether
they intend to pursue the practice introduced by Sir
Charles Tupper last year, of proceeding forthwith with the
consideration of the Estimates before the annual financial
statement is made, or whether it is their intention to have
the financial statement made before the items are considered
in detail?

Mr. FOSTER. It is the intention of the Government to
follow the practice introduced last year in this House for
the first time, I believe, and which is followed in England-
that is, to go on with the Estimates without waiting for the
financial statement. I hope there will be no objection to
taking up the Estimates on, say, Tuesday next.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I always thought that
the English practice was a very good one, and I have no
objection in the world on my part to offer to the suggestion
of the Minister.

THE RECENT LOAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Return showing amounts received on account of loan recently nego-

tiated, together with a statement of the sums (forming portions of the
same) placed on deposit with Canadian or other banks since the lst day
of July, 1888, and the rate of interest agreed to be paid on the same.

Mr. FOSTER. I see the hon. gentleman has asked for
"statement of sums placed with Canadian or other banks
since the lst of July." That, if I interpreted it literally,
would not give him what he wishes. Probably he had
botter amend it by saying "30th of June, 1888."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Very well, Sir, "30th
of June, 1888."

Motion agreed to.
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ACCOUNT OF D. O'O0NNOR.

Mr. McMULLEN moved for:
Return showing, in detail, the account of D. O'Connor for law

cases, counsel fees, &c, amounting in al to $18,880.02, as shown on
page A Il of Auditor General's Account for fiscal year ending 30th
June, 1888.

He said: Since placing this notice on the paper, I have
decided that I can reach the object I have in view better and
more quickly by moving for the return in the Public
Accounts Committee. I will, therefore, with the permission
of the House, withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

THE DREDGE PRINCE ED WARD.

Mr. PERRY moved for:
Return showing what repairs have been done to the dredge Prince

Edward during the year 1888, the date of commencement of work,
and when finisbed, with cost of said work ; also the amount of work
done by said dredge during the year 1888.

He said: I desire to say, in connection with this motion,
that I cannot understand the reason why the dredge
Prince Edward has been kept idle for nearly two years, at
any rate more than a year and a-balf. It is well known
that there are several harbors about Prince Edward Island
that require to be dredged ; and why the Government are so
delinquent in their duty in this respect I do not understand.
It appears that, whenever any work is asked for Prince
Edward Island, the Government look upon it as part of
New Zealand, Newfoundland, England, Ireland, Scotland or
some other country, instead of part of the Dominion of
Canada. I maintain that Prince Edward Island is part
and parcel of the Dominion of Canada, and that whatever
work is required there is not for Prince Edward Island
alone, but for the whole Dominion. In 1887 the dredge
Prince Edward was at work dredging out Tignish Harbor,
where she continued at work until the 27th of August,
when she was brought to Charlottetown and put on the
stocks for repairs. I was under the impression that on the
1st June last that boat would have been fit for work, and
would have been sent to Cascumpec, Victoria, Summerside,
or some other harbor, for there are so many harbors
requiring dredging about Prince Edward Island that it
would take a long time to enumerate them all. I believe
it took the whole of the summer of 18b8 to repair that
boat. Why, Sir, it took four times as long to repair her as
it took to build the new steamer Stanley, which cost
$150,000. Why the harbors of Prince Edward Island are
neglected in this way, I do not understand. I presume the
hon. Minister of Public Works will be able to explain why
this dredge was left at Charlottetown all winter. I suppose
some friend of the Government had to be accommodated
with the opportunity to import stuff from the other side, and
could not import it in the fall, and the boat had to be left
there all winter, while the captain was receiving $90 a
month for walking about with bis hands in his pockets
doing nothing. I do not know how the Government are
going to justify themselves for having done such an
injustice to Prince Edward Island. We may be able to see
by this return how long it took the Government and their
agents in Charlottetown to expend a few thousand dollars
to repair that dredge.

Mr. WELSIL I wish to say a few words on this matter.
The dredge was laid up for repairs, I believe, in August,
1887, when she was brought down from the north end of
the Island to Charlottetown, and ordered to be hauled up in
the marine slip there. She remained there all the follow-
ing fall and winter, and during that time there was not a
hand's turn done to that boat, although the captain and the
engineer have been kept on full pay from the time she was
laid up for repaira until the present time. When the

Northern Light was laid up for the summer, her captain was
sent off on half pay. It is now going on three years since
this dredge was laid up for repairs; and I venture to say
that if a commission were appointed to examine into the
matter, it would find that four times as much has been
expended for the work as was necessary, taking into con-
sideration the time which has been lost while she bas been
doing nothing; for I consider the loss of that time to be
more serions than the amount of money expended on the
repairs. Instead of having one dredge for Prince Edward
Island, we ought to have four or five, considering the num-
ber of harbors requiring to be dredged. If we go on in
this way, we shall not have one harbor completed in twenty
years. If that boat had been taken to Pictou and put in the
marine slip there, I could have had ail the repairs done in
six weeks, and I venture to say for one-half the money,
and the country would have been $30,000 botter off than it
is to-day. Hon. gentlemen may clap and make as mach
noise as they like, but it is the truth, and the trtth will
stand when your jeering will not stand. I think it is time
for the Government to look into these matters. The
amount of money that bas been expended on this dredge,
I am bound to say, reaches three times the amount that has
been laid out on Prince Edward Island for ail the harbors
and piers on the Island this year. I will have something
more to say on this subject later on. Indeed I have been
waiting to see the hon. Minister and have a conversation
with him on this subject before bringing up some matters
connected with this dredge, and I do not intend just now to
deal with it fully. However, as the hon. member for Prince
(fr. Perry) bas brought the matter forward, I thought it
my duty to say a few words. 1 would earnestly urge on
the Government to see that some man of practical experi-
ence is consulted in the future with regard to the repairs
made to this dredge. The Government have a very com-
petent man in St. John's, N.B., who looks after the dredging,
and if the matter were left in bis hands I have no doubt
things would be different, It is a serious matter to the
people of the Island to see their harbors neglected and their
dredge lying idle. The dredge has not done a stroke of
work since August, 1887. The balance of 1887 bas gone
by, and 1888 has gone by without anything being done. I
hope the Govern ment will see that this matter is looked after
and the deficiencies supplied.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am very sorry the mover
of this motion did not let me know he was about to attack
my department on this point, as I would then have been
ready to answer him. But I will take another opportunity
of replying to his strictures. It would have been as well
to lot the papers come down, and thon take up the subject.
I do not find fault with the bon. gentleman, for, of course, he
was within bis right in making the strictures he did, but I
reserve my right to answer him later on.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) A great deal of dissatisfaction
exista as to the manner in which this enormous expense
bas been made, I would suggest that the motion Of my
bon. friend should be amended by adding to it a retaurn for
the names of the officers and the amount paid to each of
them during the period.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I answered that on a ques-
tion. I said the captain and the engineer were the only
two officers.

Motion agreed to.

LOBSTER FACTORIES.
Mr. PERRY moved for:
Return of the number of Lobster Factories round the coast of Prince

Kdward Island, the number of fines irposed during the seaon of 1888,
the amount cf each fine, the names of parties who have pald the fines,
and the namnes of parties who have not paid the same ; also, the aature
of offence in each case.
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He said: I desire to say that, as far as I can judge,
the regulations of the department do not give satis-
faction. I am well aware that, last year, application
was made ta have the close season changed as regards
the south shore of Prince Edward Island. Now the
close season all around the Island begins the 15th July;
that is the time the fishermen must take up their traps,
otherwise they are liable ta a penalty. I believe there
ought taobe regulations protecting the lobster fisheries
around the coast of Prince Edward Island as well as else-
where; but I find that when the lobster fisheries are closed
on the south side on the 15th of July, there is not a suffi-
oient quantity of lobsters then caught to warrant any man
investing capital in carrying on that industry. I have a
statement from a lobster packer on the south side, for the
summer of 1887, which shows that-though ho had a thons-
and traps out, trom the time ho commenced ta fish for lobsters,
on the 26th of May, ta the 15th of July -ho only obtained 175
boxes iof canned lobsters, although ho employed 1,000 traps
and several boats manned by ten men each, besides a lot of
men employed on the shore. Now, from that date ta the
17th of Auguet, the same traps and the same number of mon
yielded 835 boxes, which goes to show that if the close
season on the south side of the Island be the same as
on the north side, the catch will not be sufficient
to warrant the investnent of any amount of cap-
ital in the business. The reason why the lobsters do
not make thoir appearance early on the south sie I
do not know, but there must ho a reason. I find that
lobster fishing from the lst of May ta the 15th of
July does not result satisfactorily. Several packers in my
neighborhood have been fiued because, unfortunately, they
allowed lobsters under the regulation size tao be boiled. I
would ask particularly the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries ta understand that on the Gulf shore it is impos-
sible for fishermen or packers ta see that the lobsters are
all up ta the size required. It is impossible, where
the sea is heavy-and these men have ta get the lobsters
out of the trap as soon as possible-for thom ta avoid
occasionally bringing three or four small lobsters ashore;
and the overseers and wardens, should they detect this, cause
these men ta ho fined. Let me tell you that the imposition
of one or two fines on a lobster packer will amount ta more
than the profit he makes the whole year round. I have
also ta complain that it appears ta me these wardens wear
two kinds of spectacles, sao that when they approach a fac-
tory carried on by a poor unfortunate Grit, the lobsters ap-
pear very small, while when they come to other factories
the lobstera are magnified in size. I do not blame the de-
partment for this gross injustice, but I say that the officers
who have charge of the coast-and I speak from experi-
ence-are not dealing fairly and justly with the packers.
I arn sorry ta say that they allow political prejudices ta
creep into their dealings, and I am desirous ta find out the
amounts which have been paid under the regulations. I
know parties in my own neighborhood who have had ta pay
the full amount of the fines, and 1 know other persans,
belonging-tô the Tory party, who have not paid the fines
yet, and f doubt if tbey ever will. I know one pet of the
Government who has been fined time and again for fishing
out of season, and has not paid a cent. I may ho wrong, but
that is my information, and I have been told that ho has
appealed. I want ta know if the authorities have carried
out the regulations in regard to the lobster fisheries on the
Coast, fairly. I may also say that, although it is wise for
the department ta have certain regulations in regard ta
that matter, as they exist they cannot ho complied with
by the fishermen along the shore of Prince Edward Island;
and I believe that it is not right or prudent in any case to
make regulations which the people cannot comply with.
Such a course tends ta make bad subjects. With reference
to this regulation as to small lobsters, it may happen that

Mr. P.ERRy.

a fisherman may bring to the shore a few small lobsters of
8î inches, and for that reason ho muet be fined. How
could he help it ? If those lobsters brought to the shore are
to ho put back in the water, they might as well ho boiled,
because they will not live. What we want to see is that
there shall be officers who will see that these small lobsters
shall be put back out of the trap, and thon they will live.
I hope the department will take these grievances into con-
sideration and see that these regulations are carried out so
well and fairly that they will not injuriously affect the
trade. It would be botter to close the factories than to
allow men to try to make a living in them, with this fine
hanging over their heads. It would be botter ta close the
factories than to make regulations which the people are not
able to comply with.

Mr. TUPPER. Of course there is no objection to bring-
ing down the return which the hon. gentleman bas just
moved for. I may say, however, in regard to the remarks
ho has made as to the regulations in reference to the lobster
fishery, particularly in Prince Edward Island, that the
regulations of last year were to some extent experimental,
and were made for that year only. The regulations for
this year have yet taobe settled, and I was very much
pleased to have the views of the hon, gentleman as to how
these regulations might be settled for one of the districts in
Prince Edward Island. In reference to the remarks which
the hon. gentleman made as to the enforcement of these
regulations, I have a word or two to say. He is somewhat
vague in the charges, and the very serions charges, which
ho brings against the officers of the department in that
part of the country. I have not heard any charges of that
kind before. No specific charges of any sort have been
made to the department in reference to any of the fishery
boards or other officers engaged in enforcing the regula-
tions in Prince Edward Island; but I may assure the hon.
gentleman that if any specific case is known to him, I
would ho most happy to take it up and deal with it in the
most impartial manner. Of course it would be most im-
proper and most reprehensible for any officer to be guilty of
the acts which the hon, gentleman states some officers have
been guilty of, and I can assure him that if any proper
evidence of such actions were brought, before me,
such an officer would no longer hold a place
under the department. Of course the fines are
fixed by the magistrate who tries the case, but
there is an appeal, and if any party feels aggrieved, ho bas
the opportunity of presenting a petition to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries in reference to the matter of fines, or
in reference to any other matter, as to whether the fine
should be reduced or not imposed. I have never enquired
about nor kno*n-though I have had several matters of
that kind brought to my attention since I occupied the posi-
tion I now hold-the political views or opinions of either
the magistrate or the party fined, and I never intend to do
so. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman that the regu-
lations are too sevet e. I am strongly of the opinion that
these fines are not nearly so severe as they should be, nor as
the corresponding penalties are which are enforced in the
United States, particularly in the State of Maine. The hon.
gentleman bas referred to a wardon who allowed political
friends to violate the law, and has prosecuted political
opponents, who are opponents of the pi osent Govern ment.
As I said before, if the hon. gentleman will give me the
name of the officer to whom ho refers, I will have strict
enquiry made into the case. I will have the papers brought
dovvn at the earliest possible moment.

Mr. K1IRKI The Minister bas stated with regard to the
regulations for lobster fishing in Prince Edward Island, that
they were experimental for last year. The Minister is
aware that regulations were also made last year for other
parts of the Dominion as well. I would like to know
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whether he intends to say that there are to be new regula-
tions for other parts of the Dominion as well as for Prince
Edward Island, or whether his remarks apply only to
Prince Edward Island.

Mr. TUPPER. I merely referred to Prince iEdward
Island, because that was the Province to which the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Perry) referred, but the regulations were
experimental in regard to ail the Provinces. Those for
Prince Edward Island were included in the regulations for
the other Provinces. Those regulations terminated at the
end of 1888, and at present there are, practically, no regula-
tions.

Mr. KIRK. Are there to be new regulations for Nova
Sootia?

Mr. TUPPER. There are to be new regulations for all
the Provinces.

Mr. KIRK. That is, for next year ?

Mr. TUPPE R. This year.
Mr. KIRK. Will the hon gentleman be kind enough to

lay a copy of those regulations on the Table?
Mr. TUPPE R. Of course, so soon as the regulations are

made, the hon. gentleman will have an opportunity of
seeing them.

Motion agreed to.

HARBOR AT NAUFRAGE, P.E.I.

Mr. McINTYRE moved for:
Oopy of Engineer's last report on the feasibility of constructing a

harbor at Naufrage, King's County, Prince Edward Ieland.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no objection to the
motion being adopted, but the report has not yet been re-
ceived, consequently the hon. gentleman cannot complain if
some delay occurs.

Motion agreed to.

IMPORTATION OF SAWLOGS.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:
Return showing the amount of importation of pine and spruce sawlogs,

board measure, frm the State of Naine bo the Province of New Bruns-
wick, tor the purpose of conversion into lumber in Canadian mille,
and subsEquent shipment to the United States under the provisions of
the American tariff admitting such lumber free of duty, for each year
from 1867 to June 30th, 1888, said retura to designate the respective
amounts of pine and spruce, if possible; otherwise to give the total im-
portation of pine and spruce from Maine without such respective desig-
nations.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no objection to the motion, but
I fear much of the information asked for by the hon. gentle-
men will be difficult to obtain; but as far as the information
which he desires can be obtained, I will see that the returns
are made ont. I may state that I have made enquîry as to
the feasibility of obtaining the information asked for, and I
was told that it was very doubtful whether the statisties
would give the information which the hon. gentleman de-
sires, but so far as it can be obtained, it will be produced.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDE RED.

Correspondence between the Minister of the Interior and any officials
of his Department, and Thomas Sioni, and others, Indiana of the Huron
Tribe of L orette.-(Ifr. Langelier, Montmorency.)

Return showing: lot. The full amount of le al and other expenses
paid in connection with the suit, "The St. gatharines Milling and
Lumbering Company vs. the Queen," from the commencement of the
suit up to the 1st January, 1889. 2nd. The part or parties to whom paid,
the amounts paid, and the date of payment.-Ï 1r.cMEullen.)

Return ehowing the quantity of wheat and flour imported into the
Dominion of Canada from the United States, and entereg for consump-

5

33
tion, during the six months ending Sist Desember, 1888; also the quan-
tit of flour remaining in bond in Canada on the Sit becember, 1888.

,Ur. smith, Ontario.)
Return showing the amount, respectively, of pins and spruce sawlogs,

board measure, exported in each year from 1867 to 30th June, 1888; the
amoaut of exibort duty collected ln each year from each clase of logs-
the rate of duty in each yea- upon each kind of loge, and the amount o
export of each kind of loge, and amount of duty collected upon the
same, by Province.-(Mr. Charlton.)

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjournod at 4.5 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, llth February, 1889à

The SPzAKia took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ME KBER INTRODUCED.

FRANK 8. BARNRD, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Cariboo,
introduced by Mr. Dewdney and Mr. Mara.

REPORT.

Report of the Secretary of State for Canada, for the
year ending 31st December, 1888.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

SPEEDY TRIALS ACT AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 17) to make further provision respecting the
speedy trial of certain indictable offences. He said : I may
explain that the changes which the Bill proposes are simply
to bring the Speedy Trials Act into effect in the Province
of Nova Scotia. That Province is now the only Province
to which the Act is not extended.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INCOMES OF CIVIL SERVANTS.

Mr. ELLIS moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 18) to
authorise the assesment of the salaries or incomes of per-
sons in the service of Canada. [le said: The object of the
Bill is to provide that where assessments are levied for
municipal or school purposes on inoomes or salaries, the
law shall apply to the civil service.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 14) to incorporate the Alberta Railway and
Coal Company.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 15) respecting the Kootenay and Athabasca,
Railway Company.-(Mr. Mara.)

EXPENDITURE ON ELECTORAL LISTS.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, What is the total amount
expended up to date on the preparation, revision, printing,
&c., of the electoral lists, in pursuance of the Electoral
Franchise Act ?

Mr. BOWELI The total amount expended on the flrst
revision, printing, &c., of the electoral lists, before the
Government assumed the work, was $414,574.39. Since
the Government assumed the work by the printing bureau,
not including plant, the amount expended has been 821,-
502.79. The amount of plant required for the printing of
these lists, for the present and for the future, is $63,849.80.
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INVITATION TO VISIT THE UNITED STATES.

Mr. CROQUETTE asked, Has the Government, directly
or indirectly, received from any person or company, an invi-
ttion to be presented to this House, to visit the principal
oities of the 'United States ? If such invitation has been
received,-when and from what person or company ? And
what bas been the answer of the Government ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government has
not, directly or indirectly, received from any person or
company an invitation to be presented to this House to
visit the principal cities of the United States. I may say
that I got a private note from an American gentleman say-
ing that it would be a very good thing if this arrangement
could be made.

PACIFIC MAIL SUBSIDY.

Mr. PRIOR asked, Whether, in the event of the Govern-
ment granting a subsidy, in conjunction with the Imperial
Government, to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, or
any other company, for carrying the mails between Vancou.
ver, British Columbia, and China and Japan, they will insist
upon the vessels carrying said mails calling on both the in-
ward and outward trips at Victoria, British Columbia, the
capital of British Columbia?

Mr.FOSTER. The arrangements for mail service be-
tween British Columbia and China and Japan have not yet
been ooncluded with the Imperial Post Office authorities,
and will depend to a great extent upon the conditions
which may be imposed by Her Majesty's Government.

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE-ROUSE FOR COM-
MANDANT.

Mr. PLATT asked, Have the Government agreed to
purchase a house in the city of Kingston for the use of
the commandant of the Royal Military College ? If so,
what amount do they propose to pay for said house, and at
what distance, or about what distance, is said house from the
Royal Military College?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The Government have agreed
to purchase a house in the city of Kingston for the
use of the commandant of the Royal Military College, for
which they propose to pay $12,500. The house is about
2,000 yards from the college.

PUBLIC WORKS IN YARMOUTH COUNTY, N.S.

Mr. LOVITT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to provide a sum in the Estimates for repair-
ing and rebuilding the abutments washed out of Port
Maitland breakwater, county of Yarmouth; also a sum for
removing the gravel from the inside of Cranberry Head
breakwater, in the said county ?

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. I am sorry I cannot answer
that just now. The hon. gentleman will have to wait, I
think, until the Supplementary Estimates come down.

RATES OF POSTAGE.
Mr. THfl RIEN asked, Whether it is the intention of the

Government to reduce the rate of postage on letters in the
Dominion of Canada to two cents?

Mr. HAGGART. It is not at present the intention of
the Government to reduce the rate.

DOMINION LANDS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to bring in a Bill, this Session, amending the
Dominion Lands Act?

Mr. BowELL.

1fr. DEWDNEY. That matter je under the considera-
Mr. DEWDNEY. That matter is under the considera-

tion of the Government.

RIVER ST. LOUIS IMPROVEMENTS.

Mr. BERGERON asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to continue, this year, the works com-
menced at River St. Louis?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL IMPROVEMENTS.

Mr. BERGERON asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to commence this year the deepening and
widening of the Beauharnois Canal ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That matter is under con-
sideration.

ISLANDS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE.

Mr. TAYLOR asked, Whether any petitions have been
presented by the township councils of the front of Leeds
and Lansdowne, front of Escott and the front of Young,
praying that the islands in the River St. Lawrence, opposite
thee townships in the county of Lf edt, Ontario, be sold ?
If so, what action the Government have decided on with
reference to the same ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Some representations have been made
in the direction stated in the bon. gentleman's question.
The Government have taken no action. I propose myself
next spring visiting the islands, after which I shall be in a
better position to make representations to the Government.

DUNDAS AN) WATERLOO ROADS.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) moved for:
Return of copies of ail correspondence, reports, petitions or other

papers respecting the sale, ownership or condition of the Dundas and
arterloo macadamised road, since the retura brought down under au

Order of the House dated 17th February, 1885.

He said: I should apologise to the House, perhaps, for
speaking for a few moments on a question of this kind. It
is a matter of purely local interest to my own county ; but
I may say that it bas always puzzled me to understand in
what respect the road in question could be called a work
for the general advantage of the Dominion of Canada,
and thus constituted a Dominion public work. It is a
local highway, built away back, in the early days before
the Provinces of Upper and Lower Canada were united,
as a Local Government work, and is confined to the county
of Wentworth and one adjoining county. It happens to
be one of the two main outlets for the travel of that and
the adjoining counties to the two main markets of the
locality, the town of Dundas and the city of Hamilton. The
larger proportion of the travel in this county is forced,
whether or not from local circumstances, to go over one or
the other of these two means of access to the city of Hamil-
ton; because those who know the locality, know that Bur-
lington Bay and the canal together give access to vessels
going up the valley, past the city of Hamilton, to the town of
Dundas, and crossed only at one point on Burlington Heights
by a bridge. A few years ago-the Desjardins Canal Co. being
involved in financial troubles-we found ourselves suddenly
face to face with a difficulty that threatened to be most
serious to those who travelled over the only other source
of access to the city of Hamilton. Those who know the
influences which a large city having two representatives
in this flouse, and which a corporation such as the Great
Western Railway and which the Deejardine Canal could
wield, know they were much greater than any one repre.
sentative in this fouse could hope to control. And these
gentlemen, either tacitly or actively, made the endeavor
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to shift the expense of the maintenance of the bridge on
Burlington leights, from the shoulders that always bore,
and properly bore it, the canal company or the railway,
to the electors of that county who were obliged to travel
over that road; and the result was they smugglied a clause
into the Act, providing that by an Order in Council the Gov-
ernment might at some future time impose a toll for the
maintenance of the bridge crossing the Desjardins Canal.
With the aid of the hon. member for West Durham (Mfr.
Blake), we at that time induced the House to set aside that
legislation. In fact my hon. friend (Mr. Blake) had no
difficulty in convincing the then Minister of Justice that
the whole thing was illegal and unfair, and we were
relieved of the difficulty that then threatened us. Since
then other legislation was obtained, and this road and
bridge passed to a company who kept them in bad re-
pair, but looked after the tolls. After patience had
ceased to be a virtue, and they bad endured too long the
tax which they were forced to pay in the shape of tolls
for bad roads and bridges, they finally combined their
forces and took tbe case into court, with the result
that they got the parties within the purview of
the Ontario Act which regulates road companies,
and latterly the road company has been forced to aban-
don collecting toll over that road to the city until they
shall put it properly in repair. The Waterloo road, un-
fortunately, is in a different position. Being a Dominion
work, the powers that control that road cannot be brought
under the operation of the Ontario Joint Stock Companies'
Act, and there is no other means of redress except by bring-
ing the question before the Department of Public Works
here. To enable the House to realise the position in which we
are placed, it will be nocessary for me to state, briefiy, the
circumstances under which this work was originated, and
how we have remained in a dead-lock for the last three or
four years. As far back as the year 1839, the road was built
under commissioners appointed by the old Government of
Upper Canada. Debentures were then issued to the extent o
£25,000 and placed at the disposal of these commissioners to
build the road through the county of Wentworth, from the
town of Dundas, up through a portion of Waterloo, to the
town of Galt. The original road projected was some 25 miles
in length. The commissioners, after expending a little over
£25,000, found themselves, in August, 1839, in a pcaition
to place two tolls on this road, and commenced
to collect revenue. In subsequent years, by means
of additional aid, the road was completed, and
connections made through to the town of Galt. From that
time down, whether the road was in good order or in bad
order, they have always managed to persaitently col-
lect the tolls. The Government of the day, shortly after
the road was completed, saw fit to offer it at public
sale, and it was transferred into private hands, with the
result that, after a few years, it fell back into the hands
of the Government, the plea of the purchaser being that
the Government having subsequently chartered the Great
Western Railway, that railway, when it was opened, took
the travel entirely away from this highway, and made
it comparatively valueless to the owners, and they alse used
that plea as an excuse for allowing the road to get out of
repair. It was subsequently leased to the two corporations
of the towns of Dundas and Galt for a period, in two leases
together, of twenty years, expiring in April, 1885.
Then the Government, believing, I suppose, that there was
no necessity to the Dominion at large for longer retaining
this work, put it up for sale at public auction, after duly
advertising it and imposing certain restrictions upon the
purchaser. At the time il was offered for sale by the Gov-
ernment, the road was 20 miles long-17½ miles with three
toll gates being inside the county of Wentworth, and 2½ miles
with One toll gate being inside the county of Waterloo.
It was sold to Dr. Walker, of the town of Dundas, for

821,300, a deposit of 83,000 being required from the pur
chaser at the date of sale, and a few months after onue-half
of the balance, making altogether $12,150 paid by the
purchaser. It was assumed, at the time the sale was
imade under the Public Works Act, that this road would
be transferred to a company, and would be subject to the
ordinary rules and regulations affecting road companies,
passed by the Ontario Provincial Legistature. But it was
found that the Public Works Act, while making provision
for the sale of abandoned or unused public works that were
no longer intended to be maintained as public works, to
private individuals, contained no provision to enable the
Government to convey any public work, to be maintained
as a public work, to a private individual, and the hon. the
Minister of Justice, to whom the matter was referred by
the Government, stated :

"It la where a public work is transferred as a work, and with the
intention that it should be maintained as such, that section 54 and the
following sections of 'The Public Works Act' apply, and in such case
a transfer to an individual is lnot authorised by the statute."

I may say, with respect to Dr. Walker's purchase, that the
diffiulty in the way of a transfer to him would bo over-
come by his procuring incorporation as a rond company;
and a few days after this information was conveyed toDr.
Walker by the Government in the following very mild
terms:-

"It will benecessary that you obtain incorporation as a road company
under the Oatario Act, when the transfer can be made to the company,
as otherwine it would be necessary for the Dominion Govenment tO
obtain special legisiation in the matter. It appears te this department
that the course suggested by the Department of Justice is the more de-
sirable one to pursue."

I need not say that, so far as the public interests are con-
cerned, we aUl feel that the line that was suggested by the
Minister of Justice was the deairable one to adopt. The
House can realise the difficulty that obtains the moment a
public highway is vested in a private individual. Ilis
finances may become embarrassed, and the public interests
may suffer in consequence ; or the road may pass into the
hands of minors and may be involved in trusts, and, in the
meantime, unless the public look sharply after the matter,
the result will ho that the people will have to pay tolla
over a road that is not in such a condition that tolla should
be collected for it. However, for reasons which will ap-
pear, Dr. Walker declined to become incorporated as a road
company. On the 6th February the firmi of McCarthy, Osler
& Co., solicitors for Dr. Walker, replied:

"Dr. Walker has informed us that you euggested to him that ho
should incorporate under the statute, and transfer the road which he
purchased te this incorporated company. lie instructs us to say that
for two reasons it is impossible for him to do so. The first is that the
property belongs to him solely, and that it takes at least five persons to
obtain an Act of incorporation under the Ontario statute; and the
second la that, if he did incorporate, he would subject himself to serions
Jo3a owing te certain provisionso efthe Ontario aw and t the situation
of the road, inteisecting as it doos wlth the Brock road."

And with a further eye to Dr. Walker's interest they add:
"We have again to ask that you will permit Dr. Walker to erect the

check gates for which we on his behalf have formerly applied."

On the 10th March, 1885, the hon. the Minister of Publie
Works introduced an Act providing for the transfer of this
public work to Dr. Walker, as suggested in the communies-
from the Minister of Justice. At that time I waited upon
the Mini3ter and suggested to him that, as there had been
considerable difficulty between Dr. Walker and the people
on the question of check gates and changes in the loca-
tion of the gates on this road, and as the provisions
under which the road was sold simply required that
notices of application for changing the location of the
gates or erecting check gates should be published only
in the Canada Gazette, the Minister, if he would net
place the road under the provisions of the Ontario Act,
should -require that, when the proprietor of the road made
application to the Government for these extended powers,
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he should publish bis application for thirty days in at least
one local newspaper in Galt and in Dundas, where the people
resided who paid the tolls and who were interested in the
highway, so that they might know that the application
against their interest was beirg made. The Minister de-
clined to take my view of the matter then, and said he
thought this might safely be left in the har-di of the Govern-
ment. I told him ti at, under the circumstances, I felt I
would have to oppose the passage of the Act in the House
in its existing form. The result was that, in consequence of
that statemeLt, in con sequence of the long Ea ummer Session
whicb those who were in the House at that time will
remember we had in 1885, and for various other causes, the
Bill was laid over from time to time until, on the 9th June,
the Minister withdrew the Bill from the House, intimating
that in the interim the Premier of the Province of Ontario
]had written to him on the subject, putting in a claim
to the work as being exclusively within the jurisdic-
tion of the Province of Ontario; and the Minister stated
that, until such time as the Government had the opportun-
ity to investigate the original construction of the work and
the circumstances surrounding it, he proposed to withdraw
legislation on that question. The result was that the Bill
was withdrawn from the House in June, 1885, and it has
remained in that position ever since. I want to call the
attention of the louse very briefly to a few other circum-
stances, so that the Minister of Publie Woiks and this
House may relise the difficulties under which the people
are laboring in consequence of this extended delay. I am
mot attaching any blame to the Department of Public
Works in this matter, but sometimes the public interests
suifer from these very prolonged delays. At the time this
road was sold by public auction, the provisions under which
it was sold were to this effect:

IThat the toils to be collected on the said road shall not exceed the
maximum amount of toill now imposed and which the present lessees
have the right to receive and collect. No toll gate or bar shall, without
consent of the Governor in Council, be erected or placed on the road
nearer to the towns of Galt and Dundas than the site of the first gate from
said towns now erected on said road, nor shall the number of toll gates
or bars now standing on said road be increased without such consent.
The purchaser and bis heirs, &c., shall at ail times keep the works in
good condition, the efficiency ofsuch order and condition to be estab-

he the inspection of an Engineer of the Department of Public

It will occur to anyone who bas had experience in toll
roads, that, if this highway had been brought under the
operations of the Ontario Joint Stock Road Companies
Act, the public would have had much better facilities
for reaching the management of the road, if it was
unsatisfaotory, than they could have in being required to
appear before the department at Ottawa in order to have
an engineer sent from Ottawa for the purpose of inspecting
that road. But the public interest in that road was awaken-
ed by another movement which was inaugurated by Dr.
Walker as soon as ho acquired possession of those roads.
The road was sold in March, 1884, and Dr. Walker entered
into possession on or about the 25th April, 1884. On the
9th May, although he had been only a few days in possession,
we find the road decorated with three check gates for the pur-
pose of enabling the doctor better to collect the tolls on this
road. One of these was erected within half a mile of
the first gate out from the town of Dundas, and within 200
yards of where another leading macadamised road branched
off from this road and led up through the county in an-
other direction. The result was that those who travelled
for 200 yards on this road for any other business were re-
quired to pay full tolls for travelling that short distance.
When the House realises that one of the largest flouring
mills in that locality, doing a very large gristing and mer-
chant trade, and having a large number of consumers and
purchasers, was wedged in between the two gates, and that
its traffic lad to be carried on between the two leading 1
lighways from which the wheat of the county reached the

.Mr. BAiN (Wentworth)

mill on one side, and the flour was sent to market on
the other, and that this condition of things was imposed un-

) der circumstances, which, by evading the Ontario Act, en-
abled Dr. Walker to impose full tolls in these cases, it will
realise how great the disadvantage was and why he soe soon
was anxious to be outside of the Ontario Act and have
all the privilegos of a road built and owned by the
Dominion Government. One of the results of it was that
Dr. Walker asserted that the Minister of Public Works
had authorised him to put up these check gates; but
the late Mr. Webster, the gentleman that owned this
mill, an active and energetie supporter of the Government
of the day, by the way, and one of that class of Englishmen
that does not allow himself to be sat upon without a good
and sufficient reason, cited one of Dr. Walker's toll-gate
keepers before the authorities to give an account of the
ways and means by which hie proceeded to collect this
additional toli. I think, perhaps, I cannot more concisely
put the facts than by reading two short extracts from
Mr. Webster's correspondence with the Minister of Public
Works, as it states them in this own words and from his
own standpoint. It is dated May V, 1884, scarcely two
weeks after the road had passed under the new management.
It is addressed to Sir Hector Langevin, Minister of Public
Works, Ottawa, and states :

" At the late sale of the Dundas and Waterloo macadamised road, Dr.
Walker of Dundas became the purchaser from the Government. He le
now erecting a check gate at Bullock's Corners, about half a mile above
the present toll gate No. 1, near Dundas, claiming to have permission
from the Governor in 0ouncil to do so. I write this to enquire whether
such permission has been obtained. The only object to be obtained by
the erection of the check gate, would be to compel aIl persons coming
to my miII to pay toli, and it is the only interest affected. Situated as
my mill is, between the two proposed gates, it would be extremely dis-
astrous to my business and unjust to the public. I trust such permision
has not been given. I feel assured that if the circunstances of the case
were fully known, that uch consent would never be obtained. Such a
departuri. from the conditions under whieh the road was sold, the in-
convenience to the whole agricultural community for miles round, the
serious, I may say ruinous effects upon my private business, and the
absence of any reasonable claim that the road proprietor eau have for
such an extension of his privileges. I can scarcely fancy that the Gov-
ernment would consent to such a measure."

Again on the 15th June he writes, because this matter was
not settled in a day or two; it was subject to several delays
in adjudication:

" When I wrote my last letter I was a good deal troubled to believe
that the Dominion Government would commit so great an error, and
also from my point of view, so great an injustice. Dr. Walker seems de-
termined to carry things with a pretty high hand. Two of his check
gates on the Galt end of the road have been burned, and it is said that
his proceedings have not only been overbearing but positively dishonest.
The feelings of the people are just now under restraint, not knowing
how far the Government are justif>ing him in his high-handed proceed-
inge. i think I may be pardoned in saying that any concessions in his
faver wouid be at the expense and te the îuconvenienoe of fte ublic.
Afer purchasing thee privleges of the road at public auctionh can
have no right to claim further advantages, and for the Government to
concede further privileges would le at the expense of public justice and
their own popularity."

This trouble finally culminated in a lawsuit, in which Dr.
Walker's gate-keeper was fined, on the 9th of July. But ho
stil kept up the war with the proprietor of this mill; he
abandoned collecting toll at the main gate and collected the
whole toll at the check gate; and that continued for some
time with the result that the public travelling over one of
the highways was obliged to pay full toil for travelling on
this road, les than 200 yards. You may say that the in-
justice could ho easily remedied, but such was not the case,
for the simple reason that the Ontario Joint Stock Road
Companies' Act dois not apply, and the road being under the
control of the Dominion Government is outside of the ordin-
ary Ontario laws that regulate these roads. The corres-
pondence went on between Dr. Walker and the Dopartment
of Public Works, and ho made repeated applications for
anu Order in Council to enable him to place the
check gates upon the road. But the department refused
to take any further action, and the result of the applica-
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tion of the Ontario Government claiming the ownersbil
was that it brought the whole question to a standstill, an
the Government declining to grant Dr. Walker power t
erect check gates, he finally abandoned this check gate, an<
the other two check gates disappeared in the night-it i
supposed by spontaneons combustion. Anyway, they wer
there at night, and were not there in the morning. Now
with respect to this matter of check gates, one strong rea
son that I had at the time for opposing the action of th(
Government and asking them to give notice to the publi
before even an application could be made for check gates
was simply this, that I find, appended to a memoradum o
the Department of Public Works, recommending legisla
tion, a short notice from the chief engineer of the depart
ment, couched in this somewhat significant language:

" With reference to check gates, the chief engineer recommends tha
no action be taken tilt after the required special legislation has beeî
obtained."

Now, in these numerous applications that had been madE
to the Department of Public Works for this mach coveted
Order in Council, and from this recommendation of delay
and from the fact, which every member of this Houso knows
that there are not half a dozen people in the county who
ever see the Canada Gazette with notices of appli
cations, I felt that it was doubly essential to the interests
of the people who use this road, that some provision
should be made by which they would be made aware that
application was being made for the purpose of having these
check gates imposed. I have no hesitation in saying that
from my personal knowledge of the location at which this
check gate, above gate No. 1, near Dundas, was proposed to bc
placed, that it was simply, in effect, imposing a second toll
upon the large class of the comrnnity who are helpless to
avoid it. The locality is such that people have to go over
this bighway, because there is no other alternative. By even
going around several miles there is no other road by which
they could reach the town of Dundas or the city otfHamilton,
without going through some other toll gate, and even if con-
siderable expense was incurred, the position was such that
no other road could be conveniently opened, and the
people were placed in this position that they had to travel
this road and the community felt that it was an im-
position on the travelling community that used this high-
way; and it was for that reason there was such a strong feeling
in connection with this matter. Under these circumstances
I felt it was only fair they should have notice. 1 am not
flnding any fault with the action of the Governor in Council ;
but everyone knows the influences which can be brought
to bear, in the absence of representations on the other side,
that may secure a coveted advantage, in a case like
this, without the public being aware of it until such
advantage is granted. I desire to draw the attention of
the louse, for a few moments, to the condition in which
this road has been kept. Away back in 1882, while the
towns of Dundas and Galt were lessees of the road,the public
felt that it was not being maintained in a condition such as
was required, and after asking the mayor of the town of
Dundas to take steps to have it placed in a good condition,
but without success and without notice being taken of the
application, the people petitioned the county judge, in
eonformity with the provisions of the Ontario Aot, with
the result that they found that the road was beyond the
control of the county judge, the case being dismissed
because the judge had no jurisdiction. I find in Dr.
Walker 's correspondence that, when asking for power to
erect check gates, he says:

" I have so far spent double the rece'pts on repairs of the road and
hall have to continue to do so until the end of the season. This year

the road hs not returned any interest on the investment, as it was in
auch very bad repair."

Perhaps the doctor put bis case strongly in asking for this
special privilege from the Government ; but this Rouse wili
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p easily realise that when the Government were not in a
d position to convey this road to Dr. Walker, he naturally
o spent no more money in maintaining it than was absolutelyd necessary, and so it has continued from 1885 to the present
s time, with this result, that the people have been required
e to pay toll over the road, and, as I have said, if tbey had
, the opportunity to choose another highway it would not
- have mattered so much, but from the contour of the country
e and the way in which the locality is placel, this road is the
c great outlet for travel from the north riding of Wentworth,
, and whether the people desire it or not, they are obliged
f to use it, in good or in bad condition, in order to reach

their market. I have to apologiýe to the House for occupy-
- ing the time of hon. members with a purely local matter,

but it happens that this road, which is purely a local road,
t is under the control of the Dominion Government. Whether
n the fact that the Great Western Railway crosses the

road makes this a matter of general intereet to Canada
e I do not know, but we have this result, that there

is a bad road which the people are obliged to travel
over and pay toli or stay at home. I desire to urge
on the Minister of Public Works that this matter should
be pressed forward, and the question of the ownership

- of this road settied, so that we may be in a position to
enforce the proper maintenance of the road. At the pre-
sent moment the condition of the road is so bad that the
county council, in its session in January, passed a reso-
lution asking the Government to ascertain who the real
owners of this highway are ; and since I came to the
House I have received a memorial from the reeves of the
two townships of West Flamboro' and Beverly, through
which the road runs, which I have forwarded to the
Minister of Public Works, asking that an engineer be sent
to inspect the road in the early spring and ascertain
the condition of the road-bed. I have to ask the Minister
to press this matter to a conclusion withont delay. Person-
ally, I suppose, if there is to be a general election before
the questions involved in this road matter are settled,
no great harm will be donc to me individually by having
the question left open, because I can place the respon-
sibility upon the shoulders of the Minister of Public Works,
and it may weaken the hands of some of his friends -n
that locality ; but I say, in the interest of the community
there, that this controversy which has existed for three or
four years as to who are the owners of this road should
be settled, and the fact that in the meantime the road ha
been allowed to run down, to the great disadvantago of the
people of the locality, it is but right that some steps should
be taken to remove this grievance at an early day.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection to the
adoption of the motion, and the papers will be brought
down. I have listened to the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man, and in the last portion of them he certainly brought
out the point at issue, namely, the ownership of the road.
That point is being investigated, and my attention was
called to it by the document the hon. gentleman sent to me
the other day.

Motion agreed to.

ARTIFICIAL FERTILISERS.

Mr. MULOCK moved:

That the louse resolve itseif into Committee of the Whole to consider
the following Resolution: "That it is expedient to remove the duty on
Araificial Fertilisers and to place them on the Free List."

He said: I may briefly inform the House, and especially
those members who are not familiar with the tariff regula-
tions on the subject covered by my motion, that at the
present time there is a duty of 20 per cent. on artificial
fertilisers. The matter was brought before the louse in
1r87, coming up on a motion by the then Minister of
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Finance to change the duty trom the ad valorem one of 20,
per cent. to a specide duty of 86 per ton. A dis-
cussion took place upon that motion, and a motion was
made that, in lieu of the specifie duty of 86 per ton,
artificial fertilisera should be placed on the free list. I had
the honor of seconding the motion on that occasion, but the
Minister of Finance postponed the further consideration of
the whole subject by withdrawing his original motion to
change the duty from an ad valorem to a specific duty.
Accordingly, the law is to-day as it was in 1887, and there
is an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent. upon all artificial fer-
tilisers coming into Canada. Under the circumstances, I
think it is worthy of the consideration of this flouse
whether that duty is in the interest of the most important
class in Canada, the Canadian farmer. For my part I con-
eider the tax, for it is nothing more than almost a direct
tax on the farmer, is wholly indefensible. Lt is not sound
as a matter of political economy, it is not fair as a matter
of justice to an already overtaxed people. It is said that
we have plenty of phosphates in Canada, that they can be
manufactured at home, and are being manufactured here to-
day, and, therefore, some will urge perbaps that the tax
through the custom house is no tax at all, that it
simply excludes foreign competition. I am unable
to agree with that conclusion. The Government have in
many ways rendered it impossible for the Canadian farmer
to obtain cheap artificial fertilisera. They have increased
enormously the cost of production. I understand that cer-
tain acids enter very largely into the manufacture of super-
phosphates-sulphuric acid for one-and are necessary in
the production of artificial fertilisers. The Government
has placed a duty on sulphuric acid necessary for the manu-
facture of superphosphates and fertilisers,!amounting to 25
per cent., or a specific duty of one-half per cent. per pound,
wbich is about one-quarter of the selling wholesale price of
sulphuric acid. I am informed that the selling pries of
sulphuric acid is about two cents per pound, and if so, the
custom house duty of one-half cent per pound is one quar-
ter of the actual wholesale price. Of course, not much of
this acid will come into the country under those circum-
stances, but the Canadian manufactured article, which is a
by-product of some of our mineral resources, is sold at a
necessarily enhanced value. The result is that the
cost of production is increased by the cost of protection
given to acide. Whatever may be the argument, or
whatever may be the reason for this, I hope that the time
bas come when this duty shall be swept away, in so far as
it increases the cost to the farmer, on the agricultural ferti-
liser. When this matter waa before the louse in 18b7,
some hon, gentlemen said we should not make a
motion of this kind because there was such a small quantity
of artificial fertilisers introduced into Canada. It was
atated, and stated correctly, I believe, by gentlemen who
opposed the motion, that, in 1886, only some 81,400 worthof
fertilisers came into Canada. That only proves that the
protective tarif hias become a probibitory tarif and has
placed the cst of the imported article beyond the reach of
the farmer. There is no doubt in my mind-and I do not
venture to speak for others than myself-that if the Cana-
dian farmers are to keep pace with their great rivals in the
«United States and in England they must every year, in in-
creasing quantities, resort to artificial fertilisera. The lands
have become impoverished in the older districts in Ontario
and some of the other Provinces, and they are not now so
fertile as they were in years gone by in the production of
wheat and other cereals. The farmers have, therefore, to
resort to the use of artificial fertilisera to improve
their exhausted lands. Every year, in England and
in the United States, a rapidly increasing quantity of
these fertilisera is used by the advanced farmers of
those countries. It is the custom on all occasions in
this House, when my hon. friends seek to defend the high

Mr. MULOOK.

tariff which this Government has established, to point to the
United States and to adopt its practise as a model. In this
case they cannot find any such consolation or defence for
tbeir course. According to. the law of the United States,
fertilisera are admitted duty free, and not only fertilisera
but sulphuric acid, also, which entera so largely into the
manufacture of fertilisera. Permit me to quote a few items
from the American Tariff of 1883, which, I believe, is the
last Act of the United States Congress amending the Tariff.
On reference to the Act, page 515 of the United States Sta-
tutes, Vol. 22, you find the schedule of the articles placed on
the free list. These were not on the free list of 1883 for the
'first time, but although some very considerable changes
were made in the United Slates Tariff in 1883 (some of
them nominally in the direction of reduction, but which
were rather in the direction of increasing the duties), yet
in regard to the import int subject of duty on fertilisera the
United States Congress in 1883 re-affirmed their former
attitude, and held that the class of manufactures to which I
refer shall continue on the free list. On the free list of the
United States we find the following articles of import shall
be exempt from duty :-

" Bones, crude, not manufactured, burned, calcined, ground or
steamed. Bone-dast and bone-ash for manufacture of phosphate and
fertilisers. Uarbon, animal, fit for fertilising only. Guano, manures,
and all substances expressly used for manure."

Thus our American neighbors have adopted free trade in
regard to articles of this kind; and I think that, in this re-
gard at all events, they have shown a very wise discretion.
The result of the policy of the Administration in Canada, in
taxing the manufacture of superphosphates (because that
is what they have done by making it expensive to the manu-
facturer to manufacture by putting a high tariff upon the
imported acid), has enabled the manufacturer to increase
the cost to the consumer of the manufactured article
here, and by doing this the Administration has practically
placed superphosphates beyond the reach of the Canadian
farmers. What is the result of this? A large portion
of the natural wealth of Canada which is to be
found in the great phosphate deposits of this Ottawa
district, and in other parts eof the Dominion, instead
of being . made valuable to the Canadian farmer is
being exported in increasing quantities every year for the
benefit of farmers beyond Canada. Our natural deposita of
phosphates are now being imported to the United States
and into England duty free, thus enabling the farmers there
to raise grain so as to compete with our grain and at a less
cost than we ourselves can produce it. We are preventing
our Canadian farmers from using the fertilisera at their own
doors and enabling their rivals in the markets beyond
Canada to undersell our Canadian farmers, or at all events
to make their producta so much less in value. Under those
circumstances, Mr. Speaker, I think the time has arrived
when we should place those fertilisera upon the free list.
If it be neceasary that the Canadian farmer shall in any way
bear this burden, let the Government, if they choose, take the
tax off all the raw material, and then the Canadian manu-
facturer can manufacture at the cheapest price. Let them
take down the barrier against the importation of super-
phosphates from foreign countries, and then, and not till then
will our farmers be on a fair footing to compete with their
competitors beyond our Dominion,

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, if this motion were an attack
upon the general principtles of the National Policy, I should
leave it to be answered by others more experienced, but as
it refera to a special industry in which my constituency is
largely interested (an industry which owes its existence there
to the National Policy), I feel it is my duty to make a re-
ference to ithe facta of the case, so that hon. members, before
deciding on this question, shall have facts on one aide as
against the theories advanced by my hon. friend on the other.
There is at Capelton, within a few miles from Sherbrooke,'a
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deposit of copper pyrites, which, next to the Rio Tinto
mines in Spain, is the largest in the world. The ore car-
ris about tbree per cent. of copper, and between forty and
fifty per cent. of sulphur. Their existence bas been known
and the mines have been worked for the last twenty-five
years. For the first few years they were worked for the
copper alone, and to obtain this product the ore was roasted
on the surface of the ground, not only wasting the sulphur,
but destroying vegetation for many miles around. These
deposits attracted the attention, about ten years ago,
of an enterprising firm in New York, G. H Nicholls &
0., large manufacturers of all the ingredients used in
fertilisera, principally sulphurie acid. They bought an
extensive property, and have worked it vigorously from
that time to this. Until within the last year, they took
out the ore and sent it in the raw state to New York.
As it was from this firm that the principal ingredients
fbr manufacturing fertilisera were imported into this
country, I used what influence I could to induce them
to place their works in Canada. Their answer was
that it was more economical, they thought, for the Cana-
dian farmer to have the fertilisers produced, as they were
producing them, on a large scale in the United States, and
that it would be more in the interest of the Canadian
consumer that the duty should be removed-in fact,
just the same argument as that which hias been
used by my hon. friend in support of his motion. But find-
ing that the Government were firm in maintaining the duty,
these gentlemen changed their policy, and during last year
they have erected works at Capelton on a large scale, where
they are not only making fertilisers for the Canadian market,
and shipping them in iron tank cars-manufactured, I am
happy to say, at Sherbrooke- but to their own surprise
they are receiving orders from and sending their sulphurie
acid to New England. Their intention bas been from
the first to take up the manufacture of superphosphates in
this country, and for that purpose they have expended over
$100,000 in the purchase of phosphate deposits at Bucking-
ham, within twenty miles of this city; and the only cause
of delay, is the question of the location-whether they will
erect works at Montreal, where they could obtain the use
of the albumen and other products of the abattoirs, or in
the neighborhood of the mines. With this illustration before
it, the House has, on the one hand, to consider the actual
fact of foreign capital invested in the country in this
industry under the policy of protection, and, on the other,
the theory of my hon. friend of what the result would be if
the duty were removed. Agreeing as I do with my hon.
friend on almost all questions of a social nature, it is with
regret that I have to differ with him on so many questions
of a public character. If he and his friends would give
to the National Policy a support as consistent and per-
sistent as both political parties in the United States have
given to their tariff, I believe we should soon see in Canada
similar results, and a commercial union would be brought
about such as we could all agree with-a commercial union,
resulting from the application of foreign capital to our
native products, on Canadian soil. Entertaining these
views, and feeling that the motion of my hon. friend is in
dirEct contradiction ard contravention of that policy, it
seems to me that it is not entitled to the support of this
flouse.

Mr. CASEY. I do not wish to speak at any length, be-
cause my own part of the country is not interested in this
question of artificial fertilisers to any great extent at pre-
sent, whatever may be the case in the future when our land
becomes more exhausted. But in this matter, as in others,
I feel that we should consider not only the interest of our
own neigbborhood, but the interest of the farming commun-
ity throughout the Dominion. It is undoubtedly the case
that a large number of Canadian farmers do require to use

artificial fertilisers on their land. I have often beard that,
in the Province of Quebec particularly, the use of such fer-
tilisers would be of great advantage and profit to the farm-
ara, a great deal of whose land is in need of those super-
phosphates which come under the bead of artificial fertilisers,
and Ifeel called upon to say something on their behalf. It
is quite clear that the existing duty on fertilisers, and on
the materials for making them, does increase the cost of
those articles in this country else there would ho no object
in maintaining those duties. My hon. friend from Sher-
brooke (Mr. Hall) bas argued that the duty should be main-
tained for the purpose of stimulating the investment of for-
eign capital in Canada. The only way that it can be stim-
ulated is to increase the cost of the fertilisers. Therefore,
my hon. friend's argument is that the price of these fertili.
sers to a large number of Canadian farmers should be main-
tained at a higher than the normal price to encourage a
few capitalists to come in and make money by manufactur-
ing them. His argument was for the profits of the manu-
facturers at Capelton, against the interests of tho farmers
who use their product. His argument was that, any re-
duction of the duty would be subversive of the National
Policy, and that, therefore, this motion should be thrown
out We remember that when the National Policy was
intr duced it was urged that it was as much for the beneit
of the farmer as anybody else; but now it would seem that,
although the name of the National Policy has remained the
same, the object of the National Policy bas changed. Itwould
appear that it is for the benefit of the manufacturers at the
expense of the farmer. I cannot call such a policy a
national policy. I will call it a policy of protection to
manufacturers; but under these ciraumstances when the
interests of the farmers are held tu be naught as against
those of the manufacturers, I cannot call it a national
policy, seeing that the farmers constitute the largest num-
ber of our people, produce the greatest part of our wealth,
and pay the largeat amount of duties of any class in the
Dominion. If my hon. friend's (Mr. Hall's) friends, the
manufacturers, bave told hin correctly about their business
dealings, they need not h afraid of the competition which
the motion of my bon. friend from North York (Mr. MUnlock)
would induce. My bon. friend from Sherbroke (Mr. Hall)
bas said that these manufacturers are able to sell sulphurie
acid in New England in competition with the manufac-
turers there. If that is the case, why are they afraid
to compete with them in Canada? He ha- knocked
the bottom out of his own argument in this one admission.
Those who send sulphuric acid to New England
must pay the American duty on the article, and if they can
do that, why could they not compote in an open market
here where neither side would have any duty to pay? The
bon. gentleman bas told us that $100.000 of capital has been
invested in phosphate lands at Buokingham, and I do not
know how much in the manufacture at Capelton; and his
argument is that because of the investment of these, perbaps
$200,000 or $300,000, the monopoly should be kept up for
the benefit of the foreign capitalists who have invested this
money-for the benefit of these Yankees, against whom all
loyal mon must now feel so strongly. For the benefit of
these the farmers of Canada are to be taxed. The hon.
gentleman's argument is not sound. The only possible
argument which could be made against the motion would
be that the owners of the phosphate lands might be
injured. I do not know how that would ho; I do not know
how far they would be injured. I bolieve that if sulphuric
acid was allowed to be imported freely, the manufacture of
superphosphates would be largely increased, and the value
of phosphate lands be augmented ; and that with our
cheaper labor in Canada, notwithstanding the admission of
fertilisers free, the motion of the hon. member for York
(Mr. Mulock) would involve a greater manufacture of
superphosphates in Canada and an increased value ta phos-
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phate lands. Even if there was a choice to be made
etween the two, we should look to the interests of the

majority, the interests of the farmer, as against the interest
of the comparitively few who are concerned in this
industry.

Mr. AR USTRONG. I am sorry to have to differ with my
hon. friend from Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall). I have always
admired the candor with which he has always discussed the
questions that come before the Ilouse, but in my opinion
this is the same old story over again-the protection
of the few brought about by the taxation of the many.
The hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) bas put
the whole matter in a nutsheli when he says what is
now miscalled the National Policy means the protection
of the lew by the taxation of the many. This fact is
beginning to be realised by the country. The people
are beginning to realise that the farmers, who form seven-
tenths of the people of this country, and who pay the great
bulk of the taxes, are not protected in any way in any one
item. The only thing that the National Policy does for the
farmer is to tax him. Now the farmers, in asking for this
little concession, are not asking very much, 1 am a prac-
tical farmer myself. I live by it and have obtained ail I
have by it. What I have to say with regard to the farmers
is that they ask for no protection. Al they ask is to be
let severely alone and be allowed a fair chance in the
struggle for wealth and position. That is ail they want, and
with less they will not be satisfied. So far as this matter
of fertilisers is concerned, though apparently a very small
matter, it is, when you come to probe it, found to be a very
important matter. Every hon. gentleman knows that you
cannot protect anything which the farmer produces while
you tax everything he uses. The taxation commences with
the necessaries on his table, and everything thereon, except
what he raises on his farm, ie taxed to the very highest
point. Take one item, an article in general use and aj
necessity on the table, the article of sugar. The daties,
upon sugar are prohibitory. Sugar never was cheapert
in the markets of the world than it is at present,'
and one-half what the farmer pays for what he uses is paidi
in the shape of taxes. The clothes that he wers are1
taxed from 30 to 50 per cent. for the benefit of the manu-j
facturers, and for their benefit alone. The implements whichi
he uses are taxed even in a greater degree. Those whoi
know anything about farming know that iron is a large1
component part in farm implements, and any one who willi
look over the tariff will see that a prohibitory tax is placed1
on this raw material-a tax which is paid by the farmer.1
1s it then too much to ask that this small matter of ferti-i
lisers be allowed in free? I need not tell yon, Sir, that the,
great source of the income of this country is the products1
of the farm, next to which come the products of
the forest. First of all the industries of the country isi
the farming industry, and upon it mainly the country hasg
to depend for the increase of its wealth and the Govern-1
ment for the taxes they collect. How is the high standard1
of fertility, the high standard of production in farming toi
be kept up ? It is only by correct methods of farming,
by scientific methods of farming, and in every succeseful
method of farming the price of fertilisers plays an impor-
tant part. It is the most important of all considerations in1
connection with farming. 1 found out many years ago'
that the simple question whether farming is to prove ai
success or a failure depends, not so much on the methods1
used, not so much on the capital employed, as upon the
increased quantity produced from a given surface. If 15
bushols of wheat to an acre will pay all expenses and
enable the farmer to live, 20 bushels to the acre will
give him a clear profit of five bushels. If he is to obtainà
that he can only do so by a judicious systema of farming1
and by a liberal use of fertilisers. 1 may remark that thisj

Mr. CAszr.

question is assuming gigantic proporLions. I need not
tell hon, gentlemen that the system we have been pursuing,
of exporting so much from the country, bas a deteriorating
influence upon the soil, that it is gradually exhausting
the fertility of the soil. You cannot raise or foad an
animal and export it without taking away a portion of the
fertility of the soil. That exhaustion is accelerated in a
very large ratio when we export in the shape of cereals.
You are then rapidly deteriorating the fertility of the soil,
and unless that loss is supplied in some way or other rapid
deterioration must result. Let me point out how one
item affects the farmers. Why is it that Britain is, not-
withstanding her comparatively barren soil, the richest and
most productive country in the world ? The reason is simply
that she bas largely imported coarse grains and turned them
into fertilisers of the soil, in fact has made Britain the feeding
ground for the coarse grains of the world. Many years ago,
before the year 1879,we had the privilege of importing coarse
grains free of duty into this country for that very purpose,
and that is the policy that ought to have been pursued in
the interests ofour farming community. Our farmers im-
ported western grain, fed it to their cattle, shipped the
cattle to Great Britain, and made a profit, and were
becoming richer all the time. But the farmer had to be
taxed, and a tax was laid on these coarse grains, and that
trade was completely knocked on the head. If fertility is
ta be kept up in the soil, we have to employ some other
means than merely the products of the soil. Just so long
as the produce of the soil is exported, so long will
this process of deterioration go on. Some years
ago, I went through the Island of Prince Edward, one of the
finest farming sections, as far as I can sae, in this Dominion
of ours. I never saw finer land to work upon. They export
from that Island a large quantity of oats and potatoes, and
of living animals. What enables them to do it ? If it were
not for the use of artificial manures and fertiliters,
such as mussel mud, that Island would be one barren
waste, unless it were for the fertilisera which they scatter
over their lands and which keep up the fertility of the soil
The motion now before the House asks for a very small
matter, and the parts of the country which import ferti-
lisers the most are those which need it the most. In the
Provinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia they have
not such a rich soil as we have in the W est and as they have
in the North-West. Their soil is comparatively unproduc-
tive, when placed in competition with ours, and it is neces.
sary that they should have some facilities afforded them,
that they should have some heap means of keeping up the
fertility of the soil. If you want to assist the farming com-
munity and to enable them to compete in the markets of the
world, you must remove the duty from the fertilisers and
give the farmers a chance. My friend fron North York
(Mr. Mulock) has alluded to the fact that as yet oDly small
quantities of these fertilisera are imported, and he pointed out
correctly that the fact results from the existence of a pro-
hibitory duty upon these fertilisera amounting to no less
than one-fifth of the price. I have much pleasure in second-
ing the motion of my hon, friend, the member for North
York.

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). I am compelled to consider
this motion in the interest of the agricultural community.
The National Policy was brought into existence, as it was
stated, for the particular benefit of the farmers as well as
the industrial classes, and yet, notwithstanding all the im-
provements in machinery and the cheapening of the cost of
production in every lina, excepting in that ot farming, not-
withstanding all the improvements which have been made
in agricultural machinery, the farmer is not able to produce
a single acre of grain cheaper than ha was before agricul-
tural machinery was improved. The cost is just as great
now as it was before. Allow me to give a statement which is
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taken from the returns of the Bureau of Industries of the
Province of Ontario, as to the coet of producing an acre of
the principal grains which are exported from that Province.
This is taken from the report of the Bureau of Industries
for the year 1887, and is compiled from the reports of 197
farmers representing all parts of the Province of Ontario.
This report shows that the cost of producing an acre of fall
wheat was $19.53. The whole value of the acre of wheat
proouced was 817.18, so that it cost $2.35 more to produce
an acre of wheat than the farmer realised fron its growth.
Barley cost 814.83 to produce per acre, and the farmer
realised 818.63, making a profit of $3.80 per acre on barley.
To produce an acre of oats it cost $14.78, and the value
of the growth was $16.95, or 82.17 more than
the cst of production. Peas cost 815.47 to
produce, while the value of the product was 813.87, or
$1.60 less than the cost of production. So, if a farmer hav-
ing 100 acres had 40 acres laid out in this way-10 acres
of fall wheat, 10 acres of barley, 10 acres of oats and 10
of peas, he would only have a net profit of $20.20 on those
40 acres above the cost of production. Hon. gentlemen
will say that the only saety for the farmer is to increase
the product, as the amount of manual labor cannot be re-
duced, and this must be done by the increased elements of
fertility which it is possible to send back into the soi. I
believe that the farmers in Ontario, and ail over Canada, will
not long continue to farm under the old system of raising
coarse grains and cattle in order to send them to a foreign
market. They muet keep cattle at home, and keep and fatten
them on the farm, because my experience as a farmer tells
me that one of the great wants which we feel in this coun-
try now is a sufficient quantity of fertilisers, either natural
or artificial, and no farmers who continue to follow the old
systein can possibly hold their position unless the Govern-
ment chooses to give them relief in some direction.
From the statement of my hon. friend fromI Middle-
sex, the result of protection to the farmer has been that it
has increased the price of almost every article we sell, and
has aiso narrowed the markets for our products. Between
the two we are in a very peculiar position. Since the
Government, in their wisdom, have seen fit to follow the
example of most other countries by establishing experi-
mental farina, there is no doubt that at the farmas they
will experiment on fertilisers and artificial manures,
as well as on other matters; but it is an im-
possibility for any farmer to tell by the experi-
ment made on the experimental f arn, what the
effect of the fertiliser would be on hie own farm or on
his fields, without making an actual experiment for him-
self. At one time it was attempted to show by agricul.
tural chemistry what was necessary to use in order that a
good crop might be raised, but now it is admitted that it
cannot tell the amount of plant-food the soil contains
in an available condition. Thus, although the experi-
mental farm may show what may be done there, and
what the different parts of the fertilisers may be, still
every farmer must experiment for himself on hie own farin,
and it is only the fertiliser which suite that land which will
be beneficial to him. I hold that it is the duty of the Gov-
ernment to give, as far as possible, every facility to the
farmer for obtaining cheap production, and that can only
be done in regard to fertilisers by removing the duty upon
them. Some people may say that the only fertiliser to be
depended upon is what the farmer produces on hie own
farm. It must be remembered, however, that a large
number of the products of the farm are sent to foreign
countries, and it is necessary that we should supply the
want of those by the use (f artificial manures. I
hold that the Government should give this relief to the
farmer by taking this one duty off. It may be said that
a email amount is used. So long as we had prac-
tically a virgin soil, artificial manures were not
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required; but now, in many older parte of the
Dominion, it is found an actual necessity for the farmer to
use every means in his power to bring the fertility of the
soil back as nearly as possible to its original condition, and
that ean only be done by using all the manure he can make
upon his own farm, and getting in addition all the artificial
manures that he can afford to pay for. I was astonished
to hear the hon. member from Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) pro-
posing to keep on these duties, particularly when he said
that these manufacturers could compote successfully with
manufacturers of artificial manures in the United
States. If they can compote successfully with the manu-
facturers of the artificial fertilisers in the United States,
why impose a duty? Why compel the farmer to pay
an increased price? I hold that it is the duty of the
Government in this matter to do everything they posssibly
can to lessen the cost of the production to the farmer. I
have been very much astonished at certain members in this
House who have been interesting themselves in behalf of the
farmer; they have been doing everything they can to
relieve the farmer and protect him. I am sorry the hon.
member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) is rot in his seat,
because I notice that ho made a motion the other day for a
committee to be renewed to enquire into the frauds porpe.
trated upon the farmers of this country by certain individ-
uals. Well, Sir, I saw a little item in the Mail to-day
stating that this hon. gentleman was one of a deputation
who went before the Minister of Customs to see that the
duty on fertilisers is not taken off. I think ho has been run-
ning with the hare and hunting with the hounds, because all
the other benofits that he asked extend to but a very small
portion of the agricultural community. There may be a
very few farmers who have been imposed upon by these
individuals, but they are a small minority. The majority
of the farmers of the Dominion of Canada are well able to
take care of themselves ani to protect themseolves from
frauds. Now, when it comes to a matter of imposing a
duty upon one of the principal elements of success for the
agriculturists, we find that hon. gentleman supporting the
duty; ho is doing everything that he can to have the com-
mittee continued, but ho is not willing to give the farmer
that relief ho is entitled to. I like to see consistency,
and I hope hon, gentlemen opposite who have been
getting up committees to enquire into the combines that
exist throughout the country and into the frauds perpetra-
ted upon the farmers, will se their way to assist us in get-
ting the duty on fertilisers removed, believing, as I do, that
the success of Canada depends upon the success of the agri-
cultural community, and the success of the agricultural
community to day depends on cheapening as far as possible
the cost of production, and that ean only be doue by makiug
an acre of land produce a greater amount. We cannot in
any shape reduce the amount of labor that we have got to
give to an acre of land; for the longer land continues to be
worked, and continues to yield, the more labor you have
to put upon it in order to put it into proper condition, and
the only way to do that is by increasing its fertility.

Mr. SPROULE. I have no doubt that the hon. gentle-
man who has just taken his seat feels that ho has been doing
a great good to the interesta of the farmer, and I believe that
the farming community in general will come to the sane
conclusion to whic h hlas arrived, providing they accept
his reasoning as correct and conclusive. But, unfortunately,
there is something even behind this that is of more import-
ance to the farmer than taking the duty off. A.t present
we have upon our statute-books a law passed in 1884 that
compels the analysis of artificial fertilisers offered for sale
in Canada, usa guarantee that they must contain a sufficient
percentage of those elements which are necessary to re--
plenish an exhausted soih That i, to-day, a guarbntee that
when a farmer bays a fertiliser it shall contain in itelf
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something of absolute value. If the duty were taken off
many people would buy their fertilisera in the United
States, they would bring them here, and after wasting the
money they had paid out for them, and the labor expended
in cultivating the soil upon which they were to be put,
they would only find by experience that the money was
virtually thrown away, and they had received no value for
it in return. Now, that would be the condition of the
Canadian farmer were the duty taken off to-day, because I
know of my own personal knowledge that fertilisers
of this character have been brought from the other
side. I know that they are manufactured very exten-
sively and were sold to the farmer here as being valuable,
before the duty was imposed which now keeps them out,
when in reality they contain no value for the purpose
for which they are intended. If the duty is kept up
no person will offer these inferior articles for sale,
because, before doing so, he must have an analysis;
but if the duty is taken off the Canadian farmer will make
his purchases on the other side and will find these fer.
tilisers to be of little or no value. It is a fact to-day that the
Americans are importing leached ashes from Canada, are
taking them over to the States and sending them back to
Canadian farmers as valuable fertilisers, when in reality we
have them at home and would not use them at all. Now,
were it not for the fact that this Act was upon our statute.
book which compels the analysis of these fertilisers, I be.
lieve a much more extensive fraud would be perpetrated
upon the agriculturists of this country. We have in our
own country all the chemical elements that are necessary
to make up the most beneficial fertilisers for our farmers,
and I believe with the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr.
Hall) that it only requires this protection to bring capital
into the country to start up these manufacturing establish.
mente, and to have made in our own country valuable fer-
tilisers that will be a benefit to our farmers, who, when
they purchase them, will find that they have re-
ceived some value for the money expended on them.j
Until we have some means of stopping frauds it would be a
detriment to the Canadian farmer if we allowed these fer-
tilisers to come in free. I think if we could devise some'
means to increase the value of fertilisers that are beingj
sold, and some means of bringing into operation manufac-1
turing establishments that would use the material in our
own country, we would be doing that good which the far-1
mer is so anxiously looking for much more effectually by
extending the duty than by taking it off these fertilisers.
I can only say, from the knowledge I have of the use of
these articles-because they have been used in our country
and found to be practicably worthless-that I believe it
would not be in the interest of the Canadian farmer that
this duty should ho taken off. It is true that exhausted
farms require something to recuperate them and bring
them up to their former condition. The agriculturists of
the country are raising more stock and by that means
they are bringing back to themselves some practical return ;
but if the duty is taken off fertilisers, every dollar expended
on them, in nine cases out of ten, would be squandered for1
a worthless commodity, and they would be wasting their
money upon something that would bring them back nothing
in return.

Mr. FISHER. I am sorry to see that the Minister of
Agriculture is not in his seat this afternoon, in order that
ho May give the views of the Government on this question.«
I have no doubt, however, that the hon. member for Sher-
brooke (Mr. Hall) has practically given the officiai view
upon this point, and that the supporters of the Government
are conducting this discussion on the -principle that it is
necessary to build up the manufacture of artificial manures
in this country, and that therefore we must retain the duty
on these manures in order to prevent outside competition

Mr. SPROULE.

with this home industry. The hon. member for Sher-
brooke, in the argument he made, as my hon.
friend from Elgin (Mr. Casey) said, has practically given
away his whole case. Already allusion has been made to
ihe fact, which he himself stated, that the firm manufactur-
ing sulphuric acid in his neighborhood have been able to sell
it in the Dominion and the UJnited States, to be used for the
manufacture of fertilisers. It is very evident that one of
two things must be the case: either that the firm does not
need protection against the manufacturera of sulphuric acid
in the United States, or else that they are making of the
United States what is commonly called a slaughter-market
for goods which we help them to make in this country at
our expense. It has been stated, not very long ago, that
when our manufacturers exported articles to other countries
they sold them to foreigners at lower prices than they sold
them to our own people, and that, practically, we were
called upon to aid and support them in manufacturing
goods in this country, while at the same time they sold
them abroad to foreigners at lower prices. I can hardly
believe that the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mir. Hall)
can be so unpatriotic as to maintain and support a firm
which would adopt that course, but at the same time I eau
hardly conceive any other satisfactory explanation of the
fact that those gentlemen alladed to require protection
against the manufacturera of sulphuric acid in the United
States, in order to be able to manufacture sulphuric acid in
this country, and at the same time are able to send it into
the United States and pay the duty imposed by the Ameri-
can Government upon it.

Mr. HALL. There is noue.

Mr. FISHER. Still they would have to pay the freight
to the United States and other charges. And yet they are
asking protection in their own market on the ground that
without it they cannot carry on the manufacture ofsulphurie
acid in this country against the competition of manufacturers
in the United States. It seems to be a most unreasonable
proposition and one I cannot understand. But I believe
the true facte are that, at the present time, sulphuric acid is
not so cheaply manufactured here as in the United States,
and were it not for the duty placed on sulphuric acid the
farmers of this country would be able to obtain artificial
manures at a much cheaper rate than they do to-day, and
that is the real reason why the Ion. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock) has made this motion and why I sup.
port it. Even supposing for a moment that the abolition
of the duty would hurt the manufacturers of sulphuric acid
or of artificial manure made here, I contend that ultimately,
in the interests of the manufacturera of such manures, it
would be of great advantage to them to have the duty re
moved, and I will explain my ressons. In this country, and
especially in the Province of Quebec, the use of artificial
manures is not widespread. In fact there is very little used,
because our farmersare unacquainted with their merits and
have not made the experiments which the hon. member for
South Huron (Mn. McMillan) alluded to as being necessary.
Such experiments are expensive, and it is almost impossible
for the poorer farmers to make the experiments which would
lead to the use of artificial manures, and it will be only at
such time as they can be made more cheaply than
at present that it will be possible for our farmers to
make them. I contend, although I advocate the use of
artificial manures under certain circumstances, and I
know well that the use of artificial manures to a large
extent, without previous experiments having been made by
a farmer on his own land, is a dangerous and risky under-
taking. It is an experiment, and I would not advocate it
to be tried on a large scale ; but the farmer must make ex-
periments himself, and accordingly if each farmer was able
to buy manure as cheaply as Possible, he would be called
upon to incur no greater risk Vlan was necessary. Iregret
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to know that, in consequence of certain regulations made
by the Customs Department, the importation of artificial
manures has been rendered more difficult than the duty
alone would lead one to suppose it would be, and that prac.
tically to-day the duty, taken in connection with the customs
regulations, renders prohibitory the importation ofartificial
manures. But, were the duty removed, and were artificial
manures allowed to come in from the United States and
other countries, I believe such an effort would be made by
the great manufacturers of the United States to extend the
sale of their wares here, that farmers would be able to make
those experiments to which I have alluded, and would be en-
abled to purchase artificial manures almost to cheap I might
say, that 1s, obtaining the manure at a lower price than the
manufacturers would be justified in exporting it with a profit
for the purpose of encouraging experiment, and in that
way our farmers, especially in the Province of Quebec,
would be led to utilise artificial manure and would be
induced to rush into the market for artificial manures and
so greatly increase the market which the manufacturers of
this country have at their disposal. The Government aso
are responsible, to a large extent, for the need of these
manures ; and I say this advisedly, because to-day the
Government are imposing a heavy duty on feeds which the
farmers formerly imported for the purpose of stock-feeding
and for improving their barnyard manure. Instead of buy-
ing artificial manures our farmers prefer to buy feed and
thus obtain a double profit, not only the profit obtainable
from making beef, milk or cheese which the feed would
produce, but the greater profit lying in the improvement
in the manure made by the cattle thus fed. But, in couse.
quence of the higher duty placed upon corn and other feeds,
which were formerly imported from the United States, our
farmers are debarred from buying them and consequently
are not able to improve their manure heaps. The resuit
is that under the present condition of our farming, which
must necessarily be at the present stage of our progress
more and more scientific, and more and more carried on
under a thorough system, our farmers are driven into
the experiment to which I have alluded, of using artificial
manures, and, eventually, the widespread use of them. The
hon. gentleman who spoke from the other side of the House,
in alluding to this question, spoke of the protection we have
given to our farmers with regard to the testing of artificial
manure manufactured here. The same test and analysis could
very casily be made, as they areto-day, if theduty were remov-
ed. The duty does not analyse the manure, as my hon. friend
beside me suggests. The analysis has to be placed on every
package imported, and the analysis is tested by our Customs
Department or by our Inland Revenue Department, as the
case may be, and every such package imported is analysed.
That is one of the difficulties I pointed to, and one of the
troubles which importers have had to contend with, and to
which I alluded when I spoke of the Customs regulations.
But the fact of the matter is that our farmers have got to
day that protection under the Fertilisers Act and under the
Customs regulations. This motion does not pretend or in-
tend, in any way whatever, to do away with that protec-
tion, but it is introduced with a view to enable the farmer to
obtain those artificial manures more cheaply than they
are able to obtain them to-day, and anyone who
knows anything about the principle of protection
knows that the duty is imposed simply for the pur-
pose of enabling those parties who could not otherwise
manufacture them to be able to manufacture them. I do
not wonder that members of the Government and members
on that aide of the House consider this is a blow against
their protective policy, knowing that such an action as this,
if it were adopted by this House, would be a condemnation
of the whole protective policy. I do not wonder that they
object to it, and that, knowing the weakness of the argu
mente which they would have to lay before thi fHouse

they prefer to meet this motion by a vote instead of answer-
ing it by argument or by showing that they are right on
the question. I know very well that they cannot answer
it by argument, and I also know very well that they will
not attempt to do so, but I fear greatly that by their party
discipline they will be able to vote the motion down, not-
withstanding that I and others on this side of the House
have supported it by argument and will endorse it by our
vote. .

Mr. FE RGUSON (Welland). Mr. Speaker, as the
author of the notorious Fertiliser Bill of 1884, it may be
perhaps necessary that I should say a few words on this
subject. I may say that my object in introducing that Bill
was not to protect the manufacturer of either super-
phosphates or fertilisers, but to proteet the farmers of the
country from imposition and robbery at the bands of their
American neighbors. If those gentlemen who have spoken
on the other side desire to protect the farmer they must
protect him by either prohibiting the importation of artifi-
cial manures which are entirely valueless, or by analysing
ail those imported. This is the only protection you can
give the farmer. In my own county, which is situated
close to Buffalo, the farmers were in the habit of buying a
great many kinds of manure from manufacturers in the
States. After investigation I found that the laws in each
one of the States imposed an analysis on the manures which
were sold in the State, but manures intended for expor-
tation were not to be analysed at al[, so that ail the refuse
from American factories was imported into this country.
I found that the law to analyse fertilisers was passed in South
Carolina, Georgia, and other States, and that nearly every
State of the Union, for its own protection, passed the same
law to prevent and prohibit the importation of worthless
fertilisers from an adjoining State. It is important for this
House to know that by the laws of each State of the Union
an examination by a chemist is imposed on ail those ferti-
lisers, and the article is made to answer to a certain stand-
ard. The fertilisers manufactured in the United States and
which is intended for exportation, has not to be analysed at
ail. This was my object in introducing the Fertiliser Bill,
and it was also the object of an import duty upon such com-
modities. I may say that fertilisers which cannot be manu-
factured in this country, such as guano and some others,
are now allowed to come in free of duty.

Mr. Mo MULLEN. How is that? Why is duty imposed?

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). You will find that a great
many fertilisers are allowed in duty free. I am not pre-
pared to name them now, but I think the Minister of Ons-
toms will be able to give the list.

An hon. MEMBER. Why do they collect duty then?

Mr. BOWELL. They don't.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Those fertilisers which are
exempted are known to be pure and of good quality. In
support of the position which I hold here, I may say that
not one of the American fertilisers examined by our
analyste came up to the standard. They were ail of inferior
quality and unfit for use by the farmers of this country,
Permit me to say again (and I do not intend to prolon g the
discussion) that the object of every member of this House
who i interested in the welfare of the farrming industry-
the most important industry in this country-ought to be
to protect our farmers against imposition and fraud at the
hands of his neighbors of the United States. This is the
object of the duty upon fertiliser. And if we had not that

, duty upon fertilisere we would have ali kinds of inferior
etuff sent over to be purchased by our Canadian farmers.

Mr. MULOQK. Does not your Act apply to the imported
articles ?
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Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Analysis might be had of

those imported articles.
Mr. MULOCK. It must be had.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). You might apply analysis

to those fertilisers, but until some further legislation is had
to prevent imposition and fraud upon the farmers of this
country by our neighbors across the line, and to prevent
them sending spurious stuff over here, I do not think we
can do any better than we are doing now in the interest of
the farmer.

Mr. MULOCK. Would the hon. gentleman say whether
the Act of 1884, which he had passed, does not require the
imported article to be analysed the same as the manufac-
tured article ?

Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention
to discuss whether the protective policy is for the benefit
of the country or not, or whether the system of protection
is, or is not, for the benefit of people engaged in commerce,
in manufactures, or for the benefit of the agriculturists.
That question has been imported into this debate, and I may
remark that it has been decided long ago by this country
that the policy of protection is for the benefit of all classes.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. HAGGART. Well, it is acknowledged to be, at any

rate, and it will for a number of years, I venture to say, be
the policy of this country. One of the hon. gentlemen
opposite has introduced a motion by which he points out
that it bears particularly hard upon a certain class of the
community to impose a duty on manufactured manures
coming into this country. What are mineral manures?
They are principally composed of two ingredients. Phos.
phate of lime and sulphuric acid. The whole value of themi
to the agricultural community depends upon the quantity
of the superphosphate of lime in them. In this country,
strange to say, we bave the largest deposits of phosphate
of lime in any part of the world, and that in its purest and
best form. It has been exported continuously from this
country to Great Britain and Germany and other parts.
We have the material for the manufacture of such an article,
with the greatest percentage of phosphate of lime lying at
our very doors. The other ingredient necessary to make
superphosphate of lime (as is known to every individual
who has studied the question) is sulphuric acid, We were
in the habit of importing that and manufacturing it out of
the sulphur found in Sicily and in the southern part of Italy.
It has been f ound that we have lots of material in our
own country-iron pyrites and copper pyrites, which con-
tain sulphuric acids-which eau be extracted cheaper than
by bringing the sulphuric acid from Sicily to this country. So
much is this the case that American capitalists have invested
Iargely in the copper mines which abound in the neighbor-
hood of Capelton They had been in the habit of working
those mines and carrying the ore to New York, there ex-
tracting the sulphuric acid and returning it back to this
country. By the policy of the Government we have coin-
pelled them to erect sulphuric acids works in Canada. The
sul phuric acid is now being manufactured here out of mate.
rini found in the country, and it can be manulactured cheaper
than any imported from a foreign country. We have, then,
all the materials in this country necessary for the manu-
facture of the commodity. We have the raw phosphates
and the sulphuric acids in our country in abundance. We
send them to foreign countries-to Germany and Great
Britain. Is not the policy which would develop that trade
and cause the manufacture of that article in this country
not one for the benefit of the country ? Is it one that would
increase the ý alue of the article to agriculturists? It is the
ëame as any article manufactured in this ccuntry which is
native to the country, and which it would be to the benefit
of the counti y to start the manufacture of. The consequence

Mr. FERGUsoN (Welland).

of this policy will be that in a few years we can manufac-
ture superphosphate cheaper than it is possible for it to be
imported from any foreign country. We can supply not
only our own demand, but we can send superphosphates to
other countries. The result will be another illustration of
what again and again hEs been repeated, of the benefits
which the system of protection will confer on this country.

Mr. WELSH. The question of fertilisers is a question in
which I have always taken a deep interest, and it is one
which I consider to be of great importance to the farmers
of this country. Looking over the Hansard for 1887, I find
that the Minister of Finance introduced an item imposing
a duty of $6 per ton on artificial manures. I objected to it
at once, and made a motion to have it taken off, and, after
considerable debate on the question, it was taken off. I see
that that motion was seconded by my hon. friend froin
North York (Mr. Mulock) who has brought up a motion
to-day to remove the duty of 20 per cent. altogether. I
have much pleasure in supporting that motion. The agri-
cultural interests of this country are, I suppose, of greater
importance than any other interests in the country. My
hon. friend from North Lanark (Mr. Haggart) bas said
that the manufacturers are able to manufacture these ferti-
lisers in this country more cheaply than they can be manu-
factured in any foreign country. If so, what is the use of keep-
ing on a duty of 20 per cent. a ton ? The people of this country
are not fools enough to import fertilisers and pay 20 per cent.
a ton more for them than they could get them at their own
door. My hon. friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson) speaks of
the quality of the imported fertilisers. Well, I do not see what
that has to do with the duty. You can analyse these ferti-
lisers if you like, and see that no inferior quality comes
into the country; but that is no argument for the duty.
My hon. friend from Wellington said that ho had visited
Prince Edward Island, and he had never seen a finer farm-
ing country, but that if we had not the resource of the
mussel-muck to apply to our land, we would have been in a
very poor condition. I quite agree with him, and I hope
those decayed oyster-beds, commonly called mussel-muck,
will continue to provide the farmers of Prince Edward
Island with a fertiliser. There is no doubt that as time
goes on, we shall need to import fertilisers more largely for
the improvement of our land; and I do hope that as the
late hon. Finance Minister thought proper to withdraw bis
proposition to place a duty of $6 a ton on fertilisers in
1887, the Government will see their way clear to removing
the duty altogether in the interest of the farming commu-
nity of this Dominion. I hardly know what amount of
revenue bas been received from this duty. but I decidedly
recommend the Government to take it off. I have not
studied the subject very much, but when the subject comes
up in committee we shall be able to bring further proof of
the necessity of removing the duty.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). To those who are interested
in the farmer's occupation, I think one thing must be patent
in listening to the discussions from the other side of the
House, that is, that hon. gentlemen opposite think that the
farmers are a class of people who specially want to be taken
care of. If there is a patent agent, or a seed wheat agent
to be looked after, there is a committee appointed to look
after the farmer's interest to see that he is not imposed on.
My hon. friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson) comes ont on
another line. He says the farmers in bis neighborhood are
so innocent and green that they buy those bad superphos-
phates made in Buffalo which are below the grade made in
Canada, and he supports the Goverunment in keeping the
duty on, because those farmers do not know enough to buy
the better article; and when my hon. friend the Postmaster
General took the fleîd, I was reminded of the ancient his-
tory of the early discussions on the National Policy. Again
we had golden promises of what was going to happen in the
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future, how we were going to manufacture sulphuric aci
more cheaply than it could be manufactured in Sicily o
anywhere else, and how we were going to develop ou
resources and send it all over the world. In the meantime
the farmer has to pay the price that a few manufacturer
impose, and wait a little longer for the good time that i
said to be coming. Now, Sir, I think it is time we facec
this question on a different basis. If we have these grea
undeveloped natural resources in this country, as I an
p roud to think we have-and I agree with the hon. th
Postmaster General in every statement he has made witl
respect to the value of our beds of phosphates, and
our pyrites from which we manufacture sulphurie acid s(
cheaply-I wish to ask the House where the distinct protec
tion of the National Policy to the farmer comes in ? Whe,
this subject was discussed in the early days, we fonnd that al
most every product of agriculture was placed in a schedule
in which we invited a free exchange with the United States
and we have left that invitation there, so that if the Unite
States allowed our products to enter that country duty free
we should be bound te do the same with respoct te theiz
products. Is that the protection the National Policy givek
to the farmer ? We, on this side, have said that that woulc
be good for the farmer; but we ask the principle to be ex
tended a little further. We say, if the farmer is to sell in
competition with all the world on even terms, give us a
chance to buy on even terms, and then we will ask no favor,
but take an open field. It struck me, when the hon. mem.
ber for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) spoke on this question, thal
he gave away the whole case of the manufacturers of sul-
phuric acid, and I will tell you why. He says that their
business has so developed that, to their own surprise, they
were able to send the sulphuric acid into the United States,
to compete with the article manufactured there. Would it
not be better for the Government to place that article
in the list of free exchange with the Americans with
the products of the farmers, and let us have compe-
tition? The Americans are talking about retaliation
pretty lively just now, and suppose they just clap a duty on
that sulphuric acid going io the United States, what
would be the result? These manufacturers in my lon.
friend's county, who, I am glad to hear, are manufacturing
sulphurie acid so cheaply, would suddenly find their Ameri-
can market gone, and the result would be that their market
would be limited to Canada. Everyone knows that the
initial difficulty is that when you place the
cost of these manures parallel with the price the
farmer gets for his products, their cost is too
high to enable him to use them successfully and
profitably in hie general agricultural crops. But if
yon will give him a chance to get those artificial
manures at the lower rate, but still containing a fair and
honest percentage of valuable manurial agent, they will
immediately go into general consumption, but this waiting
upon and protecting the manufacture of superphosphates or
anything else, and keeping up prices is, in the meantime, an
obstruction to the general consumption of those articles.
Everyone knows that the farmers of this country have
to take the advantage of every conceivable mode of cheapen-
ing production, as they cannot look forward to a continued
range of the high prices which heretofore have existed
in the markets ot the world, and they will have to bring
their ingenuity to bear in the production of every article,
both to cheapen the cost of production and increase the
production per acre. There are only two ways of doing
that. With the advantages of labor.saving agricultural
imachinery they are able on that side to reduce the cost of
production, but every farmer knows that the protection
given by labor-saving machinery is a limited pro-
tection. If, by any means, youe can supplement that
by the use of cheap agricultural fertilisers, with a fair
Ehare Of fertilising ingredient in them, you place with-

d in reach of the farmer another means by which he can
r increase the income from his farm, because if you eau in-
r croase the production per acre from 15 bushels, which may
e, bejust a paying quantity, to 'W bushels, that means a clear
s profit of 5 bushels to the farmer. I ask the Government
s to take these matters into consideration. I ask them:
d Where is the protection to the farmer to come in, assuming,
t as the hon. the Postmaster General has said, that the
m National Policy bas come to stay ? If it has corne to stay,
e give the farmers a fair chance along with other people. Do
h not make them the field upon which every man who
d lias a particular interest to advance shall march to the
o Government and ask that another 20 per cent. be added to
- the farmer's taxation, and so much moi e money be taken
n out of his hard earnings. Let the blessings of the National
- Policy be extended to the farmer as wull as to those who in-
, vest their capital in manufactures. So far as I am personally
; concerned, 1 deny the charge that we, on this aide of the
d House, are hostile to the manufactuirers. But I say that there
, are other intereste that deserve a fair share of protection at
tr the hande of the Government, and I ask the Government, in
s the interests of four -fifths of our population, that
d they should not be asked to pay tribute exclusively
- to the other fifth, but should have a fair chance
n to share in t:e benefits of the National Policy.
a Do not ask us to wait for a good time to-morrow. The
, artificial fertiliser businéss may be a small one at present,
- and I am free to say it is a small one, but we know that
t the farmers are slow to change their ways; and supposing
- you took off the duty to-morrow, I do not say that the con.
r sumption of fertilisers would go ahead by bounds, or that

they would immediately become to the farmers all that
, some parties claim they would. But I say that if the

Governmont persistently continues this course of repression
towards the farmers and leaves him at the mercy of every
individual who thinks he as an interest to advance, and
which can only be advanced to his exclusive benefit and
their detriment, the farmers cannot be expected always to
wait, and that the position of the agricultural interests to-
day is such in this country and everywhere over the broad
face of the world that we are face to face with an era of
low prices without the probability of any immediate change;
that the markets of the old country, though they are free
to everybody, are not so favorable to us as they were ton
years ago, because to-day the facilities for distributing
supplies are such that the mother country draws her
supplies from the ends of the earth. 1[ask the Government
whether it is not pushing the National Policy too far, and
whether it might not be wise and fair for thom to take into
account the position of our agricultural population and do
something to show that thoir vaunted policy is not worked
exclusively in the interest of the manufacturer, and to the
detriment of our agricultural population.

Mr. FOSTER. The debate bas taken a wide range, far
wider than the specific subject which called it forth would
warrant. The question has been very exhaustively treated
on both aides, and I imagine those who are in favor of the
resolution have brought forward their beat arguments and
put them in their best manner. I cannot help saying that,
so far as their presentment of the case is concerned, I do
not think it bas been strong enough to induce the Govern.
ment to change its policy with regard to this matter. l the
first place, a great deal has been said with referenco to the
large amount of duty which the farmer has to pay. Well,
I find in looking over the returns that the whole amount of
duty paid last year was the immense sum of $2,491. That
certainly is not a very large burthon. But hon. gentle-
men say that the import would be greater if the duty
were taken off. Yet in the next breath they say, and it is
a strong argument, that artificial rnanure is a thing which
it is dangerons to experiment with, that it should be experi-
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mented with in very small quantities and upon a very
limited area, and that of all manures, the natural manures,
so to speak, are by far the best, and are most largely con-
samed. It has also been shown upon this side of the House,
and shown very conclusively, and I think it will be patent
to the experience of those who are practical mon in the
matter, that the fertilisers which come from the other side
have been of a poorer quality than the excellent material
we have here, and which is now about to be worked up in
large quantities, gives warrant of being produced here.
Then again, I think it bas been shown conclusively that there
are few countries in the world, if there are any, which have
such magnificent deposits of the natural raw material for
the making of artificial fertilisers as tho Dominion
has. Not only is that known in this country, not
only is that being utilised in this country, but I
find that last year we exported of phosphates alone to the
value of about $400,000. My bon friend from North York
(Mr. Mulock) read a list of the articles which were allowed
in free by the United States. If ho will turn to our tariff ho
will find that those sane articles, with almost no exception,
are lot free into this country, which go into the manufacture
of artificial fertilisers. Sulphuric acid is not admitted free;
but, on the other hand, as was conclusively shown, sulphuric
acid is being more largely manufactured in this country.
The facilities for manufacturing it are of a very superior
kind, and we are manufacturing it now so as not only to
supply our own market but also to export to our neighbors.
Hon. gentlemen say if sulphnric acid can be made bore and
sent to the New England States, why is it necessary to have
aduty upon it? And why not, on the same argument, take
away the duty upon fertilisers? There is a great differ-
once between the starting of an industry and the industry
after it bas had years to grow to a large state of develop-
ment, and the whole argument in favor of the protection of
industries is based very largely upon the recognition of that
distinction, Therefore, taking these things into consider-
ation, I do not think, as far as the case has been made ap-
parent to the flouse, that any ground has been made for the
passage of this resolution or for any change in the tariff law
in accordance with this resolution. I am not going to take
up the time of the -House in debating the matter further.
I thought it had been debated thoroughly before I arose to
suggest these few considerations.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The position taken by the hon.
the Minister of Finance is precisely what we would have
expected ho would take on this question, The hon. gentle-
man is a pronounced protectionist, and, as a pronounced
protectionist, ho finds it necessary to extend the same pro-
tection to those who are undertaking to engage in this bus-
iness as bas been extended to others, altogether apart from
the interest of the consumer. The hon. gentleman has, in
this question, done precisely what hon. gentlemen on that
side have for a series of years. They have altogether over-
looked the intereste of the consuming population of this
country, and have confined their attention exclusively to
the interests of those who have been engaged in initiating
these enterprises. The hon. gentleman tells us that the pro-
ducers of sulphuric acid and of other things which enter
into the production of these artificial fertilisers are the pro-
moters of infant industries, and that it is necessary to ex-
tend to them now a protection which will not be necessary
whon they cease to be infant industries. It is a remarkable
fact that, in this country as well as elsewhere, ail the in-
dustries which are lostered as infant industries remain fos-
tered whether they are infant industries or not; and, if the
hon. gentleman should remain Finance Minister for a long
time to come, I have no doubt that he would find at the end
of his time the same necessity for the care of the Govern-
ment being exercised over these infant industries as at the
present day. The hon, gentleman has repeated iere, as

Mr. FosTza

the Postmaster General did, an argument used by Mr.
Mille in the first place, but misused by the hon. gentle-
man, and misused by bis colleague-that such in-
dustries may be entitled or may require to re-
ceive from the Government consideration which,
after they have been established, after the experi-
ments have been performed, after the parties who are em-
ployed in them have acquired the necessary skill, lhey
would not be entitled to claim. Well, the hon. gentleman
has not shown that there is any special skill, that there is
any long series of experiments, that there is any necessary
knowledge to acquire here that has not been already ac-
quired wherever these manufacturing industries have been
carried on. The hon. gentleman has not taken the firet
stop to satisfy the House that in this country, in order that
these industries may be properly established by seocuring
persons of the necessary skill in their employment, they
should be supported in the way which the hon gentleman
mentions. I think that all the information the House has
had before it on this question, and the information giv7en by
the press in relation to these manufacturing establishments,
show that they are as competent to carry on, with due
economy, industry and capi al, these manufacturing works
to-day as they will be in a quarter of a century hence, alto-
gother apart from any further discovery or improvement
which may be made in the appliances of the manufacture,
These people have not to provide any new kind of machine-
ry-that is, any new process of manufacturing the particu-
lar articles from which these fortilisers are obtained. They
have all the necessary information to-day, as well as the
results of what has been accomplished elsewhere, as if they
had a quarter of a century for their experiments. It seeme
to me that the hon. gentleman overlooks altogether the in-
terest of the farming population. In the interest of
the manufacturers, he permits the raw material to be
brought into the country free of duty ; ho permits
the cotton manufacturer to import raw cotton free of
duty; ho permits the woollen manufacturer to import
the wool free of duty ; but ho will not permit the farmer
to have the same opportunities; ho will not allow him to
import what ho requires, in order that he may obtain the
largest return from the smallest expenditure of money.
No; ho imposes a protective tariff on the raw materials,
which are necessary to the farmer for the production of
his crop. The farmer's crop is a manufacture as far as the
farmer is concerned. The fertilisers which ho uses, the
agricultural machinery and so .on which ho employs are
the appliances by which that manufactured article is pro-
ducod. And yet the hon. gentleman will not permit the
farmer to have the same opportunities as ho grants to other
classes. He will not apply to the farmer the same policy
which he applies to the manufacturer. He applies to the
manufacturer a wholly different policy from that which ie
applies to the farmer, and, that being so, I say ho is not.
consistent in his policy when ho undertakes to impose on
these articles duties which he would not impose if the same
articles were being imported in the interest of the manu-
facturer. The hon. gentleman overlooks the fact that the
farmer has something to learn, that ho does not always
adopt what is immediately best in his own interest, that it
is in the interest of the Government not to put impediments
in the way of the improvement of agricultural methods,
that it is against the intereste of the country that the
Government should adopt such a policy. Yet, whenever
the Government imposes a duty on anything which tends
to make the farm more productive and more fertile, it must
be aware that it is discouraging the use of fertilisers to that
extent, and that in that manner it is injuring the advanced
style of farming. Look at the number of persons who are
engaged in agriculture in this cuntry. Look at the amount
j of capital in real estate which is represented by the agricul-
urits tof this country; and yet the hon. gentleman proposes,
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i the interest of the smallest fractional part of the popula-

tion, to put burdens on all the farmers and to put impedi-
ments in the way of improved agriculture in order that one
or two manufacturing establishments should represent larger
profits to their shareholders than they would otherwise do.
The fair amount which they should derive is that which
they would obtain by the sale of their products in a free
market. If you, by the interference of the Government,
increase the price which they have to pay, you take from
those who consume the article some portion of that
additional price, and you hand that over to thoee who
never earned it. That is what the Government are doing
to-day; and it is in the interest of agriculture, and
in the interest of every man who sits either on
this side or that, representing an agricultural constituency,
to defend the people against any one who undertakes to
do this, in the interest of a few men about -whom we know
mothing, who do not belong to this country, whoee interests
we are not specially conoerned in promoting. If the
Government and the supporters of the Government adopt a
policy of that sort to increase the price of the production of
these manufacturing establishments at the expense of the
farming population, there is not a representative of a farm-
ing constituency in this House who supports that policy
who will not be a marked man at the next election. The
farming population are becoming awake to this. Their
lands have been diminished in value, and they have been
impoverished by the operation of this policy. Their farms
have not increased in value in consequence of the policy
which they accepted. In fact, there is no portion of the
country with which I am aquainted in which farming lands
have not diminished in value since the adoption of the
National Policy. They have diminished in value during the
past five years at least 30 per cent.-

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I challenge the hon. gentleman

to appoint a committee and to bring before this Iouse re-
presentatives of the various loan companies of this country,
and I can establish to a demonstration the fact that agri-
cultural lands during the paet five years have diminished
at least 30 per cent, in value. They have diminished in
consequence of the policy which the Government hu pur.
sued, a policy that has been inimical to the interests of the
agriculturiets of this country, and it is of the first import-
ance to the people of this country that these men should be
unburdened so far as it is possible to unburden them. Isee
before me the Minister of Agriculture; the hon. gentleman
knows well that what I state is a fact with regard to the
value of real estate. Why, Sir, let him consult the Brio
Company, let him consult the Dominion Loans and Saving
Society, let him consult any one of the large loaning com-
punies of the city in which ho resides, he will receive but
une answer from them, and that answer will be in accord-
ance with the statement I have made. Then, I say, that
being the case, it is of the first importance to the intereste
of the farming population that whatever enters into the
consumption of the agriculturists should have the duty
diminished. To take the duty off these fertilisers is the first
stop towards the relief of the farmer, and it will be
the first stop towards securing a botter system of agricul-
ture, and encouraging a botter system of farming than has
hitherto prevailed. And if we have those natural ferti-
lisers in this country, and if they can be produced as cheaply
as has been said, they do not require the interference of the
Government in order to secure their protection. Capital
will be attracted in that direction, capital will be invested
in working thcse phosphate mines, and in the preparation
of the material for the use of the farming population of this
country. Men will devote their money to that which will
pay best if they are let alone; all the Government has to do
1s to louve these parties alone, and they will invest their
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money wisely, if the hon. gentleman is correct, it will be a
wise iivestment. Lot them manage their business economi-
cally, but let not the Govern ment impose a burden upon the
farming population in order that the manufacturers may
reap a profit which they could not obtain otherwise on
account of extravagant and improvident management.

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

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5:55 p. m.

HOJSE OF COMMONS.

TuEsDAY, 12th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clook.

PairEaE.

FIRST READINGS.
Bill (No. 19) to incorporate the &sminiboia, Edmonton and

Unjiga Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)
Bill (No. 20) to incorporate the Hawkesbury Lumber

Company.-(Mr. Labrosse.)
Bill (No. 21) respecting the New Brunswick and Prince

Edward Railway Company, and to change the name of the
Company to the New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island
Railway Company.-(hir. Wood, Westmoreland.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Assets and Debenture
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Edgar.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Dominion Life Assurance
Company.-(Mr. Trow.)

Bill (No. 25) to amend the Act to incorporate the Boiler
Inspection and Insurance Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Brown.)

OTTAWA AND MONTREAL BOOM COMPANY.

Mr. GIROUARD moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
23) to incorporate the Ottawa and Montreal Boom Company.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the hon. gentleman explain that
Bill ?

tr. GIROUARD. Certain gentlemen ask for power to
purchase or acquire any wharves, piers, elides, dams,
booms, or other improvements in the River Ottawa, from
the Chaudière Falls to the north-western end of the Island
of Montreal, and to construct any dam, slide, wharf, pier or
other work necessary to facilitate the transmission and
towing of rafts, timber, railway ties,cedars and sawlogs, down
the Ottawa River, and to blast rocks, dredge, or remove,
shoals or other impediments, or otherwise improve the
navigation of the said river, upon pay ment of componstion
to any individual injured thereby.

Motion agteed to, and Bill read the first time.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS.
Mr. RYKERT moved:

That the Public Accounts for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1888,
the report of the Auditor General on Appropriation Accounts for the
sarne year, the statement of the Governor GeneralPs warrants issued
and expenditure made on the same since last Session of Parliament
and a statement of the expenditure on account of miscellaneous anâ
unforeueen ex naes from lst July, 1888, to 31st January, 1889, bu re-
ferred to the Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts.

Motion agreed to.
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SUPPLY.

Mr. FOSTE R moved that the flouse resolve itself into
Committee of Supply.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think that the hon.
gentleman can make that motion. When the hon. gentle-
man read the Message from fHis Excellency the Governor
General on the Estimates the other day, he did not give any
notice that ho would move the flouse into Committee, or
that these Estimates should be referred to, the Committee of
Supply. Without sncb motion it is quite impossible for the
hon. gentleman to now move that the House go into Com-
mittee of Supply. The hon. gentleman will see, on looking
at Hansard, that no such motion was made.

Mr. POSTER I think I made that motion. I remember
that it was agreed upon by the bon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), that there would be no
objection to our going into Supply to-day.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There would be no objection if
the bon. gentleman had made the necessary motion, but ho
did not. I was giving special attention to the hon. gentle-
men's statement at the time, and I heard no such motion
made.

Mr. LAURIER. This question involves a point of pro-
cedure which should be at once settled. It must be ad-
mitted, as a matter of fact, that no such motion was made
at the time, though it is entered in the Votes and Proceed-
ings as having been made. I understand that the Clerk of
the House entered the motion as having been made as a
matter of course, taking it for granted that it was made. I
do not know how far the Clerk will be justified, though I do
not wish at all to censure him, in entering such motion.
As a matter of fact it was not made.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The rule is laid down in Mr.
Bourinot's work as follows:-

" The answer to the Speech having been agreed to, a Minister of the
Crown-always the Minister of Finance when he is present-will propose
the two following resolutions in accordance with the Order of 1874:
' That the House will in future appoint the Oommittees of Supply and of
Ways and Means at the commencement of every Session.'

1. " That this Bouse will on ......... next resolve itself into a Com-
mittee to consider of the supply to be granted to Her Majesty ;

2. " That this ouse will on ......... next resolve itselfmito a Com-
mittee to consider of the ways and meanh for raising the supply to be
granted to Her Majesty.

''Before the House goes actually into Committee of Supply, the
Finance Minister will bring down the Estimates by Message from the
Governor General, and when the Message has been read in English and
French by Mr. Speaker, or by a clerk at the Table, the Minister will
move 'that the said Message, together with the Etimates accompanying
the same, be referred to the Committee ofSupply.' "

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I find by the records of
this louse that, on Friday last,

" On motion of Mr. Foster, the said Message and Estimates were
referred to the Oommittee of Supply."

This appears in the Votes and. Proceedings, and, if any
objection is taken, it should be taken the next day. The
Votes and Proceedings are furnished to every member for
the purpose of enabling him to make objections if he de-
sires, and, if no objection is taken, the Votes and Proceed-
ings of the preceding day are taken as being read and ap-
proved of. That is the usual practice, and it seems to me
necessary to ask what object the hon. gentleman has in
interrupting the proceedings in the manner ho is doing.
The hon. gentleman knows that the Clerk of the House, for
the convenience of the House, prepares a series of motions
which are intended to put the House in working order. I
cannot recollect, myself, whether this particular motion
was made or not, but I find here on the records that it was
made. and 1 think the House will accept the report laid
before it and not objected to at the time on the ground of
inaccuracy.he od

Mr. LAURIER I ama sure my hon. friend (Mir. Mills)
has no object in this matter other than to see tbat the law
is perfectly observed, and for that, of course he must have
an authority greater even than that of the Prime Minister
himself. But the Clerk informs me that he has followed
the practice who has been adopted for five years past; that
the motion has never been made, but that it has been taken
for granted that it has been made. That is a sign that the
Government has been falling into very loose habits, and, if
we have referred to this matter, it is not to interrupt the
business, but to see that the law is properly carried out for
all parties, including even the Government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad to learn that
the Opposition have been able to find one fault on the part
of the Government, and I am sure the House will agree that
it is a very small fault, if it be a fault at all. It was
understood, however, that this was according to the ordinary
rule, and that we would go on with the Committee of Supply
to-day.

Mr. LAURIER. We are quite willing to go on to-day;
but I would call the attention of the Minister of Finance to
this point before we go into Committee of Supply. As we
are following the English practice in this matter of going
into Committee of Supply before the Budget Speech is
delivered, we should also follow the English practice and go
into such items only which are matters of administration,
and leave all those items which entail principles or
policy until after the Budget Speech has been delivered.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Any very important item
which does not immediately affect the administration of
affairs will stand over, not of necessity, but as a matter of
convenience, and because it is expedient that it should be
s0.

Mr. LAURIER. I am sure the hon. gentleman will ad-
mit that it would be very inconvenient, before the Budget
Speech is delivered, to go into matters involving general
policy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, that is quite true.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). My point of order was that the
Rules of the House required this motion to be made first,

Mr, SPEAKER. Do I understand that the point of order
is withdrawn ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman wants a deci-
sion, it places me in a very awkward position. I must
take as correct the proces verbal which is laid before the
House. It was laid before the flouse as early as yesterday,
and the attention of the Speaker or of the House not having
been called to this irregularity, I must take it that the
proces verbal is correct. It is now alleged that the motion
was not proposed or put, although entered by the clerk pro
formd, as it bas been done for four or five years past. I
do not think it advisable to stop the proceedings of the
House on this alleged irregularity. In the meantime I
hope that this incident will be taken notice of, and that in
future members will be more careful in following the strict
rales laid down in the Rules and Orders of the House.

Motion agreed to, and flouse resolved itself into Com-
mittee of Supplyi

(In the Committee.)

Obarges of Management........ .............. $184,283 18

Mr. LAURIER. In the absence of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), I would ask
the Minister of Finance to allow this item to standâ
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Governor General's Secretary's Office............ $9,950

Mr. FOSTER. With reference to this item, there is
nothing but four statutory increases of $50 each, making a
total increase of $200.

Mr. LAURIER. Io there any change in the staff of the
office ?

Mr. FOSTER. There is no change in the staff.

Privy 0ouncil Office......................... $26,492 50

Mr. FOSTER. There is a decrease in this to the amount
of $100. There are eleven statutory increases at $50,
making $550; one statutory increase at 830; and a promo-
tion provided for, making an increase of $300, or, in ail,
$880 in increases. The decreases are shown in the
difference between Mr. McBride's salary and the vote of
last year, making a difference of $180, and the transfer of
one messenger, making the total decreases $980, or a net
decrease of $100.

Mr. LAURIER. I suppose that is the effect of the
change in the management of the finances of the country.

Mr. FOSTER. We will take it so.

1

Department of Justice......... . .... ................... $20,707 50 vading the department which I think is unfair to the people
Mr. FOSTER. In this item there is an increase of of the country. I think an individual bringing a case

8652.50-three statutory increases at $50, $150; one at against the Government, or if the Government brings an
837.50, a broken term; one at $15, broken term; a promo- aetion, and parties have been put to a great expense-as
tion from first class to chief, that of Mr. Fraser, from $1,650 in a case that i could nane, if necessary-and to a great
to $1,850; and one from the third to second class, Mr. deal of delay, I think, whon the highest courts in the
Blakader, $1,700, making in all the sum I stated. lu the country, liko the Supreme Court, has decided in favor of
Penitentiaries Branch there is one statutory increase of $50. the people, that it is a gross injustice to the people-

.I . except in case of fraud-for the Government to resist.
Mr. McMULLEN. I would like some information in I think the individual should get his money without

regard to the expenses under this item in connection with any further litigation, because, when it is carried to the
the suit with the St. Catharines Milling and Lumbering Co. Privy Council, when the country is put to an enormous
I notice that a considerable amount has been spent upon expenso, the Government is found to be fighting the people
that suit, and I would like to have some information on that with the very money of the people themselves. Now, there
point, is another feature about this. I do not know whether any

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The bon. gentleman bas moved hon. gentleman rcferred, while I was out, to the St.
for a return on that subject. It is nearly prepared, and I Catharines Miing and LumberingCo. Itappearsto me there
suppose it will be down to-morrow. It has nothing what- is a case that the Govero mont ought not to have taken up,
ever to do with the business of the department. It is of which they ought not to piy the expenses, and that in a
outside litigation, not conducted by the department, and is case like that we should let the litigants fight it out them-
placed in the hands of counsel. selves.

Mr. LAURIER I cannot help remarking that we are Sir JO RN THOMPSON. As regards the past year, I may
getting to be a very litigious country. We are here eharged explain that only one case has been taken to appeal by the
with something over $80,000 in legal fees and expenses. In Government from the decision of the Supreme Court of
the Province of Quebec we are called a litigatious people Canada-that is the case which the hon. gentleman mon-
bocause we are descendants of the Normans. We have the tioned-and the appeal has resulted in establishing the
reputation in the Old Country of being fond of litigation; right of Canada to e recouped a sum of money at least
and, to my personal knowledge, I am satisfied we have not seven times as large as the cost of the whole litigation of
gone back upon the tradition of our ancestors. But I am the year.
atraic that spirit is becoming contagious, andiseextending
to other parts of the Dominion, because $0,000 in one year
for fees and legal expenses is certainly an enormous amount.
I suppose the largest part of the money went into the
pockets of the lawyers, and, therefore, beng one, I can-
not complain; but perhaps the ratepayers of this country
will find that it would be advantageous to the country if
somehow or other these expenses were curtaiied.

Sir JOHN THOMPSOT. No doubt there has been a
good deal of litigation within the last few years in the con-
duct of the Government, arising mainly from the expro-
priations necessary for public works, and defonding claims
arising therefrom. The whole amount, however, has been
saved seven times over by the defence of the single suit that
has been mentioned, that of the St. Catharines Milling and
Lumbering Co.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to make one remark in
relation to these legal expenses which the country has had

7

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no hesitation in telling the
hon. gentleman that the case to which I referred was one
that I saw mentioned the other day in the papers, a case in
which a claim has been made against the Government for
years past. The hon. gentleman will have it in hie mind's
eye; I do not care to name it here-although I can name
it, if required-but in that case I know, for a certain fact
-it was a case arising out of the Intercolonial Railway
affairs- Ur. Fraak Shanly was appointed arbitrator, and ho
decided against the Government. The Government refused
to pay it, as they refused to pay a great many other cases,
under similar circumstances. Then the person, after some
years. got a fiat, and within the last two or three monthe,
the Supreme Court of Canada-lir. Justice Fournier, I
believe, was the judge-decided against the Government,
and gave the litigant a verdict of $120,000. Now the
papers say that that case also is going to be appealed. I
do not know that it is different from any other case, but
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to pay. There is a litigatious spirit growing up in the Depart.
ment Of Justice. In the good old days of 0,olonel Bernard
we never had any appeals taken out of the highest courts of
Canada and decided adversely to the Government. But in
the presont days I find the Government are not satisfied
with judgments given by the highest court in Canada; and
if the newspapers are to be believed, they do tell the truth
sometimes.

Mr. LAURIER. The Herald, especially.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, it tells more truth than some

people like. But what I would observe is this: that there is a
tendency to appeal almost everything after the courts have
decided against the Administratiun of the day. Now, it strikes
me that the people's money should not be used to test the
people's rightsafter the highest courtin the landhasdecided
that the individual should get his money. I simply call
attention now to the growing tendency. It grew under the
deputy-headship of Mr. Lash; it had been growing under
the deputy-headship of Mr. Burbidge; and I am very much
afraid it is not going to fall off in its character for litigation
under the present deputy-head. They are all clever men ;
I do not pretend to speak in tho slighest manner disrespect-
fully of them, but it seems that a olicy of litigation is per-
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unless there is some grave injustice in i, I do think that,
as a matter of principle, the money of the people onght not
to be used to litigate individual claims that are made
against the Government when the courts of the country
have decided against the Administration.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The case to which the hon.
gentleman bas referred, if I am right in understanding his
reference, has not yet been decided by the Supreme
Court of Canada. It came before one judge sitting as an
Exchequer Judge ; there has been an appeal from him
to the Supreme Court itself. The appeal bas been taken
not only because the amount involved was a very large
one, but because ittdepended entirely upon the construction
of a statute; it was a question of law, and it involves not
merely the sum in litigation in that suit, but millions
besides. In a matter like that I think I am bound to advise
the Government, as I would a private suitor, to appeal, if the
Government bas a fair prospect of success and large amounts
depend upon the litigation. We have decided to test the
question in the highest court in the country, before submit-
ting to the decision.

Mr. MITCHELL. I take exception to the illustration
that the hon, gentleman bas given. He says that he would
feel bound to advise the Government in the same way that
he would advise a private suitor. Now, there is a distinction
between the two. In a matter in which the Government
is involved the Govtrnmcnt aie fighting individuals with
the people's money which they contribute in taxes; but in
the case of a private suitor he can take any course he likes,
as he has to i isk bis own money, and that is the distinction.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We use the money of the
people simply to defend the people's rights.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not fully comprehend the answer to
the objection raised by my hon. 1:iend from Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchol). It is understood that any party who las a
case against the Government is piaced au a great disadvan.
tage. ln the first place, le has to obtain the consent of the
Government to the appeaul be.ng taken. In the next place,
when the case is adjudicated upon by the first tribunal, it is
very often tken by the Government to the Supreme Court.
The hon. gentleman said that only one appeal was taken to
the Supreme Court. That may be true, but I believe there
have been several appeals taken, not only last year but in
several years previously, from the Exchequer Court to the
Supreme Court. In nine cases out of ton, almost invariably,
the Government have not been successful, and the awards
granted by the Exchequer Court have been maintained. It
seems to me that when a suitor bas the misfortune to be
compelled to go to law with the Government, when he las
had to undergo the ordeal of obtaining from the Govern-
ment the right to proceed, and when the court of first in-
stance bas decided in his favor, unless there is a clear and
manifest error, no appeal should be taken; in fact, if there is
only an errer which can be waived, pro and con, as to wbether
the decision should be maintained or reversed, there should
not be an appeal from the decision of the court, and if the
decision is in favor of the litigant it should be acquiesced
in by the Government.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is no ordeal undergone
by any citizen in obtaining a petition of right. He has simply
to file his petition, stating the cause of action, and, if he is on-
titled to a fiat, acording to principles perfectly well recog-
nised and established in all parts of the Empire, ho gets hisfiat
asa debt ofjustice from the Crown to him; it bas never been
refuased, and there bas never been any difficulty in getting
it unlems it has been in consequence of some previous litiga-
tion in which the party's right las already been exhausted.
As regards appeals from the Exchequer Judge, the hon.
gentleman is entirely misinformed, if ho is informed that

Mir. MITcHELL.

almost invariably the decisions of the Exchequer Judge have
been affirmed on appeal ;-more especially during last year,
in regard to which I suppose this discussion is taking place.
In a number of the cases the appeals have been successful,
and I say it without any disrespect whatever to the gentle-
man now exercising the functions of Exchequer Judge, or
to any one who exercised them in times past. Error is a
thing of which any human being may be capable, no matter
how high bis skill or how eminent bis attainments in his
profession. As regards what the hon. gentleman said with
respect to cases nicely balanced, and where the decision
may be one way or the other, I may say that in sncb cases
we generally advise against appeal; but to limit appeals
solely to cases of manifest error would be impossible, be-
cause it would be presumptuous in us to say that a manifest
error existed after trial by a tribunal such as the Exehequer
Court, and judgment there given. We exeróise in that
regard precisely the same judgment that a private counsel
would do in considering the interest3 of his suitor.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is where you do wrong, I think.

Mr. LAURIER. I am glad to learn that no ordeal has
now to be passed through by a suitor in seeking his fiat.
It was not so in former times, for, to my personal knowledge,
a party would be kept waiting six or seven months in
order to get it. I am glad to hear that sncb is not the cate
now.

Mr McMULLEN. This item of law costs is annually
increasing. I have been watching it ever since I took my
seat in the House, and it is quite evident that the lawyersi
are exercising too much influence on the Minister of Justice,
and that, whenever there is a little matter of litigation to
be attended to in the interests of the country, the lawyers
of that particular section exercise inflnence in order to get
a job and then charge an enormous fee. It is time a stop
was put to this state of things. It is not in the interest of
the conntry that every law firmi should look upon itself as a
barnacle on the State, prepared to suck what advantage it
can out of the people and draw upon the resources of the
country from time to time for payment for legal services.
In looking over the list of legal expenses I notice that there
are sixteen law firms which drew last year S8,488, or equal
to 83,666 each. I cannot believe tbat litigation to such un
extent is necessary in the interest of the country, or that
the Minister of Justice is so overcrowded with his duties as
to make it necessary to empiloy sixteen law firms at a cost
of nearly 860,000 a year. Last year the situation was not
quite so bad; the year before it was not so bad as last year;
this year is the worst yet. Then I notice that there were
employed 179 other law firms, throughout the country, to
do petty work, for which they drew sums from 82,000 down.
Altogether, the country paid $83,000 for law expenses. If
the Minister of Justice and the Government were disposed
to consider the interests of the people, they wonld be satisfied
that we bave reached a time in our history when it devolves
upon us to cut these items down seriously. i hope we will
not have any more sncb cases as that of the St. Cal harines
Milling Co., or any more such quarrels to fight. We are
tired of that kind of thing. it las been hanging on our
hands for three or four years, and a very large sumt bas
been paid under that head. I am glad to know we bave
reached the last court; if there was another court of appeal
open it would, no doubt, be taken there, but we have reached
the summit and eau go no further. Let us hope this item
will now be dropped from our annual report. I earnestly
hope, too, the Government will quit the present system. It
is absurd to have sixteen law firms drawing nearly $60,000
and 179 other smalt firme drawing the balance of the $83,-
000. 1 am not a lawyer, but I begin to think that the law-
yers on the other side of the House are exercising alto-
gether too much influence on the Government.
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Mr. MITCHELL. They are infant industries. Scotia, and ho knew that the Indian title would be in every
Mr. MoMULLEN. If they are infant industries, they Province of precisely the same character. We ail recognise

are growing up very rapidly, and last year assumned ast the Minister of Justice as an able lawyer, and as one who
proportions. is thoroughly conversant with the law of the country and

the principles of jurisprudence, and as one not likely toMr. MITCHELL. They are young lawyers. make a mistake in forming an opinion. I am inclined to
Mr. MoMULLEN. No doubt; we are paying very think that if the Minister of Justice would deal frankly

highly for brains employed, perhaps far more than would with us in the committee bore, and tell us the conclusions
be paid under ordinary circumstances. But, joking aside, at which ho arrived, that we would discover that the
this has become a very serious matter, and it is the duty of Minister of Justice himseolf was not individually
every hon. member te set bis face against the influence responsible for those appeals, but that ho was
exercised by lawyers on the Government to obtain suits overborne and governed in the matter by his chief,
and I hope, if hon. members on this side of the House get the First Minister, who insisted upon the Province of On-
into power, they will put a stop to the practice. tario being fought in every court before which it was

possible to put this claim in issc. But, Sir, the hon.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not exactly agree with the gentleman bas referred to a case in which ho says they

sentiment expressed by thehon. member for Northumberland have been recouped, or will be recouped in consequenco of
(Mr. Mitchell), who censured the Deputy Minister of Justice the judgment that was given by the Judicial Committee of
for these very large and increasing expenses. My opinion is the Privy Council. The hon. gentleman will see that there
that the responsibility rests elsewhere. The Minister of are a number of other items in connection with these legal
Justice bas referred to the justification for the suit against expenses which it is important that we should have ex-
the Province of Ontario, incidentally raised in the St. plained. For instance, bore we find Mr. Ferguson, during
Catharines Milling Co.'s case. and ttie hon. gentleman said the past year, receiving upwards of $3,000. I am not aware
they were amply justified in the appeal because they are that there were any important matters in litigation which
entitled to be recouped by the Province for the moneys Mr. Ferguson was called upon to conduct on behalf of the
expended in connection with the treaties made within the department. Was Mr. Ferguson engaged in doing work
limits of the Province of Ontario. The hon. gentleman that properly falls upon the Law Clerk and upon the clerks
made one important admission when ho gave utterance to of the department or the Deputy Minister of Justice ? The
that statement, namely, that the Province of Ontario, as hon, gentleman can tell us 'what Mr. Ferguson has done for
represented by its Government, always expressed willing- this sum of money. Then, again, we find that D. O'Connor
ness to pay that sum. In every instance when the question has received nearly $19,000 for law expenses. What im-
was before the courts, the Province of Ontario informed bon. portant services bas Mr. D. O'Connor, or bis firm, rendered
gentlemen opposite, or their counsel, that they were not dis- to the Government and to the people of this country for
posed to dispute the right of the Dominion to compensation for this large sum of money which he lias received? I1think,
the moneys expended in extinguishment of the Indian title. Sir, in looking over these legal expenses, we will find that
But that is not the question. The hon. gentleman who there are many large items that require explanation. As
leads the Government, the Prime Minister of Canada, is the regards the item for the case of the St. Catharines Milling
gentleman who is primarily responsible for all the expenses and Lumbering Co., we understand that. The question
which arise in connection with that case. The hon. gentle. bas been before the House and the country, and it has
man, in 1882, I think it was, informed the people of York, been discussed in the newspapers, but that large sum
and informed the people of the city of Toronto, that there of money which bas been paid Mr. O'Connor
was not one pound of mineral, there was not a stick of tim- bas not yet been explained. The large sum of money
ber, there was not a lump of earth north of the watershed paid Mr. Ferguson bas not been explained; and the very
that did not belong to the Dominion of Canada, and that it large surn of money that was paid to the partner of tho
was not the property of Ontario. If the bop. gentleman hon. the Minister of' Marine aud Fisheries bas not been
had always entertained that view there might have been explained. We find that Mr. Wallace Graham bas received,
some justification for the position taken by him; but, Sir, ut during the past year, $7,360 odd. I think, looking at the
the time that British Columbia was admitted into this relation which that bon. gentleman stands to the Minister
Union, the question as to the right of property in the soil, of Marine and Fisheries, that we are entitlel to a very full
whether it was in the Crown or whether it was in the explanation for this expenditure. We are entitled to know
Indian's in occupation, was raised, and the hon. the First what important services ho has readered the country for
Minister, who was then responsible for the negotiations with those moneys. Is this expenditure in connection with that
British Columbia, recognised the right of the Province of unfortunate American vessel that was tied up so long for
British Columbia to the soil. He recognised the fact that the violation of our flshery regulations and which was not
property in the soil was in the Crown and not in the Indian oc- judicially dealt with, I think, up to the time that we parted
cupants, and ho dealt with the Province of British Columbia bore last Session. The hon. gentleman, the Minister of Jus-
upon that assumption. Now, the bon. gentleman sold the tice, will b. able to tell us about this matter, and what the
right to cut timber over a very large area, and for a very bon. gentleman cannot say upon the subject I am sure the
small sum of money, to the St. Catharines Milling and Minister of Finance can. Really, whon we look, Mr. Chair-
Lumbering Co. The Province of Ontario enjoined the man, at these legal expenses one will see how gigantic the
Milling Co. from cutting this timber, and the com- character of the Department of Justice has become. Why
pany, rightfully I think, under these circumstances, called ought not a number of those gentlemen be taken into the
upon this Government to defend the title which they had Department of Justice. If the Department of Justice were
given. The Government did defend the title, and they did really discharging the duty that pertains to it in the same
not only defend that title before the Chancellor of the way as every other department of the Government doos,
Province of Ontario, but before the Court of Appeals there, instead of letting out by contract those professional duties,
before the Supreme Court, and before the Judicial Commit- what would b. the character of that department ? The
tee of the Privy Couneil in England. In every instance hon. the Minister of Justice knows that he cannot defend
judgment was given against this Government. I suppose his department on the floor of this House, even though it
that the Minister of Justice looked into this matter and that be constituted as it is through the agency of the Franchise
he formed an opinion upon the subject. I dare say ho and the Gerrymander Acte. I say that the committee
knew what the Indian title was in the Province of Nova is entitled to full explanation from the Minister of
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Justice with reference to each of those large items upon me is the task of taking the instructions from
that are found in the report of the Auditor General. the department as I would from a client, and instructing

our agent in the Province where the litigation takes place,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am sure that the hon. member and entrusting the case to him under such supervision as

for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) does not expect me to follow him is possible at headquarters. I do not remember the items of
in the attack which he bas made, from a political point of Mr. Ferguson's account. I do not remember the services
view, or to answer Lis criticisms in this respect. He does which he rendered, excepting services in connection with a
not expect that I should quite agree with him in the protracted arbitration which took place for the purpose of
observations of that character which he Las made, and I settling the amount which should be paid for the expropria-
shall only attempt to answer him in so far as the business tion of several pieces of property for the Experimental
of the vote is concerned, and in regard to the observations Farm. If the hon. gentleman desires to know the other
ho has made in reference to the expenses. The hon. items, they will be laid before him as soon as possible.
gentleman has again alluded to the case of the St. Mr. MoMULLEN. While there may, perhaps, be some
Catharines Lumber and Milling Co. for the purpose of reasonable ground for employing porsons to attend to liti,
telling the louse that the Government had not the justifi- gation at a distance from Ottawa, I cannot see how the
cation for appealing to the Privy Courcil which I thought Minister of Justice can justity the expenditure of such a
it had, because the Ontario Government had signified its large amount of money as Las been expended in Ottawa
willingness to refund the amounts which the decision of the itself. If the hon. Minister, with the aid of his deputy-head
Privy Council decided the d-overnment of Canada were to and other officers in the department, attended to these
have. I can only say to the hon gentleman, without dispa. duties in Ottawa, and relieved the country of the enormous
ragement to the sources of his information, that there is no expenses that have been inicurred during the last year, we
such information in the possession of the Government or of might reasonably expect that some little expenses would be
any of its members. I hhve heard to-day for the first time, incurred at distant points where the hon. Minister or his
the statement that the Ontario Government was ever will- assistants could not conveniently attend. But we find that
ing to repay the Government of Canada a dollar of the here, in the city of Ottawa, right under the nose of the
money paid in relation to the expenditure to which ho Minister, the firm of O'Connor & Hogg drew 818,800 for
referred. The hon. gentleman Las desired that nishould legal expenses-860 a day. Why, Mr. Chairman, the
state frankly whether I had formed an opinion as to Minister of Justice himself does not draw $60 a day for the
the probable result ,of this litigation, and state to the eminent services Le renders to the country. If it is noces-
House what that opinion was. He has been gool enough sary for the Minister of Justice to increase Lis staff, the
to intimate that I might be guided by my knowledge Of country wouldt certainly save money by employing a lawyer
the Indian title in Nova Scotia-my own Province. I did with as much legal ability as Mr. O'Connor for less than
not require any such source of information as that to $60 a day. We Lave not only paid Mr. O'Connor that
induce me to make up my mmd that an appeal to the Privy amount, but other firms in the city of Ottawa-Mr. Ferguson,
Council was an expedient course, because I found that two Pinhey & Christie, and several others-have been employ-
of the most eminent judges on the bench of the Supreme ed and paid large amounts. If the Minister of Justice finds
Court decided that question, as far as they were able that the duties devolving upon Lis departmant in the city
to decide it, in favor of the view put forward on behalf of of Ottawa are so lar e that he or any of his assistants cannot
the Federal Government This was decided by two attend to them, lot him increase his staff, and save the country
judges, more eminent than whom do not exist in this coun- a great deal of this money. With regard to the suit of the St.
try, and who come from the Province of Ontario themselves. Catharines Milling and Lumbering Co., very large fees Lave
The hon. gentleman will, I am sure, acquit me of any want been paid out in connection with that suit. lhe objectionable
of candor as to expressing an opinion formed on the state of feature of it is not altogether that it was defended by the
the Indian title in Nova Scotia, which never existed, when1I Dominion, and that large law fees have been paid out to
had such eminent authority as to what the law of Ontario lawyers outside of the Department of Justice, but the f ct,
was, and it was the law of Ontario that was under considera. which I think will not be denied, that an hou. gentleman
tion. I submit to the hon, gentleman, that while I am per- who occupies a distinguishod position on the other side of
fectly willing to give him at all times, as regards any matter this House bas been drawing, no doubt through his firm,
in my department, the fullest information in my power, it large fees in connection with this suit. The hon. member
would be unreasonable for him, in the discussion of the vote for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) may be, I have no doubt he i,
for Civil Government to ask me to go into an explanation of a very eminent lawyer, but I say it ii decidedly objection-
the thousands of items which appear in connection with the able that a man occupying that position shuuld be allowed
litigation of the various departments of the Government and to use the influence which it affords him to draw from this
which are very incidentally only under my control. The Dominion enormous fees for litigation services. 1 think it
hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen), the other should not be permitted; I think the people of this country
day, in relation to the account of Mr. O'Conner, moved for are not prepared to endorse a course of this kind. I hope
a return, and with perfect propriety ho stated afterwards the discussion which bas taken place at this time will have
that it was inexpedient to press the motion because he a beneficial effect. If the Minister of Justice feels that the
would have an opportunity in the Public Accounts Com- duties devolving upon hie department in the city of Ottawa
mittee to make a fuller investigation than he would get by are so enormous that ho has to parcel the work ont among
a return. For this reason I laid aside the preparation of any the legal firms of this city, ho will have any number of law
memorandum upon that subject. Let me tell the hon. gentle- firms in this city. When the Conservative friends of hon.
man, and the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) gentlemen opposite see these accounts in the Auditor Gen-
also, what the practice is as regards the employment of coun- eral's Report, they will say that Ottawa is a good place to
sel, f:>r they both seem to think that counsel are em- come to and open a law office in; the hon. gentleman will
ployed under pressure from themselves, either as professiOnal have them hanging around tho department like loches,
mon or political friends. Such is not the case. I have no com- and the fee will continue to inerease year by year. I think
munication whatever from professional mon as to anY there should be a stop to this thing. I think the Minister
litigation which is likely to take place on behalf of of Justice, if left to himseolf, would stop it, but I think the
the Goverument. The information that litigation is influences exercised to get the work for these law firme are
desirable, or that defence is desirable, comes from the perhaps too much for him. But this course will cause con-
departmenta immediately concerned, and all that devolves 'iderable trouble in the future if it ie persisted in.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
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Mr. CASEY. The explanations of the hon, Minister of

Justice, I think, will prove rather astonishing to the larger
portion of the public; I mean his explanations as to bis
duties as Minister of Justice. It bas been generally under-
stood that ho stood in the position of legal adviser to every
department in the Gavernment, and to the Government as
a whole in regard to all legal action they might take, and
that he had supreme control of the management of all liti-
gation directly conducted on behalf of the Government.
Now, bis statement is differeat from that. He says that in
regard to official litigation, ho is not in direct communication
with the lawyers employed to conduct the suits; that ho is
merely advised by this or that department that certain
litigation is necessary on its behalf, and ho takes instruc.
tions from that department as ho would fromn any private
client, and in turn instructs the provincial agents.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is entirely different in
every particular.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend hazards the statement that
bis explanation is entirely different in every particular as
I have given it, from the one ho bas already made. I will
leave that question to be decided by reference to Iinsard
tc-morrow, and I think it will be found that what I have said
expresses, though perhaps in different words, exactly the
hon. gentleman's statement. I remember perfectly, the bon.
gentleman said ho was advised by the department whether
litigation was required or not, and that ho in turn advised
the provincial agents as to the conduct of the suit, anJ that
ho had no personal communication with the lawyers who
actually conducted the case. I am positive that that is the
statement conveyed by the hon. gentleman's remarks.
Everyone has bitherto supposed that when litigation was
proposed to any department, that department must first
consult the Minister of Justice as to whether it wasjudicious
and proper to take action, as to whether it would pay to
go into litigation or not; and everyone supposed that the
bon. Minister would go over the case with the head of the
department in question and come to a decision. That is
what was always supposed to be his duty. Now, if the
bon. gentleman's interpretation of his duties as Minister of
Justice be applied to other Ministers, let us see how it
would work. If the Minister of Public Works was to say:
I merely act as the mouth-piece of other departments, and
when any department says they want something done I give
instructions to have an item put in the Estimates for that
work, without consulting whether we cap afford it or not;
if the Mtinister of Finance saici ho merely responded to the
calls of the other departments without considering the pros
and cons of each proposai, snch a system would soon lead
to a state of chaos. We certainly muet think it very
strange that the Minister of Justice should assert
ho is merely a solicitor to instruct some lawyer
who actually conducts the case. Our understanding
of bis duties and rightd is different, and the hon.
gentleman will be held responsible for any litigation
unw:sely entered into, for any costs unnecessarily incurred,
and for any distribution of patronage in connection with
litigation that seems to us to be contrary to public interest
or contrary to the Act concerning the Independence of
Parliament. My hon. friend beside me (Mr. McMllen) has
already called attention to the peculiar position of tbe hon,
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), who is at the
same time a member of this Uouse supporting the Govern-
ment, and a lawyer employed under the directions of the!
Minister of Justice-or rather not employed under the
direction of the Minister of Justice, but employed by a
company whose legal expenses in this matter are borne by,
the Government. It is in the bands of Mr. McCarthy, the'
lawyer-I am not speaking of him now as the member of
Parliament--to dictate what stops shall be taken and
what oosts shall be inourred in onnection with the. suit.

The Dominion Government is obliged to pay whatever
costs Mr. McCarthy the lawyer ineurs, to Mr. McCarthy
the member of Parliament and his firm. This places
thft hon. gentleman in a peculiar position. I do not
mean to insinuate anything against his character, but I
say his position as a member of this House would be
improved if ho were not connected with Government
patronage, if ho had not a double who is a member of a law
firm which is paid so heavily by the Government. The
firm of Mr. McCarthy the lawyer does not appear in this list,
but the entries are made againt the St. Catharines Milling
and Lumbering Co,, under the head of legal expenses and
taxed costs. I do not see the object, except to leave out
the name of the hon. gentleman, because no legal expenses
can bo paid to a company which is not composed of lawyers;
and it would be botter to enter the name ofthe lawyer who
conducted tbe case for them as the recipient of Lhose legal
expenses. Another gentleman's name appears here, Mr.
Graham, of Halifax, who is also so noarly connected witb
an hon. member of this louse, being the law partner of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, that we can hardly sup-
pose that political considerations were not taken into account
in appointing hi m as Government lawyer in these cases. Ail
these matters of patronage justly come up for consideration
under this head. I quite agree with the hon. the Minister
that ho could not be fairly called upon to give all the details
of the legal expenditure under the head of the present dis-
cussion, but his exercise of patronage in retaining this or that
lawyer or in instituting suits does, I contend, come up under
the hoad of Civil Governmont. I think the hon, gentleman's
explanations have beon in tho highest degree unsatisfactory
to th3 IIouse, and will b so to the country.

Sir JOI N THOMPSON. The hon, gentleman must have
very much misunderstood what I said, or I must have been
very uniortunate in expressing mysolf, if I gave him to
understand at all that I was not bound to exorcise my
judgment upon matters of litigation which pass through my
bands.

Mr. CASEY. That is the impression I had.
Sir JOHN THOMiPSON. I did not intend to give the

bon. gentleman to understand that I was only a medium
of communication. I was distinguishing between taking
insructions from a department as I would from a client,
and taking intructions, as the hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) bas put it, from professionai
mon. In taking instructions from the departments, I mean
instructions with reference to the facts of the cases wbich
come before us. True, in every matter that passes
through my department I am bound to exorcise judgment,
and give the other department advice as t, the propriety
of litigation before giving instructions. As regards the

bqcrvations made with referencetoKr.O'Connor's account,
as I said before, I think the han. momber for Wellington
(fr. McMullen) will bave more light on that subject when
ho bas the account in detail, and I would have been happy
to give it to him if ho had not dispensel with its production.
Bat ho will find it includes services in other places besides
Ottawa, and, besides very considerable amounts for'disburse-
ments which Mr. O'Connor had incurred, and his reward
for professional services is nothing like the sum the hon. gen-
tleman has mentioned. The hon. gentleman is mistaken
also as to the number of firms employed. He bas been
misled in that particular by taking it for granted that all the
names of firms which appear in the Auditor General's Re-
port are firms employed by the Department of Justice. l
many cases tbey are firms employed by private clients
against the Crown. For instance, an expropriation of land
for a public work takes place in a distant part of Canada,
and the Department of Railways and Canals, or whatever
department may be oonoerned, is advised by its valuators
on the spot as to the amount which should be tendered as
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oampensation for the property. A tender is made and re-
fused. Litigation results, necessarily, eitber before the
arbitrators as referees or before the Exchequer Court, or
perhaps before the court on appeal; and if the amount is in-
creased to any considerable extent, the costs of both ides
are paid by the Crown, and such charges appearing in the
Auditor General's Report, have been mistaken for items
of expenditure by the department in the exercise
of patronage. That accounts for the number of firms
to which the bon. gentleman bas called attention.
The hon. gentleman is entirely mistaken as to the nature
of the duties which devolve on the depart ment and the
extent of those duties when he supposes that either the
Minister or the Deputy Minister can undertake to manage
the litigation which takes place even in the city of Ottawa.
To do that would employ the whole time of the Minister
and bis deputy, and they would be fortunate if they were
able to accomplish that work, even by expending their whole
time upon it. In any case, that would involve an entire
neglect of the duties required to be performed for Parlia.
ment, of the necessary attendance at Council, and of the
necessary discharge of the duties of the department and
the advice which has to be given to other departments. As
to my conducting litigation, I will submit to beput in the
wrong if any member of the House will investigate the
duties I have to pet form, and will thon say that I have time
to attend to litigation as well; but I think thet I discharge,
and that my deputy discharges, the duties of the depart-
ment by the expenditure of all the time that any two mer,
can give to them; and the woik doue outside must neces-
sarily be given, as it always has been given, to others, even
when the work of the department was not more than one-
fifth of what it is to-day.

Mr. MoMULLEN. The explanation which the Minister
has given shows very clearly the way in which the $8?,000
has been spent. It is quite clear that the Department of
Justice is not referred to in regard to all matteis of litiga-
tion, but that the several departments carry on their own
expenditure in connection with litigation, and thon the
Department of Justice is supposed to account to the House
and the country for the expenditure of this money. I do
not think it is right that the Minister of Justice should be
held directly responsible for all those items, if they are
expended by the different departments. The Minister of
the department should be prepared to offer explanations
as to the grounds on which ho telt it necessary to expend
that money. The Minister of Justice, however, appears to
assume the responsibility, and we ask for the information
from him as the head of the Department of Justice, and we
are entitled to that information. Now, the hon. gentleman
evades the point and does not give us the information asked,
on the ground that he doe not superintend the expenditure
of all the items, but that the different heads of departments
expend money for litigation where they find it necessary,
and thon it is all presented to us under the head of the
Department of Justice. With regard to this item in connec.
tion with D. O'Connor of Ottawa, I cannot but affirm, as
I have already stated, that, if litigation is to be conducted
from year to year and it is necessary to have
men to discharge the duties of counsel in the interests
of the Dominion, it would be botter to extend the
Department of Justice and to secure the best services
that can be possibly had in the Djminion, and to pay the
men so employed a respectable salary. We would save
money by the adoption of that course, because I do not
believe there is any other firm in this Dominion, or any
man in the legal profession except the most eminent coun-
sel that we have-and I have never heard that Mr. O'Con-
nor was an eminent counsel-who has an income of 819,000
a year in one line and from one client. The Minister asy

S ammistaken as to the number of firm employed by tue
Sir Joas Tuoxrsox,

Minister of Justice, which I have shown by the Auditor
General's account. We cannot come to any other conclu-
sion than that which I have stated, from the manner in
which the statement is brought before us. I must still
insist that there sbould ba a method adopted by which a
very large amount of this money could be saved. I think,
if the Government would alter the system entirely and have
all the duties that can possibly be performed in Ottawa
discharged by the department here, even if it is necessary
to incroase the staff, it would ba very much botter. I quite
agree with the Minister of Justice that the duties devolv-
ing upon him in bis position are very onerous and require
all his time, without bis undertaking any duties outside.
At the same time, he has a number of assistants, and if
necessary they could ho added to so that the duties required
in the city of Ottawa could b3 discharged by himself and
bis subs ; and, if any were required outside of Ottawa ;n
places which bis assistants could not reach, the bills should
be subjected to rigid taxation : and that is all we should
b. asked to pay.

Justice Departtent, Penitentiaries Branch........... $6,200
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.[.) I should like to ask how much

expense was incurred by the Department of Justice for law
costs in reference to the protection of fisheries. I see that
a very large sum was paid to the gentleman who repre-
qents the Minister of Justice in Halifax, and I presume it
must have been largely in connection with the services
which ho rendered in regard to the fisheries, because the
amount paid to him is disproportionately large as comparod
to that which was paid to the representative of the Minister
in New Brunswick.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am not prepared to state the
amount at this moment. No doubt there was some expense
in connection with the fisheries in Mr. Graham's account,
but that does not amount to a very large sum, because in
the detail ho wilI see that the total amounat for legal ex-
penses in reference to the fisheries is only $3.831. A large
part, no doubt, of Mr. Graham's account is in reference to
the extension of the railway in Cape Breton.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Doos that $3,831 mean all the
legal expenses in connection with the sezires of vessels
during the year ?

Sir JO FIN TIHOMPSO N. All payments made, certainly.
There may be others wiich have not been paid.

Mr. DAVIES£P.E.I.) There may ho a large amount
outstanding, as far as the Minister knowâ ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Not a large amount. It would
be a very inconsiderable amount, bat I cannot say at pre-
sent how much.

Mr. DAVIES (P E.I.) The Minister cannot say how
much was incurred in reforence to the detention of the
David J Adams, which was subsequently released ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I cannot say how mach that
came to.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) Perbaps before getting through
Supply the hon. gentleman will tell me.

Sir JOHN T HOMPSON. Yes.

Department of ltia, .......... ...... $42,500

Mr. FOSTER In this there is a net decrease of $100.
The increases are occasioned by nine statutory increases at
$50, two new clerks at $1,000, the promotion of two third
class clerks, and one second class, making in all $2,750.
The decreases are made by a difference between the salary
estimated to be paid for a third class clerk, 8150, the
difference in the salary of a second clas clerir, $300; and a
chief clerk off, $2,400: making $2,850, or a net deocrease of
$100.
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Mr. MoMULLEN. We deire to present our sincere con- such a large amount of xnoy a

gratulations to the hon. gentleman far having reacbed a the Canadian taxpayers Vo maintai
turning point in this department. There have been enor- only. 1V is a warning to us to kee
mous increases in the past, and now we are happy to learn buidinu a standing army, snd
that the pruning knife has been applied to the extent of as long as h romains at the head
$100. seethat the amy is mot incrsased be

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Perbaps the Minister will explain Mr. CASEY. I suppose that tht
to us the very large item for travelhr'g xpenses whieh I from tie feot that the battsry in Bn
see charged bore, between $1, 400 and S1,b00. at one time, of Sergeant Kinsella ai

Mr. FOSTER. I would suggest that we diseuse these fuil cein plement ef mon, and ther
items under their appropriato heads. We are now dealing extra ebief clerk is necesary te Cor
simply with salaries; we will come afterwards to deal witb I would like teask eue question
contingencies, and the hon. gentleman will have full oppor. What was bis rank in the dspartm
tunity at that time. SirADOLPHECIRON. Myhb

Mr. LAURIER. There is a new appointment I see hore. tien te the fact that Vhs question pu
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The new appointment is that acrose tie floor was in reference te a

of Mr. Ardouin, who has been transferred from the Depart that it was a second clas hrk.
ment of the Interior to my department. I can tell the
hon. gentleman that the work of the department has in- cf the Interior te my department.
creased very largely for the last eight or nine years, and Dow creatcd, le Mn. Suite, wbo ba@
froin the report of the deputy and the heads of the vtrious lieu cf Mr. Wright, whcrn it is
branches, it was considered indispensable to increase the nuate. Mn. 8ulVe win tako the pof
staff by the appointment of one extra clerk. However, I now occupies in the mîlitary branci
am glad to say that that increase was made without Mr. MITCHELL. I de net quit
increasing the total for salaries-indeed it was made with e man at the bead of the Militia De
decrease of $100, in so far as the general estimate is thc credit which ho takus to hia
concerned. standing army of tbis country fro

Mr. LAURIER. There eau be no great fault found when do met see the necessity for that.
you increase the staff bv diminihing the expenses. But enourage the estabti@brent of a 81
I am astonished to know, and to know for the first time, starding amy. I can underand
that the work of the department bas been increasing vei4 corpsthronghout the country, and
much of late. I hope we are not following in the track ofand assistance. It 18 said that n
Germany and Rassia, and the continental powers, who areive theinthe aid and assistance w
always adding to their army; I hope we are keeping our entitled to; 1 know notbing ubc
army on a peace footing. I arm atouisbed that the work complainte. But 1do protest agai

eau avese 2chincca~id.this country. The bon. gentlemican have so mach incrossed.. rae tfon30t 11,ad
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I fully concur in the hon. gen-'n

tieman's peaceful disposition. I know that, as a rule, he is postio, icrid i the fu
not anxious to embroil himself in a foreign war. The in- poitodescnibebterhonyleAu
crosse in the department bas not been caused at all, as the ie wiich to-ame.se Geryi
hon. gentleman seems to think, by the peace footing cf Vie o rld luia of the.Atsaht pop
Canadian army having been enlarged; and if the hon. gen-
tieman had given a litle of bis valuable attention to mat- Mr. CASEY. lt je an infant md
ters connected with the Department of Militia, ho might
have known that whereas eight years ago there were only Mr. MITCHELL. Serious1y sp
two permanent corps in the whole Dominion of Canada, to. again t hs increaso of a sanding
day we have in the various Provinces: Infantry Schools, a WV v
Cavalry Scbool, a Mounted Infantry Corps, each of which, teers, give thevery aid and keep
quoad the work of the department, take as much time as a full atieno, or their practical organisat
regiment would do in the regular army. The correepon- te cati thei-but 1 protest againet t
dence, the clothing, looking after the discipline of the corps, army in tbis country; I proteet a
involve a great deal of bard work. The hon. gentleman at ail.
muet consider that whereas we had at one time only "A" Mr. CHARLTON. I should ik
and "B" Batteries, numbering about 300 men, we have to-nany appointments have been m&
day 1,150 composing the permanent corps. Now, in various from, car Military school?
other ways the work of the department bas greatly in-
creased. A portion of the repaire which were carried out fr ADLPiio CAROt.e ic h
by the department so ably presided over by my colleague,foucih inSes sueeful
the Minister of Public Works, have besn transterred to theot
Department of Militia ; and I think, it the hon. gentleman in1the différent branches of Vie i
will look into the matter, he will agree with hie friend be- hon, gentleman wishes Vo know Vi
hind him in congratulating the Minister of Militia in having have septed commisions in Vie
beeu able to carry out those reforme without increasing ths bave Vo refer Vo Vie records eths
expense. tiat information, but I eau do se ai

Mr. LAURIER. As I understand, the Canadian army at gentleman wisioVoave 1V.
present numbers 1,150 men. 1r. LAURIERleoVhsennmbsr

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, the permanent corps. by the Imperial Government oniy

Mr. LAURLER Well, the puce of Europe will notduoed freintiat cf former ysans?
bc diaturbed by Viat. But Iamsu rpris.d that iV requires' Sir ADOLPHem CRON. No.
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Mr. CHARLTON. Have the appointments leen made

strictly upon the conditions named by the Imperial Govern-
ment, as rewards of merit given to the candidates having
the highest number of marks ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes; altogether. The com-
missions are given after the examinations are passed. The
commandant of the Military College makes his recommen-
dation, and the names are sent to the Imperial Government.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman's statement is not
in accord with the information I have received and with
representations made to me, which are that the appoint.
ments have not been made with regard to merit at all but
with regard to favoritism. I should like the hon. Minister
to submit to this House, for its information, the standing of
the various parties who have been appointed, as compared
with the standing of other parties who have been passed
over. I understand t hat those who would be entitled by
merit to appointment have not received appointment, and
that the hon. gentleman has recommanded for commissions
those who were barely able to pass their examinations;
that those who stood at the very bottom of the liste in the
examinations are among those who have received commis-
sions, while those who were entitled to them from the
manner in which they passed their examinations, have not
received them.

Sir ADOLiPBE CARON. I saw the statement. I can tel]
the hon. gentleman that those commissions have been given
absolutely according to merit. In no way as Minister
of Militia can I interfere in the granting of those
commissions. I am prepared to bring down, if the hon
gentleman wishes it, the report of the commandant of the
Royal Military College upon whose recommendation every
commission was givon, and, I repeat, I never interfered in
any case.

Mr. LAURIER. I think the hon. Minister should not
wait for any expression or desire on the part of the House
to be made before bringing down the reports referred to.
An impression has gone abroad, although of course it may
have been erroneous, and Ihope it was, that there has been
favoritism, and that favoritism and not merit formed the
basis for the appointments. I hope that imprepsion is
wrong, and the hor. Minitetr would do himself justice by
bringing down ail the iLfoi mation in his possession with
regard to these appointments.

Mr. CASEY. I would suggest th it the Minister bring
down a list of those who have been appointed, showing
whether they have been graduates or not, because it hasJ
been asserted that some were not graduates-

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Some were not.
Mr. CASEY-and their position in the classes, in what.

ever year they were.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. LISTER. I understand that the four cadets passing

the highest examination are entitled to receive the Im-
perial Government's commissions.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. LISTER. Suppose they do not accept the positions,

are there btill four cadets appointed ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. LISTER. The next highest take the commissions?
Sir ADOLPIE CARON. Yes.

Mr. CASEY. There was one year when there were more
than four appointed.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. One year, just about the
breaking out of the Soudan war, or shortly afterwards, the

Sir ADoLPHE CARON.

Imperial Government, requiring a larger number of officers
than they had at their disposal at that particular moment,
gave us six more commissions, or ten-I am speaking merely
from memory and I am certain of six and think there were
ten more-and asked us to recommend some men, not men
who were graduated, but men who had been in the Royal
Military College. In that case I followed the same rule in so
far as the cadets were concerncd. I asked the commandant
of the Royal Military College to make out his list, according
to what he considered to be the merits of those cadets. It
was sent over to England and was accepted. The Order in
Council was passed, and the gentlemen who had been
recommended received their commissions; but, in regard to
that matter again, I am quite prepared to bring down a
statement and give all the names.

Mr. MULOCK. I quite sympathise with any effort made
to prevent any unfairness in regard to dealing wilh can-
didates who may be graduates of the Royal Military
College. I think it is exceedingly important in the intereet
of that institution that the Minister of Militia should be
particularly careful to see that in no way favoritism creeps
in. A short time ago it was publicly stated in the prees of
Canada, in a certain portion of the press, that a special
examination was held in the Kingston College for the pur-
pose of enabling a formerly unsuccessful pupil to pass an
examination and thus obtain promotion. I dare say the
Minister knows quite wel the case to which I refer; it
would not be fair to the parties concerned to more clearly
indicate it on the floor of Parliament. I believe there can
be no doubt of this, that a candidate-t am not saying he
shall be prejudiced by it, but he bas the political favor of
the Administration-being unsuccessful in passing the
regular examination at the. Military College and being
extremely desirous to obtain a commission in the Imperial
army, a special examination was held for him. Ie succeeded
in that second examination, passing, and received his com-
mission. Is that the case ?

Sir ADOLPIIE CARON. No; I am not aware of any
such case.

Mr. MULOCK. If the hon. gentleman is not aware of
it he is probably the only person of the five millions of in-
habitants of Canada who is nôt aware of it. That can be
readily understood, considering ho is presiding over the de-
partment. If he is not aware oe it perhaps he will be good
enough to ask the first person he meets on the street if it
is so or not. I had an opportunity of discussing the matter
with a person who is aware of it-a person who took a part
in passing the gentleman at that examination-I will not
say unfairly. It is, however, a fact, if the Minister is not
aware of it.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am not aware of it.
Mr. MULOCK I can understand the hon. gentleman

not being aware of it. It is convenient sometimes for
people not to know things. That has taken place, however.
I will not say the Minister is wilfully innocent of the fact,
for I muet accept his explanation. I regret that it is im-
possible for the hon. gentleman to give that attention to the
service for which he is engaged. If that is the case, if the
fact is so, a very serions injury has been done to the repu-
tation of the institution; anyone can see that. Anyone
can understand that if the public lose confidence in the fair-
ness of the examination and consider that the rewards are
to depend, not upon merit, but upon influence or favor, we
had better close up the Military College, or, at ail events,
let us not hold out to the youth of Canada the idea that pre-
ferment goes with merit. Lat us state that, as in the Civil
Service and many other branches of the service at the pre-
sent time, rules are to be made to exclude objectionable ap-
plicants, but they are abandoned when it may suit those who
have the control of those iules.
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Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would like to know

whether the reports current in Quebec, that the Deputy
Minister of Militia and Defence is going to be superannuated
this year, to be replaced by a gentleman of moet dis.
tinguished position in the Local Legislature of Quebec, have
any foundation ? Those reports have been in circulation and
they have not been contradicted even in the ministerial
papers. I suppose the Minister would not tell me as to the
appointment, but he might say whether it is the intention
to superannuate the present Deputy Minister or not ?

Sir ADOLPH E CARON. I am very happy to be able to
tell the hon. gentleman that this question of superannuat-
ing the Deputy Minister of Militia has not yet even been
considered. He bas fulfilled all the duties of hie office
remarkably well, and I see no reason why he should be
superannuated even to be replaced by a distinguished
member of the Local Legislature.

Mr. MULOCKé I would like to ask the Minister of
Militia, are there any fixed periods for holding examina-
tions at the Military College, and if so, by what authority
are they fixed ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Does the hon. gentleman
mean the graduating examinations ?

Mr. MULOCK. Or the examinations for promotion to
the regular service ? Take the regular examination, for
example.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, there are fixed periods for
holding them.

Mr. MULOCK. By what authority are they fixed ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. By the commandant, who

makes his report. It is approved of by the Minister of
Militia, and the period bas never been changed.

Mr. MULOCK. Can an additional examination be held
in one year without the consent of the Minister of Militia
or the Government ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The examinations are yearly.
Mr. MULOCK. Yes, but has the commandant authority

to hold a special examination without the authority of the
Minister of Militia?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. 1 repeat again that I am not
aware of any such case.

Mr. MULOCK. If an examination was held at an
irregular period it must have been with the sanction of the
aepartment.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It must have been, of course.
Mr. LAURIER. I am delighted to hear from the Minister

that the country appreciates the services of the deputy
head of his department, and that it is not the intention of
the Government to superannuate him. This statement
refere only to the action of the Government, and I suppose
the Minister would hesitate to say that the appointment of
a distinguished member of the Local Legislature has not
been discussed elsewhere. As this is not a public matter
we can afford to let it stand for the present. I will ask if
the hon. gentleman will, in the papers which he will bring
down, include also the correspondence which must have
taken place with the Imperial Govern ment in regard to
thse appointments ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. LAURIER. Could the hon. gentleman give infor-

mation to the House as to the statement made a few days
ago with regard to the purchase of a louse for the superin.
tendent of the Military College at Kingston?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I answered the question yes-
terday which was put to me in reference to this very matter
of which the hon. gentleman now speaks. I stated that a

8

house had been bought, that the price paid was 812,500,
and that the distance between theb ouse and the colloge
was 2,000 yards.

Mr. LAU RIER. It seeme to me that theb hon, gentleman
must agree that this is a very bad feature of the bargain
that theb ouse sbould be at such a distance from the depart-
ment. The rules of discipline would require that the
superintendent should b. within easy distance of com-
munication with the college. Being at such a distance as
2,000 yards it would be hardly possible for him to have
over the students confined there that care and that exact
supervision which is so very necessary.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have acted in this direction.
The present bouse is much closer than the bouse occupied by
previous commandante. The other commandants of th3
college lived at a greater distance than the presont one does
in the new house,

Mr. COOK. Does the hon. gentleman propose to buy
another building next year ? He says h eis working in the
direction of bringing the bouse nearer the college.

Department of the Secretary of State ..... ..... $34,972 50

Mr. FOSTER. In this department there are 17 statu.
tory increases of $50, one statutory increase of $50 not
estimated in 1888-89, two statutory increases at $30, a
messenger, transferred, at $450, estimated at $300 last
year ; making a total increase of 81,110.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would just like to call attention to
an item in the Auditor General's Report, page C 32, in con-
nection with this department. I notice that arrears for
eight years, amounting to $400, have been paid to one man.
Now, I cannot understand how it is that we have arrears
to pay to some of our officials.

Mr. FOSTER. What is his name?
Mr. McMULLEN. Mr. Brousseau.

Mr. FOSTER I will enquire into the matter.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I cannot understand how it is that
these arrearages are brought up from time to time. Once
the principle is a-mitted that a man, after serving a num-
ber of years, can go back and trump up accounts for the
purpose of making claims like this, we shall have no end of
them.

Mr. MITCHELL. I see a charge on page C 32 of the
Auditor General's Report, " P. Pelletier, from March 1,
$600." Can theb hon. gentleman say what ho is appointed
for, and whether he went through the Civil Service exami-
nations ? I am instructed, if h is the man, that the chief
service ho rendered was at the flull election bore, in which
a slight row occurred. Will the bhon. gentleman get that
information too ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would ask the hon, gentleman

to what class Mr. Morgan was degraded last year, and
whether ho ias received his statutory increase during the
past year ?

Mr. FOSTER. He was a chief clerk at $2,400, and was
made a first-class clerk at a maximum salary of $81,800, a
reduction of $600. He las not received any statutory
increase.

Department of Publie Printing and Stationery. $21,310

Mr. FOSTER. The increases are seven statutory increases
at $50, one at $62.50, estimated short in 1888-89, and two
at $30; making a total increase of $472.50. The decreases
are caused by the difference between Mr. Young's salary of
$2,100, and the salary of Mr. Bronskill, which is 1,850 ;
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two third-class clerkships not filled, and now dropped,
$1,300; one promotion provided for in 1888-89, but dropped,
8100; a packer and messenger dropped, 8900; a first class
clerkship for eight months, not filled, $933.32 ; making the
total decreases $3,483.32, leaving the net decrease $3,010.

Department of Interior...............$128,512 50

Mr. FOSTER. The increases are caused by 31 statu-
tories at $à0, -one at 837.50, one at 825, one at $30, an in-
crease to Mr. Hall of 8400, an increase to Mr. Deville of
$225, a promotion of Mr. King from first-class clerk to
chief clerk, $50 ; a promotion from second to first, $25 ; two
other seconds to first, $100 and $125 respectively; five thirds
to seconds, $1,012; an additional messenger, $500; and two
new third class clerks, $1,050; making the total, $4,910.
The decreases are $1,650, consequent on the transfer of Mir.
Pope from that Department to the Privy Council; and
$1,275 from one death. The total decreases are $2,925, the
net decrease being $1,905.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman whether the Department of Indian Affairs is
embraced now in the Department of the Interior ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes, they are under the same Min-
ister.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And the Geological Branch?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes.
Mr. CASEY. I sec there are two officials of a new kind

in the Department of the Interior, one called geographer
of the Department of the Interior, and the other astronomer,
at 81,800 each. I would like to have some explanation of
who they are and what they are needed for, because it
seems to me the business of the Department of the Interior
must be much less now than it was a few years ago, when
the real estate boom was in progiess in the North-West,
and vast tracts of territory were being surveyed.

Mr. DEWDNEY. On the recommendation of my deputy,
Mr. Johnston, who is the chief draftsman of the depart-
ment, who las been in the service since 1874, and who was
originally selected by Col. Dennis for his adnmitted skill as
a draftsman and geographer, was appointed a technical
officer with the title of geographer of the department of the
Interior, without any increase of salary. It was Mr. John-
ston who prepared the standard map of Canada which, I
have no doubt, hon. members have all seen.

Mr. CASEY. The Estimates show an increase.
Mr. DEWDNEY. A transfer from the first class. He

was a first class clerk at the maximum.
Mr. CASEY. His duties are as draftsman to draw maps ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; entirely.
Mr. CASEY. Then it is merely a change of name ?
Mr. DEWDNEY. A change of name.
Mr. CASEY. Is the same true with regard to the astro-

nomer?
Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. King, who is one of our best

astronomers, is transferred in the same way. H1e is a very
able man and has been doing good work. We are carrying
out trigonometrical surveys, and he having been recom-1
mended by the deputy to be put in the same position, I
saw ne objection te it.

Mr. CASEY. I do not see the object of changing the
name unless it was with the view of establishing a position
in which these men would be better paid afterwards.

Mr. LISTER. Were any additional appointments made
at ail ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. One mossenger. 19
Mr. FosTra.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would cal] the attention of
the hon. Minister to page 9 of the Estimates, where the
expenses of the Department of the Interior are estimated
at $128,512.50. That, I presume, includes what he calls
Department of the Interior on page 13, and also the Geoloeg-
ical Branch on page 14. Then the estimates of the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs are entered on page 9 as a separate
item, amounting to 843,415. Will the hon. gentleman tell
why these are put as two separate items on page 9, and
why they are three separate items on pages 13 and 14 ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The only reason I know of might be
that the Geological Survey and the Interior Department
may be nominally connected with oach other under one
deputy.

Mr. FOSTER. These two, I believe, have always been
under the one Minister, while the Department of Indian
Affairs las been under a different Minister, the Minister of
the Interior ; and I followed the same order, in making the
Estimates, that has been followed before. They are all
virtually one department now.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Ion. gentleman b'as dealt
with them as if they weie three in the one case and two in
the other. This is confusing and calculated to deceive the
House, I do not say intentionally. The hon. gentleman
says there is but oe deputy of the Department of the
Interior and the Geologigal Branch taken together. Does
the hon. gentleman mean to say that the director of the
Geological Survey is continued in the rank of deputy head,
and is obliged to have all his affairs supervised by the deputy
head of the Department of the Interior, properly so-called ?
Is it the case that in sending out bis exchanges and in doing
everything he is obliged to consuit the deputy and cannot act
directly-that le cannot consult directly the Minister, but
must consult the deputy ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. There is really only one deputy;
and Dr. Selwyn, the director, is deputy head. When I
took charge of the Department I found that such had been
the practice, and there was considerable friction, and I
have been endeavoring, for some time, to bring about
an arrangement to correct it. The practice. his been
that the work of the deputy head has been donc
directly through the deputy of the Department of the
Interior.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to make a suggestion for
the hon. gentleman's consideration, regarding parties that
go on surveys in connection with the Geological Survey. I
understand this branch is never able to make up parties
or to enter on surveys until after the flouse las
voted the moneys, and it sometimes happens that the vote
takes place at a late period of the spring, so that these
surveying parties are all the summer getting started. It
would be very much better if you could know at the
earliest possible moment at the beginning of the year how
many you are going to put into the field, and that they
should be able to take the field at the earliest possible
moment. In some parts of the Dominion they could be in
the field the whole year round, but in other parts, where
the season is short, it is necessary for them to be in the
field as soon as the season opens. I do not think we get
full value at all for the cost of fitting out expeditions.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I quite agree with the hon. gentleman,
and the question was brought to my notice by the director
himself a short time ago; and we are at once going to take
up the question with regard to the different parties going
out the coming season, in order to have them in a position
to get to work as early as possible.

Mr. MULOCK. Do you intend adopting some general
scheme whereby, at the earlieet possible moment, irrespec-
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tive of proceedings in Parliament, these surveying parties
will be able to take the field ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is the intention.
Mr. LAURIER. I observe the staff of the department

is very large. I could understand how such a large staff
would be necessary at the early days of Confederation, or
even quite recently, when large surveying parties were in
the field, and the reports were coming in to be investigated
and maps had to be drafted; but I do not see why such a
large staff should be required at present. Are the surveys
stili going on ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; every year a certain amount of
surveys are going on. But the staff of surveyors is fnot
anything like as large as it was a few years ago, and the
hon. gentleman will notice that the amount voted for this
purpose is much smaller than heretofore. With regard to
the department itself I made enquiries, and found it impos-
sible to out down the staff. Ail the officers are kept steadily
at work. I would have been glad to be able to reduce the
staff, but mydeputyinforms me that it would be impossible.

Mr. LAURIER. What I say is not with any view to
criticise the department, as I have not the necessary know-
ledge at hand to do so. It may be that the staff, although
it is a very large one, is not too large for the proper dis-
charge of the business of the department; but it seems to
me, as the hon, gentleman bas admitted that there are
fewer surveys in the field than formerly, that the work of
the department must be consequently much less onerous
than it was a few years ago. The hon. gentleman says it is
impossible to diminish the staff. The work of the depart-
ment must have grown, therefore, in some other direction.
Can the hon, gentleman give us information in regard to
that ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. We have reduced work in the survey
portion of the staff, but not in the general staff of the de-
partment. Ail the surveyors, as the hon. gentleman knows,
are employed during the summer months, and when the
work is completed they are paid off. In that part of the
staff there has been a reduction.

Mr. LAURIER. Last year there was a very important
investigation going on in the other branch of the Legisla-
ture, by a committee of that Legislature, as to the basin of
the River Mackenzie. Have any steps been taken to have a
thorough investigation made of that important part of the
Dominion ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. None, with the exception of getting
reports from M1r. Ogilvie and Mr. McConnell, who have
spent nearly two years in the far North-West. They have
just returned, and I hope I shall get valuable information
from them.

Mr. LAURIER. Then I suppose the reports of these
gentlemen will form part of the next report of the Minister
of Interior, next year ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes; but as these gentlemen have only
lately returned, they could not prepare their reports in
time to get into the blue-book this Session. I shall be glad,
however, to bring their reports down as soon as they are
prepared.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the hon. gentleman
has erred in his statement with regard to the astronomer
and geographer. In looking at page 13, I see that, in the
number of parties employed, there is a deputy head, one
each year; chief clerk or secretary, one each year; chief
clerk or surveyor general, one each year; chief clerk of
patents, one in each year; chief clerk, accountant, one in
each year. Then you have these two officers to whom there
1s no one corresponding in 1888-89.1

1Mr. FOSTER. They were first class clerks in that year.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The number of first clase clerks

is the same in each year, and there is only one increase in
the number of second class clerks. The difference is in
the third class, of wbom there were thirty-seven in 1888-89
and are to be only thirty-four in 1889-90. That makes
three less.

1Mr. FOSTER. Those three went up.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman will see

that there has been promotion.
Mr. DEWDNEY. Certainly.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There have been third class

clerks made second class clerks, and possibly there have
been second class clerks made first class clerks, so that,
although the number of clerks has not been increased, the
ranks have been very greatly changed. These two gentle-
men may not have received any higher salary or rank than
before, but in that case somebody else must have done o.

Mr. FOSTER. I read the information on that point to
the flouse at first, and my hon. friend cannot have caught
the statement.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I think some reasonable effort should
be made to cut down the expenses of this departmont
The number of clerks and the amount of the expense is
at present unreasonable. No doubt, the opening up of the
North-West and the very arduous duties which foll upon
the head of this department at that time increased the
necessity of hiring a number of clerks, but we are all aware
that the duties now devolving upon this department eau-
not possibly be as great as they were a year or two ago;
but, notwithstanding that fact, we find the expenditure in-
creasing. We reasonably expected this year to find a
reduction instead of an increase, but the amount is still in-
creasing. I hope the hon. gentleman who has been placed
at the hoad of that department, when he has obtained some
experience in regard to its working, will be able to report
to the flouse next year that he bas very materially out
down the expenses. There must be rooma for a consider-
able reduction, and, though he may not have seen his way
to do that yet, we hope that he will see that the expenditure
is reducod. In connection with the Board of Land Com.
missioners in Winnipeg, there is an enormous expense, and
there is a very large staff of officers that I could never see
the necessity of keeping up at all. The duties whieh de.
volve upon that board should be discharged by the officials
here. It is absurd to keep two boards, one at Winnipeg and
the other at Ottaw a, to deal with these matters. I think
that board at Winnipeg could be wiped out altogether and
the duties performed by the department here, and this
would save an enormous expense. There are items to
which I think the head of the department should devote
bis personal attention at once. I have been through the
North.West, and I am satisfied, from what I gathered when
I was there, from officials of the Government and others,
that there is ample room for a very serious reduction in the
expenditure on the whole official staff there, and here as
well. It is our duty to press this matter upon the Govern-
ment, and we take this opportunity of saying that we think
the time has come to make this reduction, and we hope the
Minister will realise before next year that very serions re.
ductions ought to be made.

Mr. LAURIER. I am sorry that the hon. gentleman
bas nothing to say in reference to what has been stated by
my hon. friend behind me (Mr. McMullen). Apart from
the question of expenditure, the hon, gentleman must know
that a great deal of annoyance is caused by the existence of
the two boards, one in Winnipeg and one in Ottawa. Settlers
have been sent from Pilate to Herod and lerod to Pilate-.
from Winnipeg to'Ottawasand from, Ottawa to Winnipeg-
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and in consequence a good deal of discontent, as far as my
knowledge goes, has been aroused among the settlers. The
hon. gentleman knows-probably botter than anyone else-
that the working of the Act in regard to the Department
of the Interior, as far as the settlement of the North- West
is concerned, is not as satisfactory as it should be. Instead
of facilities being given to settlers, the settlers have beon
hampered by regulations upon regulations, and by officers
upon officers, until some of them have given the thing up
in despair and have gone over to the other aide of the line.i
The hon. gentleman is new to his present office, and ho will
find that ho can occupy his time very profitably and valuably1
by using it on this question in the way which I indicate. 1

Mr. DAVIN. I am glad this has been brought before
the House. I was under the same impression as my hon.
and learned friend (Mr. Laurier), tbat a great deal of evil
resulted from the settler being sent from Pilate to Herod, and
being hurled back again from Herod to Pilate, and I went
into the question with the late lamentel Mr. White, and ho
showed me how complotely my idea was a misconception.
As a fact, nearly T%4 of the ordinary business of the settler
is done in the office at Winnipeg, without one word being
heard outside. Occasionally, in the case of here and there a
settler, correspondence does take place which is protracted,
and in such cases there would appear to be an advantage ifr
we communicated directly with Ottawa; but when once I
eaw that the whole of that part of the business was
done in Winnipeg, I saw it was clearly an advantage to
have an officer so near, because if you were to aggregate8
the business in Ottawa, you would have still to have thed
same number, or very nearly the same number of em-
ployés, for the work is a vast one. What would be the re-
sault ? Instead of the settler being able to get an
answer to his enquiry in a single day, or two
days at the furthest, ho would have to wait five
or six days. I was entirely under the same impression as i
my hon. and learned friend, because, naturally, the only I
cases which came before me, or which created trouble, were
those in which the man was irritated. I thought, if it is t
necessary that I should write to Mr. Smith, and, ifîI am a
not satisfied with what hoesays, I am to write to Mr. White o
or to the Minister of the Interior, why should I not have g
the communication direct? That was the impression made w
on me, and the impression which naturally would be made b
on anyone who looks at the question from a superficial t9
standpoint, as I had done; and, as I say, with great respect P
to the hon. gentleman, every member must look at it who 0l
is not engaged in the question from time to time as the a:
members from the North-West are, or who is not in the d
department managing the matter as the Minister or the "
Deputy Minister is. 1 said to him: " Is not this too bad ti
that we should have the two offices? Would it not facili' c0
tate matters if we were to deal directly with Ottawa?" Hie a
smiled and said "yes,"-just as I say now-" it is a very g
natural idea." And thon ho said : "Now come and look at d<
the way the thing stands." He showed me that the great M
bulk ot the business was done at Winnipeg, all the ordinary du
business was done at Winnipeg, and that we only hear of w
those cases that created a difficulty. As I am speaking, I or
may be permitted to say, that there is a stop that I should Of
like to seoe taken, and it would still further advance the ri
efficiency of the department-I would like to see the office Pa
removed further west.

Mr. LAURIER. Will you kindly tell us whereo? te
Mr. DAVIN. Well, I ehould not object to Regina. But fo

I should like to see it removed further west, for this reason: at
that henceforth the bolk of the business will be done in lh
theTorritories, and, in proportion, as there is an advantage wa
lu having the office at Wiunipeg, as now, on account of si<
postal taciliues, in the same proportion there would be an th
advantage in having the office removed further west. al

Mr. LAURD!R.

Mr. MIMULLEN. I just want to say a word in reply
to the'hon. gentleman. In my experience, a double duty
has been performed by the Department of the Interior in
dealing with cases at Winnipeg, and then dealing with
them here. I have had several Jetters myself from parties
who had settled in the west complaining that in cases of
disputes about land, they came first before the Board in
Winnipeg, and as the party who lost was dissatisfied with
the decision at Winnipeg, he writes down here to some
member of Parliament who brings the case before
the department in Ottawa. In that way there are prao.
tically two courts in connection with the Department of
the Interior, one at Winnipeg, which first decides the case,
and afterwards there is an appeal here, and ail the papers
are ordered down here and gone over the second time,
Now I say that is not at all necessary. The proper course
would be to have one court, as it were, from which
there would be no appeal. You cannot prevent men from
writing and complaining when they think an injustice has
been done in the matter of disposing of the claims for land.
I have had several cases. At the time of the lamented
death of the hon, gentleman who presided so efficiently
and so ably over the Department of the Interior, I had in
my possession no less than six different complaints in
regard to laims that had been brought before the court at
Winnipeg and there disposed of; but the parties who had
been disappointed in their efforts to get claims, wished thoir
cases to be brought before the Department of the Interior
at Ottawa, in order, if possible, to get a reversai of the
decision that had been given in Winnipeg, or some other
change in the decision, so that they might be placed in
possession of what they considered their rights. Now here
s one of the evils of the division of the Department of the
Interior: one portion sitting in Winnipeg and one
portion sitting in Ottawa. The sooner that system
s done away with the botter, and thon, when
people reach a decision with regard to disputes in con-
nection with the settlement of the land, they will know that
here is no further appeal, and will save themeolves
great amount of trouble and annoyance. I know of two

r three cases myself that were brought before the hon.
entleman the late Minister of the Interior. The papers
were sent for from Winnipeg; it took a considerable time
efore these papers could be brought here; it was some
wo or three weeks before ail the necessary papers could be
roduced in Ottawa in order that the disputes might ho
ooked into. After they came here they were investigated,
nd after looking the matter over we felt satisfied that the
ecisions that had been given by the board at Winnipeg
rere about correct-everything straight. At the same
me the trouble had to be gone through with, and it will
ontinue to be a trouble year after year, so long as people
re not satisfied with the decisions at Winnipeg; they will
ive up their papers and documents, which will be sent
own here and a re.investigation will be hoeld before the
Linister of the Interior. I say that state of things should be
ispensed with at once, and the whole business in connection
ith the department should either be transacted up there
else be transacted here, and we should quit this division

f responsibility and the continuous agitation that ls car-
ed on whenever a party there ls not satisfied, or another
arty here is not satisfied.

Mr. LAURIER. I listened with a great deal of pleasure
the remarks which fell from my hou. friend, the member

r East Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). Now I am not the man
ail to grudge any favor that has been shown to any man

ere, friend or foe, and I congratulate my hon. friend that he
as so lucky as to get himself disabused of a false impres-
on which at one time ho entertained as to the working of
e Interior Department. But the Government gave him
privilege which has hitherto been denied to the House.
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He is not the only man who labored ander the delusion
that two offioes were too many, that one would have done
better than two. There are thousands of others, I may say
millions of men, in this Dominion, who are now of the saie
mind that he was formerly, before the late Minister of the
Interior took him into his confidence and gave him the
explanations which were, unfortunately, given to him only.
If the Minister of the Interior had taken the House and the
country also into his confidence, and given publicly the expla.
nations which were given to my hon friend and which com-
pletely satisfied him that two boards were necessary, and
that, in fact, one of the two boards was not far enough west,
then the Minister of the Interior would have disabused, proba.
bly, the mind, not only of the hon. gentleman himself, but of
the entire publie. For my part, my confidence in the
Government is not great; it might be greater, and if I were
to speak my own mind, I would say that I think they have
erred and are erring in many ways. Now, if the Govern-
ment wish to show that the public was in error, if they
wish to do themselves justice, I would ask that some hon.
gentleman opposite should now give the explanations on
the floor of the House which were given to the hon. member
for Assiniboia, and which completely satisfied him that the
criticisms, which were general at that time, were not well
founded.

Mr. DAVIN. I will give them with the greatest pleasure
to my hon. and learned friend. I will give the explanations
which were given to me, viz.: that 95 per cent. of the work
passed quietily through that office at Winnipeg without
creating any irritation; and my hon. and learned friend, who
speaks with so much charm whenever North-West matters
are introduced, is under a complete misapprehension as to
the Department of the Interior. He supposes there are
two boards. There is no such thing. You have got a
board at Winnipeg and then you have got the Minister
bere to whom you may appeal. But the Land Board at
Winnipeg is one thing, and, of course, whether you have a
board here or whether you bave it at Winnipeg, you still
have the Minister to whom the decisions of that board
may be appealed. Now, I will ask my hon. friend, in view
of the explanation that the Minister gave me, viz.: that 95
per cent. of the work is done quietly at Winnipeg-will ho
say for one moment, if that be the case, that it is not a real
advantage to have the office near the settler, and not to
have it far away ? The hon. gentleman is a lawyer; ho
knows very well that one of the things that characterises a
good government is to bring the law near the people, to
bring it within easy reach of them.

Mr. COOK, It comes too mighty near, sometimes.
Mr. DAVIN. I dare say it does. I know you have been

in the Election Courts.
Mr. COOK. I have always had enough to pay the costs.
Mr. DAVIN. Don't get angry or I will cook your goose.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hold that in my way, as a funnel, 80
to speak, conveying what information was given to me, I
have conveyed it to my hon. and learned friend.

Mr. MILLS. Balaam.
Mr. DAVIN. What is Balaam ? What has that to do

with it ?
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman is just in the same

unfortunate position. Tbe hon. gentleman says he is the
funnel through which this information is conveyed to the
House. Balaam had a funnel also through which h. con-
veyed views.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman is completely astray.
He is ass-tray, as an hon. member said. I had to point out
last year the want of biblical knowledge on the part of the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock). The as in

i the scriptural story was not the funnel of Balaam; on the
) contrary, the oss recognized the angel which Balaam could

rnot recognise, and so he did not convoy any views that
Balaam entertained, and. was, therefore, in no way Balaam's
funnel. I am sorry to have to give the hon. gentleman,
which I had occasionally to do last year, a little scriptural
instruction. But turning away from the ass, I will come
to the subject in hand. I say that in view of the explanation
that 95 per cent. of the work is done in Winnipeg without
any noise, you have only to take the geographical fact that
it is nearer the people and you occupy a position that is
simply unanswerable, and no silvery eloquence on the part
of my hon. friend, whom we are always glad to hear,
can affect it, although just now ho thought there wore two
boards; and, last year, he thought we had no municipal
system. I advise hon, gentlemen opposite, and in doing so
I speak against my own party, and I am now saying the
worst thing I can say against my own party-

Mr. MITCHELL. Be careful.
Mr. DAVIN. Oh, yes, I an very careful. I know that

I am speaking not only in the presence of the two parties,
but also in the prosence of the third party, which for the
moment is the most formidable.

Mr. MITCHELL. The most independent, at all ovents.
Mr. DAVIN. If hon. gentlemen opposite want to make

any impression on this House and to lower the numerical
strength of the Çonservative party, the first thing they wi Il
have to do when dealing with the North-West question is
to study facts. They are really in a state of deplorable
ignorance on the subject, and silvery eloquence and loud
rhetoric such as is sometimes used is but as the idle wind.

Mr. MITCHELL. You will supply the fiction if thoy
supply facts.

Mr. DAVIN. I will, with pleasuro, if they will pay me
for it.

Mr. WATSON. I am sure this side of the House will be
very thankful to the Minister-not the Minister but the
funnel of the Minister of the Interior.

Mr. MITCHELL. He is the coming Minister.

Mr. WATSON. He was looking for the position. It will
astonish anyone coming from the North-Woest to learn that
the work of the Departmont of the Interior is administered
with such great diligence, especially that part which has
reference to claime in the North-West. The hon.gentleman
must have been more fortunate than is the case with others
in the North-West. I know of many persons in Manitoba
who, day after day, correspended with me on the subjict of
getting their patents; in fact, people are constantly
writing to me to get patents issued and land matters
adjusted that cannot be adjusted in Winnipeg. The
bon. gentleman says that 95 per cent. of the work bas
been done in *Winnipeg. I believe it was a good move on
the part of the Government to establish a land board in Win-
nipeg, but if 95 per cent. of the work is now done there
and only 5 per cent. done in Ottawa, this boing the
more difflcult work, I fail to see why the whole ad-
ministration of the department sbould not be removed
to Winnipeg, and the department be administered by
a responsible individual in Winnipeg or some point
in the North-West-I do not care if it was Regina.
I believe if we had reeponsible men there to deal with the
individual claims of setlers it would b. better for the people
at large. No doubt great delays occur in the Department
of the Interior in connection with claims of people who
have entered for homeeteade and desire to prove their claims.
Delays occur not only in these cases, but aiso in cases where
there has been some little irregularity, not altogether on
the part of the applicant, but also on the part of the
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department, and I should like to see a responsible individual
located in Winnipeg or some portion of the North.West who
would be in a position to deal, and deal finally, with all claims
coming before him for adjudication. If I visit the Depart-
ment of the Interior to obtain information, or with reference
to any application for a patent, the case is referred to the
Land Board in Winnipeg; they have to report and send
their opinion here, and I then get an answer. That pro-
ceeding, of course, involves delay. The Land Board in
Winnipeg should be entrusted with full power to issue
patents.

Mr. MITCHELL. Who are they?

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Smith is the head of the Land
Board in Winnipeg. He is from Peterboro', I think. I
believe the gentleman who presides over that board is giv-
ing satisfaction and is doing all he can under the powers
given him as Commissioner of Dominion Lands in the
North-West. There is undoubtedly great dissatisfaction in
the west on account of the trouble involved in getting the
machinery in motion for the issuing of patents and the
settlement of claims. I know claims that have been hang-
ing over for the last ton or twelve years under the promise
that they would be investigated. Such, for instance, are the
old settlers' claims in the city of Winnipeg and throughout
the old Province of Manitoba, claims in regard to land to
which the people doclare they are entitled under an agree-
ment made with the Hudson's Bay Company before the trans-
for of the North-West to the Dominion. The Interior De-
partment and the Governmont have been deaf to the
demands of these people, but I hope before the Session
closes, the Government will appoint a commission to en-
quire into thoir claims and grievances and report on them.
If the people are entitled to any recompense in connection
with their claims thon they should be dealt with fairly and
the matter settled; if not, they should be so informed and
the agitation be allowed to drop.

Committee rose; and, it being Six o'clock the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itsolf into Committe of Supply.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I regret very much that the
Minister who has charge of the department, and whose
special interest it is to give the louse information on this
subject is not present.

An hon. MEMBER. Here he is.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I refer to the real Minister and

not to the hon. gentleman who has dignified himself with
the name of the funnel.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon, gentleman allow me a
moment, Mr. Dewdney is not here, but Ibelieve it is
through no fault of his own in one sense. He has an en-
gagement which he is obliged to keep and which was entered
into beforehand. This item was pretty fully discussed, and
the discussion can be brought up again on succoeeding votes
which are intimately connected with this department. It
might be that the hon. gentleman will allow this item which
is simply for salaries to pass. When the vote comes for the
Land Board at Winnipeg and other services we eau resume
the discussion. I throw that out as a hint.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It may be that the Minister of
the Interior could not be here, but it is rather an unusual
thing that when the estimates of the Minister's department
are under consideration he should not be in the louse to
give information upon the subject. I do not suppose that
any observations that I would make would alter the policy
of the department, but, notwithstanding, I think that it is

Mr. WATSON.

only right and proper that I should express the views that
I have formed in reference to this Land Board in Winnipeg,
the office of commissioner, and the duties that the commis-
sioner has to discharge.

Mr. POSTER. If the hon. gentleman will allow me, I
might make one more suggestion. 1 think the Minister
will be in, in the course of a little while, and we might let
this item stand for a moment and proceed to the next.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That will be satiq-
factory.

Mr. MILLS. Very well, we will do so.

North-West Mounted Police.......... .......... $9,860

Mr. FOSTER. With reference to this item, Mr. Chair-
man, the only increase is that caused by the statutory addi-
tions. There are three statutory increases at $50 each, and
one at $30, making $180 in all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That officer is now in
residence in Ottawa, is he not ?

Mr. FOSTER. Do you mean the comptroller.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Has there been any change

in the regulations in reference to the force in the North-
West ?

Mr. FOSTE R. I have been informed that there has been
no important change. An opportunity will be afforded to
discuss that subject in the general estimates.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That is a point I wanted
to bring out. I suppose it is botter to wait till thon because
I think the Minister of Finance might not be in possession
of the information.

Mr. FOSTER. I will make a note of that.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We can take it on the other

items.
Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is to be regretted that the

First Minister who has charge of the administration of the
affairs of the Mounted Police i3 not here for the purpose of
giving us some information on the subject. The force is
very much larger than it was a few years ago, and it was
increased at a period when the country was much agitated,
when a civil war had broken ont, when a rebellion had
occurred and when the recurrence of that rebellion threat-
ened the country. This force is, in fact, a part of the
expenditure in connection with the Indian branch although
it is really separate, for the main duty of the force is pre-
cautionary duty, relating to the maintenance of peace and
order, so far as the Indian population is concerned. Now,
I understand that the Indians have remained contented
upon thoir reserves, that there has been no indication of
discontent, amounting at ail events to rebellion, and it
would be most important that the expenditure in connection
with the maintenance of this force should be diminished, if
this can be safely done. If %00 mounted police were suffi-
cient in the early period of the administration of the affairs
in the North-West, when the means of communication were
very different from what they are at the present time, it
seoms to me that this force could be very largely reduced
without any risk to the peace and the good order of that
section of the country, and if so it would certainly be to the
public interest that a reduction should take place.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I might say, Mr. Chairman,
that, perhaps, the Minister has observed in the public prints,
even in some that are favorable to the Administration, that
there have been rather serions complainte about the way in
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which matters are conducted at what I might term the
head-quarters of the force at Regina. I dare say that the
Minister will have seen articles bearing upon that question.
I have in my hand a paper in which a very serious charge
is made against Commissioner lerchmer, who is in charge
of the force there. It is alleged that a canteen bas been
establiahed in the barracks, and that beer of suffleient
strength to produce intoxication is being sold; that that
canteen has special surroundings, that it is a -monopoly for
beer drinking, that its result is demoralising to the force;
and, altogether, speaking in such a way in reference to the
matter I think it would be well for the Minister to be able
to give some explanation in reference to it. For instance, I
have a short article here dated the 29th September, in a
paper entitled the Regina Leader-I think a paper that is
favorable to the Administration-in which it says that this
canteen is demoralising the force. The article is headed,
"The Canteen must Go," and it goes on to say :-

"It is an outrage,savoring of boodle for those who brought it here, and
demoralising, ruining, debauchin g the men it pretends to serve. A corres-
pondent writing from the barracks gives particulars which none buit an
as or a gboul would deny were reasons sufficient for wiping it off the

face of the earth. But the latest outrage who will defend? Here are
the facts: one of the corporals-T. B. Wright-fell under its temptations.
He has been drinking heavily since New Year's, spending at the canteen
all bis money, and the bulk of hie time, and generally indulging, like
many of his fellows, in a prolonged spree. He is a married man; bis
family living at the barracks. Hie wife, an excellent woman, bas endea-
vored by her own work to add to the pittance he gave her. On Friday
he was missed. A search party of 20 men scoured the country but could
find no trace of h m. It is supposed that hearing he would be punished
for hie offence of drinking to excess the strong beer which those in
authority aided in placing under his nose, he deserted-leaving a weep-
ing wife and children. Hie deserted wife is not alone in condemning
the canteen as a curse. Before the canteen came the men had the
healtby outing of a run down town. Here they could take a drink, but
the temptation was not constantly before them and there was but a
fraction of the amount of drinking which goes on now."

I think, Sir, when a statement like that appears in a
paper-

Mr. LANDERKIN. What paper is that ?
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Regina Leader-knowr

to be favorable to the Government.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What subsidy docs it

get? Possibly the subsidy was'stopped at the time.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not know of my own1

knowledge who edits it, but it is commonly reported to be
a gentleman in this House, and I have no doubt he will say
something on the matter. I have seon articles in other
papers on the same subject, and I submit that it is of such
importance that some explanation should be given. In
another article it is insinuated, if not openly charged, that
the commissioner himself is benefited by the existence of
this institution, which is said to be demoralising the force.
I have no doubt the hon. Minister of Finance will havet
taken some interest in this matter, and will be able to sayr
wbetherit is true that a canteen has been established thereb
under Commissioner Herchmer, whether it is true that he
actually profits by it himself, and whether, as is charged in
another place, a car load of beer which he was having taken
in was seized. This is the point on which I wanted to get
some information.

Mr. FOSTER. Ail that has been stated in the newspapers
will not, I suppose, be taken for granted even by my hon.i
friend. There may be some truth in it, or there may bei
not. I am not the responsible Minister of the department r
which has control of the force, and the vote we are taking a
now is for the officers of the department who are here. I
have no doubt at ail that the First Minister, who has it h
under his care, and who is not here to-night, because he ise
feeling unwell, will be quite able to give the hon. gentleman i
a full answer when we corne to the item which provides for 1
the maintenance of the force in the North-West. These t
matters have been, no doubt, brought to his attention. i

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. This department is
intended for the special direction and surveillance of this
force, and, therefore, my hon. friend's remarks are in the
strictest sense pertinent. The comptroller is bound to see,
if such irregularities exist, that they are repressed at once.
I think the hon, gentleman had better suspend this item
until the officer properly in charge is bore to offer explana.
tiens, and he might revert to the Minister of Interior s De-
partment. which he asked to stand on the score of bis
absence.

Department of the Interior..................... ......... $128,512 50
Mr. DEWDNEY. I must apologise for not being bore

when you took the Chair, but I had a little dinner party,
and was able only to get as far as the fish, and 1 left as soon
as I could. Before I arrived I believed an explanation was
asked in reference to the Land Commissioner's office at
Winnipeg. Before I took charge of the department I had
somewhat similar views to those expressed by some bon.
gentlemen opposite in regard to that office. I had not
given particular attention to the matter in the North-West;
it was not until it was intimated to me that I was coming
here that I went into the matter particularly, and the more
I have seen of the administration of this office the more I
have become satisfied of the necessity of it. Shortly after
I took office, a large number of applications were made to
me from different parts of the Territorios in roforence to
land matters and I thought from what I saw and know thon
that there wore a groat many matters which appeared to me
to be grievances on the part of the settlors-so much so that
I wrote to the commissioner to amk him who, if anyone, had
sufficient discretion, or any discretion, te settle those griev.
ances. He replied to me that there was no discretion in
the matter at all-that the law was vory clear in regard to
all land matters. I then found that no patents could be
issued without the certificate of the Land Commis-
sioner at Winnipeg. It was bis duty to got all the
information he could from bis officers with regard to the
occupation and improvements of the different settlers ;
and until the Government had a certificate of course no
patent could bu issued. Some parties in the North.West
thought that was unnecessary, and it was intimated to me
that it would be botter if theapplication was made direct to
Ottawa, and the patent issued from ebore. But since I have
had the honor to administer the departmont, I have come
to the conclusion that such a course would place the
Minister in a false position, and for that reason, if for no
other, I think it was a very wise measure to place tho office of
the Land Commissioner at Winnipeg. I may say that while I
have been in the 'lerritories up to the day I left I have not
bard any intimation from the settlers themselves that thoy
wished to have the land office removed and the whole of
the business donc bore at head-quarters. In fact, quite the
reverse was the case. I do not know if the hon. gentlemen
are aware that,during the last meetingof the Local Assembly,
a resolution was passed expressing the opinion that the
land office should be removed furtber west in order to be
nearer the people who have now the principal amount of
business to transact with the Land Department. In regard
to the advice extended to me by the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) I take it in the spirit in which
it was proffered ; I have no doubt it was given with good
intention. I am sure no one is more anxious to
reduce the expenditure of the department tban I
am, when it can be done without impairing its
efficiency; and, so far as my experience goos, I find all the
Ministers anxious to reduce the expenditure as far as they
can. We have a Finance Minister of a very economical
turn of mind and who is anxious to make a good showing.
I think you will find, when the Estimates are down, that
hey are not excessive, at any rate as far as my depart-
ment is concerned. But I fear that the wishes of the hon.
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gentleman cannot be fulfilled, because it appears to me that,
in a young country like ours, the business in the North.
West instead of decreasing must increase. Therefore, I can-
not hold out any hope that in the course of a few years the
hon. gentleman's wishes will be realized.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I must say that Iregret the hon.
gentleman has arrived at this opinion. In my opinion a verv
large reduction might be made in the expenditure con-
nected with the department, and at the same time the effi-
ciency of that department might be greatly increased. The
hon. gentleman asks for an expenditure of $128,000 con-
nected with his department here; the expense of the Indian
branch will exceed $120,000, and there is in connection
with the commissioner's land office at Winnipeg a
further expenditure of $185,000, making an expenditure
connected with that office for the more administration of
public affaire of upwards of $300,000. I can point to
figures in the history of the Illinois Central Railway, whose
sales of lands were double that of the department which the
hon. gentleman has in charge, at any time during the last
ten years, which show the expense of the administration of
those lands was not ten per cent. of what the Interior
Department costs at present for the same purpose. The
hon. gentleman knows that the expenditure of his depart-
ment, which was about $50,000, including the expenditure
of the branch at Winnipeg in 1876 and 1878, hps increased
four-fold, and there is no corresponding increase in the
public service to warrant this very large expenditure. The
hon. gentleman will find, if ho looks at the expenditure
connected with the land office at Washington, no such cum-
brous machinery in connection with that office as that
which the hon, gentleman thinks necessary in connection
with his department here. I think we might profit by the
experience of our neighbors, and avoid having a second
Department of the Interior stationed mid-way between the
plaius of our North-West and the capital of Canada. The
hon. gentleman, in my opinion, proposes to perpetuate a
useless institution by the maintenan ee of the commissioner's
office at Winnipeg. When that office was first established,
there were serious difficulties in the way of rapid commu-
nication with the central office here. There were no tele-
graph lines and no railways, and no means of com-
munication for a very considerable portion of the year,
except through the adjoining republic, and the facili.
ties often through that country were far from being
great. In consequence of the isolation which existed for a
considerable portion of the year, it was found necessary to
establish an office at Winnipeg, which was intended to
serve as a temporary expedient, and to dispose of those
simple matters about which there could be no dispute, in
order to facilitate the iseuing of patente to the settlers and
to facilitate the settlement of disputes that might arise
between conflicting claimants, by taking the evi-
dence of the parties. In my opinion, if the Govern-
ment would retain the land offices which are easy
of access to the settlers and intending settlers in the various
portions of the country, there is no public business that
requires intervention between the Department of the In-
terior and those land offices by the means of such an institu-
tion as that of the Land Commissioner at Winnipeg. If the
hon. gentleman has land offices easy of access in various
portions of the Territories-and I judge from the large sums
asked for the payment of salaries of public land agents in
various parts of the North-West that such is the case-why
should such an institution as the Land Office at Winnipeg
ho perpetuated ? If there be serious difficulty or dispute
between claimants, one of the parties will not rest
content with the decision of the commissioner. There
will be an appeal to the Minister, and the sooner
that appeal takes place-with al] the facts com-
municated that may be furnished by the agent in the

Mr. DwDNzy.

immediate locality, to the Minister-the sooner the affair
will be disposed of, the patent issued to the party
entitled, and the dispute settled. Now, there is nothing
which this commissioner has to do that the Minister himself
could not do quite as weli. This commissioner muet act
upon information and evidence. The commissioner at
Winnipeg is, in many cases, 500 or 1,000 miles away from
the disputants in the Territories. In but few instances can
he be visited by the parties whose case is in controversy.
They muet communicate with him through the mail, and
those communications might just as well come directly to
the Minister of Interior here as reach him indirectly through
the commissioner, whose decision is not accepted. Then I
know that the fact of having a commissioner often tends
to delay matters. The commissioner will say that he is
waiting for the decision of some matter at Ottawa. The
Minister at Ottawa finds that the papers which the com-
missioner represents as having been sent to him are in the
office at Winnipeg, and so the parties whose case is in con-
troversy find that months are allowed to elapse before either
the commissioner or the Minister is heard from. Now, it
is to my mind perfectly evident that the prosent
means of communication, the facilities of mail service
and telegraphic communication, do away with the noces-
sity for such an office as that at Winnipeg. Look at
the expense. You have a commissioner with a salary of
85,000 a year; you have a superintendent of mines with a
salary of $3,200; an inspector with a salary of 82,200;
secretaries with salaries of $2,000; seven homestead in-
spectors. Why, the amount paid to these homesteads
inspectors is almost as much as has been derived in some
years from the payment of fées and the issuing of patents.
You find that the sum is increased up to $54,000, and that
this does not cover ail the expenditure in connection with
the service there. I am convinced from what I know that,
withont any increase whatever in the staff here or in the
expenditure incurred in connection with the department
here, this office at Winnipeg could be disposed of by sub-
stituting for it a local land office there, such as there are in
other portions of the North-West. Certainly the people
who have disputes with regard to lands, and who are
anxions to have their patents issued, are not likely to favor
the continuance of this office. It simply serves to diminish
the responsibility of the Minister and to enable him to
charge, and in many instances justly charge, the delays
that are incident to such a cumbrous system, upon
the officer connected with the office in that city.
When you look at the question of the North-West Territo-
ries, it is perfectly apparent that the office at Winnipeg,
unless the seat of Government were removed there, ean be
of no advantage to the people who are settled hundreds of
miles away from the capital of the Prairie Province, and so
I think it is to be regretted that the hon. gentleman should,
at so early a period of his official career, have come to the
conclusion that this office should be maintained in that
city. I am satisfied that neither efficiency nor economy is
promoted by the maintenance of the office there ; that if,
in a country so large as the United States, with territories
extending from the Gulf of Mexico to the 49th parallel, it
is not found necessary to have such an institution, it cannot
be necessary to have it in the much more limited area
which we find it necessary to administer in connection with
our Federal Government.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I would call the attention of the hon.
Minister to one particular item. I find that the receipts
during last year from the North-West on account of Domi-
nion Lands, from all sources, mounted to $217,083.07, in-
cluding homesteads, pre-empfions, improvements, general
sales of lands, map sales and office fes, inspection fes, en-
collation foes,' &c., fees for change of entries, surveyors'
examination fees, timber dues, grazing lande, stone quar-
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ries, mining fees, hay permits, &c., miscellaneous and
Rocky Mountains National Park Al these put together
amount to $217,083. Now we find that the item which the
hon. gentleman is asking the Committee to pass, including
the cost of the Land Board at Winnipeg, is $180,000, with-
out contingencies. When you add the contingencies, you
virtually swallow up every dollar received from the North-
West from every source in conrection with the depart-
ment here and the Land Board in Winnipeg. The contin-
gencies will be over $22,000, making a total of $202,000 for
the expenditures, while the receipts from all sources are
only $217,000. Can it be necessary to keep a board at
Winnipeg and a large staff of officials bhere for the purpose of
doing business which results in a total receipt of 8217,000
with an expenditure of $202,000 and only $15,000 left ? I
think there is a great deal of force in the argument of the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that an immediate
step should be taken to abolish the office in Winnipeg with
its large staff. I believe there are seven or eight home-
stead inspectors in the North-West. I have been trying to
get at the bottom of the duties performed by them. Cer-
tainly those duties are not as great as they were a year or
two ago, but the same staff is kept on. We have dispensed
with one officer, it is true, in connection with the inspec-
tion of colonisation companies.

An hon. MEMBER. He is employed in another way.

Mr. McMTJLLEN. Well, it is good to have got rid of
him in some way, because his salary would have added at
least $3,000 to this estimate. I do not think the Minister
can defend the enormous expenses in connection with the
management of this department when ho looks at the
receipta and expenses. Certainly it shows that everything
is not sound in Denmark.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I am not able to verify the figures
which the hon. gentleman has just quoted, but, if ho will
allow me a little time, I think I can make a botter sbowing
than that. I know that the sum ho bas just mentioned
does not fairly represent what we have received from the
North-West lands, because I think the hon. gentleman has
not taken into account the amount of scrip paid in for lands,
which I think amounts to $300,000 or $400,000, but I am
not at present able to say how much. With regard to the
homestead inspectors that theb on. gentleman thinks are
too numerous, I can only say that the people of the North-
West are calling out for more ; that their duties are at times
very onerous, and that they may be called upon at any
time to report on the homestead of any gentleman who is
anxious to make application for his patent. So far from
there being too many, what I hear is that there are not
enough to do the work.

Mr. McMULLEN. The statement of figures which I
gave was taken from No. 18, page 48 of the Public Ac-
counts of this year, and 1 have enumerated al the sources
from which the revenue has been obtained. I am not to
blame if the Public Accounts are not correct.

Mr. DEWDNEY. That is the cash receipts, and no doubt
it is correct.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). At page 109 of these Estimates,
it will be seen that the amount the hon, gentleman asks for
the Winnipeg office this year is $185,748. I may inform
him that I purpose asking for the opinion of the louse on
that estimate. -

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Over and above these
various sume, which make up nearly $300,000, there is an
amount of $100,000 asked on capital account for Dominion
Lands. Altogether the result is this: That we received
in the year 1888, in actual cash, $217,000 from all sources.
The scrip to which the hon. Minister alluded is, I presume,
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simply in payment of obligations incurred to half.breeds
and others. That is the case, I think ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Yes,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is not cash in any
sense. When you add together these sums of 8185,000 for
the Commissioner's Office in Winnipeg, and $82,000 on the
page we are now considering, and $818,000 for contingencies,
and $7,000 for the Minister's own salary, and 8100,000
charged on page 110 for capital account, you have a total
of $392,000 which the hon. gentleman requires for the
service of this department, while we had net receipts last
year of only $217,000. I desire to ask the House this
question : Only one year and a half is to run until the
$58,000,000 which we were promised as the net receipts
from the lands of the Dominion to defray the cost of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway will be due, and how is that to be
met by receipts of $217,000 a year as against an annual
expenditure of 8392,000 ? I think the House would like to
have some explanation on that point, and, if the hon. gentle-
man cannot give it, then the flouse would like to have the
explanation from the First Minister, who promised us this
result on-I think it was-the lt of January, 1891.

Mr. WATSON. In some instances,tho inspoctors do not
do their duty. Last season, I know that the Crown Timber
Inspector, who has to do with charging dues for cutting
bay on the Government lands, in many cases duplicated the
permits, and granted permits over the same ground two or
three tines, and in one case I know there was alrnost
bloodshed as the one set of men drove ont the other with
pitchforks. The name of the inspector is Gunn. It has been
the same on timber land, that permits granted for cutting
wood on Government land have been often duplicated. I
cal attention to this fact in order that the Minister may in-
struct his inspectors to be very careful and not te grant
more permits for cutting hay or wood than the country
will bear.

Department of Indian A faira .............................. $42,415

Mr. FOSTER. The net increase is $1,517.50. Thore
were twenty statutories at $50, one at $30, one at $25, one
promotion of a second to a first class, Mr. Soott, 850; and
three additional third class clerks at $400. The de-
creases are: differences in salary of third class clerks, one
at $850, one at 8612, one at $600, one at $450, allowance to
solicitor, 8400.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There was an appropriation
taken last year for a solicitor. Was a solicitor employed,
and what were his duties ?

Mr. FOSTER. That sum was paid to the Deputy Min-
ister of Justice, and has been paid to him for yeare as
solicitor for Indian Affaire. lIt has been dropped this year.
I believe he is to have it, but it is to be paid out of the
Indian funds. I think it is now paid ont of the Consoli-
dated Revenue for the Provinces, and then recouped from
the Indian Fund. I am not quite certain about that, and I
will look into it further.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwll). It was formerly given te the
Deputy Minister who acted as legal adviser to the depart-
ment ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The bon. gentleman says he

was heretofore paid out of the Indian fund. Does ho mean
that the Indian fund in the old Province of Ontario bore
the whole of this expenditure ?

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot give the full answer to that
bocause I have not looked it up; but it has been paid in
some way out of the Indian fund.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Minister will see that it is
very unfair to charge it against the Indian fund of certain
of the Provinces. For instance, he might wish to consult
with regard to Indian affairs in British Columbia. There
is no Indian fund there out of which any portion of this
salary could be paid.

Mr. FOSTER. I find that in the earlier part of the item
of statements here, it is stated that part of this is paid from
Indian Affairs. I do not know whether it is the whole
$400, or whether it is payment for part of the year or for
the whole year. However, I will get full information on
that point.

Mr. McM ULLEN. I notice there has been a superannua-
tion in connection with the Indian Department last year.
Will the hon. gentleman give us some explanation with
regard to the appointment that has been made to fill that
vacancy ? I have noticed that in cases of superannuation,
as a rule, the salary given to the incoming servant is not
equal to the amount that had been given to the party who
was retired. But the rule has not been followed out in this
case. I would like to know, first, where was Mr. Me
Pherson, who has been superannuated, located as Indian
agent, and how this officer, who has come after him, has
been placed in an office at the same salary that Mr. Mc
Pherson had when he retired and was put on the list as a
superannuated officer ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I am sorry to say I am unable to give
the explanation now. It occurred before I took charge
of the department. If I had known that the hon. gentle-
man had wanted the information 1 could have obtained it
for him. Mr. McPherson was superannuated, and I think
Mr. Pither was appointed in his place. I will get the infor-
mation in regard to salaries. Mr. Pither had been an old
agent, and, therefore, I presume, he was appointed at the
same salary he had been receiving previously. He had
been agent at Fort Francis.

Mr. McMULLEN. I have noticed that, as a rule, when
superannuations take place a reduction is generally made,
and the Government claim that in that way the country
saves considerable money. That rule should have been fol-
lowed out in this case. A man is given a retiring allow-
ance, and another man is put in his place at the same salary.

1Mr. POSTER. But the officer who took the place may
have been an old officer at another place, and ho would
receive the same salary ho had been receiving at the place
from which ho was taken.

Mr. Stanton having been transferred to the Fishery Depart-
ment when Mr. Jenkins, who was private secretary to the
Minister, was transferred to the Finance Department. Dif-
ference, salaries, Messrs. Nash and Coffin, $275; one third
class clerk dropped, $1,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. What superannuations
occured in the department?

Mr. FOSTER. Only that of Mr. Nash.

Department of Inland Revenue...........$40,960

Mr. POSTER. In this department there is a net decrease
of $415. The increases are represented by thirteen statu-
tories at $50, one at $25, and two at $30. Additional to Mr.
Gerald's salary, $300 ; additional to Mr. Quain's salary, $200,
making $1,235. The decreases are represented by a first
class clerkship being omitted, Mr. Lamotte having been
superannuated, $1,450, an allowance to Mr. Himsworth,
$200, makirg a total of $1,650. The net decrease is $415.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. What is the cause of
that superannuation ?

Mr. FOSTER. I think ill-health.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was his age ?

Mr. FOSTER. I will ascertaina

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is ho returned in the
superannuation list brought down the other day ?

Mr. FOSTER. I understand so.

Mr. McMULLEN. Another important superannuation
has taken place in that department, that of Mr. Aubin,
inspector of gas, with a salary of $2,000. He is given a
retiring allowance of $560. The person appointed in his
place -receives $1,200.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The late inspector of gas was receiving
81,600 a year, and he received a further salary as consulting
inspector of $400 per year, making a total of 82,000. He was
upwards of 70 years of age, and for the last year has been
thoroughly unfit, from illness,to attend to his duty and other
officers had to be paid for discharging it. Accordingly ho
has been superannuated and his place bas been filled by an
officer with a salary of $1,200.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the Minister
can furnish particulars with regard to the surperannuation
of Mr. Lamotte.

Mr. MILIL (Bothwell). What promotions have taken Mr. COSTIGAN.0lis superannuation arose from the
place in the department here ? fact that is health entirely failed. He was quite a young

man) and lis chances for promotion were net enly good but
Mr. FOSTER. Only one promotion, from second to first, ho might have confidently expected to have been premoted

Mr. Scott. to a fimet clasa clemkship within a short time. Ho was, how-

Office of the Auditor General. ...................... $25,825 ever, corpelled to bave and to give up lis prospects on
account of the total failare of hie bealth.

Mr. FOSTER. There has been a net decrease of $325. Mr. LANGELIER (Qnsbecj. I do net complain of the
There were ton statutory increases, $500 ; one statutory in- superannuation of Mr. Aubin who was a vory old officer,
crease at 825; two second class clerks have been transferred but I understand that ho failel te obtain any addition t)the
from this department, and two others are to be promoted number of years of his service. He waa a man of extmaem-
from the third class at lower salaries to take their places, dinary ability, being perhaps the moat competent man, a
making in ail an increase of $2,175. The decreases are : egrds the inspection of gas, in America. le happened
two second class clerks transferred, making $2,700; one to be appointed in 1876 or 1877 when the law fer the in-
third class clerk, $1,000; less transferred to Audit Office spection of gas waa firet put into operation. Ever sinGe
from the Post Office Department, one at $725 and one at that time he las iulfiIled hie duties very efficiently, but on
$675. Difference in Mr. Patterson'a salary, $200. account of old age lie ould no longer attend te thom

Department of Finance and Treasury Board... $53,597 50 Iundemstand a equeat wae made te have done for him what
was done in other cases of the samo kind, that is tW eay, on

Mr. FOSTER. In this department there ias been a net account of the exceptional nature of hie service, it was sug-
decrease of $382.50. The increases were, 21 statutory at $50, gested that the Treasury Board miglt add a number of
one 830, total, $1,080. The decreases are, difference be- years W hie service in order te give him a larger superan-
tween the salaries of Messrs. Stanton and Jenkins, $187.50, nuation allowance. This was not acceded to, and the

rHr. F.oC pf.
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superannuation allowance is so low that he cannot Ive on
it; I know ho bas not suficient to live independently. I
should like to know why the addition could not have been
given to him as it has been given to other officers not so
deserving.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman will have
the means of satisfying the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) that the retiring allow-
ance is not too high after all. It is quite true that Mr. Aubin
represented that he had a fair claim to come under the
clause of the Act which provides that, in certain cases, an
additional number of years may be added to the actual ser-
vice of an officer about to be superannuated. The law pro.
vides that when a man has attained a certain age and who
was taken into the service for special qualifications, that
point may be taken into consideration when he retires
from the service, and any number of years, not to exceed
ten, may be added to bis years of actual service in order to
increase his retiring allowance. Mr. Aubin had bis case
considered by the Treasury Board. It is true that years
ago a number of years were added to the time of service of'
certain retiring officers, but I can assure hon. gentlemen
that during the last few years the cases in which additions
of that kind have been made to retiring officers have been
very few indeed and under very exceptional circumstances.
Mr. Aubin claimed that he was taken into the service on
account of possessing certain special qualifications. That
was quite true. On the other hand, the ground on which
the Treasury Board based its decision was the very liboral
salary paid to this officer during his time of service.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I contend that the fact
should be taken into consideration that, when this officer
was first appointed, it would have been next to impossible
to have organised a system of gas inspection if he had.not
accepted the position. He left a very lucrative business as
an engineer to be useful to the Government. I know, from
personal experience of some cases in which he saved a good
deal of money. He was an exceptionally competent man,
not only for that particular line of business, but for other
lines, and he was one of the best mechanical engineers in
America. Ho was an inventor; he was the inventor of a
system of gas which bears bis name and which, I think, is
very largely used in the United States. I believe he de-
serves some consideration on account of the peculiar cir-
cumstances that, when he was appointed, lis services were
almost indispensable to the Government. i am not far
wrong when I say that he went into the service more out of
friendship fer the gentleman who was then in charge of the
department than for any other reason and in order to assist
him in the carrying out of the new law. It was not to
make profit that he entered the service of the Government,
because ho was making more money in his own profession
than the salary he got from the Government.

Department of Customs.............«........................$35,650
Mr. FOSTER. There are sixteen statutory incroases at

$50, two promotions from third to second class, $200, making
an increase of S1,000 in all.

Mr. CHARLTON. I notice in the report of the Auditor
General some rather peculiar revelations with regard to
this branch of the service. I see a list here of 115 officers
of this department who have largely supplemented their
salaries by sharing in Custom louse seizures. Six of those
gentlemen have received from this source of revenue a
larger sum than their salaries amounted to. I will give you
a few of those names, with the amount of salaries received
by each, and the amount of their emoluments derived from
this source of profit in the Custom louse. J. D. L.
Ambrose, Appraiser, Montreal, salary $1,700, share of
Custom house seizures $1,360.83. C. Baker, Appraiser,
Toronto, salary 81,400, shareof Customs seizures $587.28.
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1 C. Banting, landing waiter, Woodstock, Ont., salary $600,

share of Customs seizures $1,280.63, somewhat more than
i double his salary. Mr. Benson, collector of Customs at

Windsor, Ont., salary $1,800, share of Customs seizures
$838.04. J. D. Bonness, special preventive officer, salary
$900, share of Customs seizures $841.53. Wm. Cowan,
Customs clerk, Windsor, Ont., salary $1,200, share of
Customs seizures, $573.25. J. Douglas, Customs sur-
v.yor, Toronto, salary $2,000, share of Customs
seizure, $321.41. A. Drouillard, landing waiter of Windsor,
Ont., salary, $500, share of Customs seizures $644.53. George
Frye, Customs survoyor, Victoria, B. C., salary $1,800,
share of Customs seizures $1,529.01. A. Girard, Customs
clerk, Montreal, salary $800, share of Customs seizures,
$1,307,75. J. A. Gross, special Customs officer, salary $1,200,
share of Customs seizures, $1,902.23. T. A. Heffernane, col-
lector of Customs, Guelph, salary $1,200, share of Customs
seizures, $507.50. R. lunter, sub-collector of Customs,
Stickeen, salary $1,600, share of Customs seizures, $457.11.
H. Jokish, Customs clerk, Montreal, salary $900, share of
Customs seizures $712.02. J. W. Laing, preventive officer,
Windsor, Ont., salary $550, share of Castoms seizures,
$284.17. C. W. Lewis, landing waiter, Fort Brie, salary
$600, share of Customs seizures $417.18. A. R. Milne,
Customs appraiser, Victoria, B. C., salary $1,600, share of
Customs seizures $5,555.54. S. W. McMichacl, Customs
financial inspector, salary $ 1,600, share of Customs seizures
$6,020.84. J. C. Newbury, Customs clerk, Victoria,
B. C., -salary $1,000, share of Customs seizures $500.
W. J. O'Hara, chief Customs clark, Montreal, salary
$2,000, share of Customs seizures, $1,641.07. P. J. O'Keefe,
special Customs agent, salary $1,200; share of Customs,
seizures $641.41. Thomas Sargent, Customs appraiser
Toronto, salary $1,600; share of Customs seizures 8812.82.
J. Shaughnessy, special preventive officer, salary $600,
share of Customs seizures $536.06. J. A. Van Ingen, Cus-
toms collector, Woodstock, Ontario, salary 81,200, share
of Customs seizures $1,280.63. R. G. Warren, Customs
officer, Fort Erie, salary $1,050, share of Customs seizures,
$454.91. These are a few instances collected from this list
of 115 officers of Customs who largely supplement their
salaries, and in some cases get two or three times as much
as their salaries amount to from their share of Customs
seizures. I imagine that those officers are specially careful
to discharge that particular part of their business, and that
their energies will be directed mainly to the business of
making seizures. It strikes me that there is danger that
these mon may in some cases entrap importers into difficul-
ties of this kind for the purpose of pouncing upon thom
and making seizures of their invoices so as to get their
portion of the spoil. It occurs to me that this is a
most vicious system. It must, I imagine, lead on the
part of these officers to a particular care that they will dis-
charge this kind of duty which neither the public nor the
Government expect of them. I hear in various parts of the
country complaints as to the characteristics of the Customs
officers. It is said that they are in the habit of treating
importers as men who are natural-born scoundrels requiring
to b. watched, and not entitled to the ordinary business
courtesy that one business man extends to another. This
system is practically productive of such a result. It is
exactly the system to croate a class of officials in the service
who will be exacting, tyrannical and inclined to make
seizures upon the slightest pretext. The importer is, in a
measure, at the mercy of these officers. He presents his
invoices, and if the official chooses to make a seizure the
importer has no remedy. The case is referred of course to
the head of the department, who will naturally feel inclined
to sustain his own officials, and, in the great majority of
cases, will do so whon the circumstances will give the least
excuse for doing so.

Mr. FOSTER. No.
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Mr. CHARLTON. The system promotes tyrannica
ôonduct on the part of the offi.cials of the Government. I
is in every respect a most vicious system, and these me
will pay more attention to thoir own interest in the mattei
of making seizures than they will to the public interest
Wherever it is possible for thern they will prey upon th
individuals who are so unfortunate as to be called upon t
do business with them. I hold that these men should bE
debarred from participating in the profits of those seizures
It is no part of their duty, and it las the tendency t
prevent them faithfully discharging their real duties. I d
not believe that any great commercial country in the world
encourages a system of this kind which is in force in the
Customs Departmont of this country, and I think it is desir-
able that a change should be made in the regulations of th
Customs Department in this respect

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I quite agree with most o
the remarks made by my hon. friend on the other side of
the House in connection with this matter. This system is
a most vicious one, and living, as I do, on the frontier, I
have an opportunity of knowing it. I may say that some
of those officers whose names have been read out, appear in
last year's Publie Accounts as deriving not less than
$11,000 in the shape of seizures, salaries and travelling ex-
penses. Some of them $9,000. They are planted every-
where in this country, and they deal very unfairly with
importers. I have known themr in my town to go in and
compel druggists to remove the bottles from thoir shelves,
and to make them go to the cellars and spend two days'
time in unearthing invoices for years back, without
discovering one jot or tittle of evidence that they were dis-
honest in their dealings. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman that some check should be put upon mon whose
only object is to have this power placed in their hands, in
order to get money out of the public whether rightly or
wrongly.

Mr. FOSTE R. If a discussion is to be raised on this sub.
ject, had we not better let it stand until the Minister is
present.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to let it stand after
I make my brief statement. I am much obliged to my hon.
friend on my right for bringing this matter up. It will be
in the recollection of hon. gentlemen who were in the last
flouse, and those who were in the previous flouse, that ever
since the Consolidated Customs Act was passed in 1882 or
1883, I fought, step by stop, and stage by stage its objection-
able features, the most objectionable feature of which was
this very feature of allowing the officials of the Customs
houses to participate in the seizure of goods. Hon. gentle-
men have mentioned some cases, and it would take all night
to repeat the history ofthe gross acts of injustice that have
been perpetrated-not against the roguish importers, but
against many of the most honest importera in the Domin-
ion. Some of the first men in trade in Montreal have been
arraigned before the courts on the merest possible suspicion,
and these men have been discredited before the public. There
have been, occasionally, cases where frauds have been dis-
covered, and it was the business of these officials to find
those out, whether they participated in the profits or not.
But I will relate a case which is worse than any of themr.
There was the celebrated case of Ayers & Co., in which the
seizures amounted to over $400,000, and in which the pro-
fits to those officers, it is said, would have been nearly
8100,000. They allowed Messrs. Ayers & Co., after they
had gone to the department and told them what they were
doing, and asked their opinion about the construction of the
statute-allowed them to go on, year after year, and import
goods and enter them, as stated, and accepted by the depart-
ment, and then came down and seized those goods from
them, although they had full knowledge of the fact, after
years of such entries.

Mr. CHARLTON.
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d Mr. MULOCK. And so did the Minister know it.
t
n Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, the Minister knew it ; and they
r allowed them to import those goods until they amounted to

$400,000 or $500,000, and then they came down and closed up
e the establishment, took the company's books, papers and
o property, and discredited them before the world, not only
e on this side of the line, but on the other ; and if these mon
. had not been in the strongest and wealthiest position, the
o company would possibly have been brought to ruin. That
o case was tried in the Supreme Court of the Dominion, and

I refer you to the shorthand notes of what the Chief Justice
e of that court said of Mr. O'Hara, who occupies a prominent
- position in the Custom house of Montreal, and who was

to participate in this large amount of money. There you
can see what Chief Justice Ritchie says, using the strongest

f possible language of condemnation of those men for leading
a respectable firm on year after year with the knowledge

f that they were entering goods in a certain way, with the
knowledge of the Government and its officers, and as they,

1 the importers believed, according to the statute. I am
sorry the hon. Minister of Customs is not here. I regret to
say this behind his back; but he knows that time and again
I have addressed him from my place in this House
about the iniquities of this system, not only during the
passage of the Act, but also last year, and every time the
Customs Act has come up. It is time that this injustice
should be put a stop to; and while I quite agree with the
hon. Finance Minister that it would be well to have this
matter stand over until the responsible officer is here, yet
when the matter was started, feeling that I had for years
endeavored to get these abuses remedied, I felt it my duty
to add my voice against the iniquitous system perpetrated
by these officers, and which is sanctioned and allowed by
the Government of the day.

Department of Postmaster General....................$184,960

Mr. FOSTER. In this department there is a net de-
crease of $715. The increases are 134 statutories at $50,
twelve at $30, two first class clerks $2,800, one second
class clerk at 81,100, making 810,960. The decreases are
one chief clerk $2,400, one chief clerk for three months who
has been superanniated $600, difforence in salary $400, two
second class clerks $2,800, difference in salaries of nineteen
clerks $5,399, difference in salaries of four packers $150,
making the total decrease 811,675.

Mr. CHARLTON. There is one matter, I presume, I
might as well bring to the attention of the hon. Postmaster
General now as at any other time, that is, in reference to
letters not sufficiently prepaid. Under the regulation of
the department at present, such letters are sent to the dead
letter office, and a notice is sent to the party to whom the
letter is addressed that a letter is there, and he is required
to send the deficiency in postage to the dead letter office,
and after a good deal of circumlocution he gets his letter.
It seems to me it is a very absurd system It strikes me it
would be botter to send the letter to the person to whom it
is addressed with the shortage stated upon it, and require
him to pay it. It may be a letter of importance, and it
appears to me that it would serve the department as well
to take that course.

Mr. HAGGART. That matter I have been considering
for some time. You will remember that in a debate in the
House the present system was insisted upon for this rea-
son, that it was felt that it would not be judicious to trust
clerks in the post offices, who might be acquainted with
individuals to whom letters were addressed, and allow them
to open letters, and it was decided that it was botter to send
them to a central office and have therm redirected. The
difficulty could be got over by another system, that is, the
American system. Under that system, if a letter is inaulE.
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ciently prepaid, notice is sent from the place where it i
posted to the individual to whom the letter is addressed
stating that upon his remittance of the amount necessar3
to cover the postage the letter will be forwarded. Th
objection to that plan is that it is impossible to keep traci
of the accounts of the different offices throughout the coun
try, and the expense of keeping these small accounts fa
exceeds the amount of revenue collected.

Mr. CHARLTON. If there is so much difficulty in set
tling this matter, probably the botter way would be just t(
send the letter on. I do not suppose the department woul
lose more than a few dollars at the utmost by doing so.

Mr. HAGGART. The same objection would apply if thE
letter were sont on not sufficiently prepaid, and the offict
at which it arrived was given the duty of collecting thb
sum of money. Accounts would have to be kept and con
siderable difficulty would arise in that respect.

Mr. CHARLTON. Has no account to be kept in the case
of a dead letter ?

Mr. HAGGART. Yes; they are under direct contro
bore, and there is a check which is the simplest and
cheapest that possibly could be adopted.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is a system that entails great lose
of time in the delivery of the letter. lt seems to me it
involves a great amount of clerical work to send a letter to
the dead letter office, then to send word to the person to
whom the letter is addressed requiring him to write a letter
to the dead letter office covering a remittance, and finally to
send on the letter. I do not understand why the shortage
could not be charged to the person to whom the letter is ad-
dressed, and require the post office of his locality to collect it.

Mr. HAGGART. I am considering that question at pre-
sent for the purpose of reaching a solution.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that in former
times the custom suggested by my bon. friend was adopted
without material inconvenience. That was to send for-
ward letters that were insufficiently prepaid, provided they
had any stamp on them at al, and the shortago was col-
lected from the parties to whom they were addressed. That
did not add materially to the expense of the post office.

Mr. HAGGA RT. It did not, but, unfortunately, it added
a good deal to the cost of getting returns from the different
post offices, which was greatly in excess of the extra
amount collected.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is the first time we have had an
opportunity of addressing the hon. gentleman in relation
to his department, and as his appointment is one of the few
which the Government has made in past years that I
approve of-there are one or two more, but they are not
very numerous,-I take this opportunity of asking him
what truth there is in the rumor which ias appeared in
some Government papers in relation to making a uniform
rate of postage between Canada and the United States. It
was stated in the Government organs the Postmaster
General was considering the desirability ot reducing the
postage in Canada, from three to two cents so as to make it
uniform with that of the United States. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman will tell us what progress he has made in that
direction.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman was not in the
House, perhaps, yesterday or the day before, when the ques-
tion was asked and I answered it. I stated that it was not
at present the intention of the Government to reduce the
postage from three to two cents.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very sorry for it, I would like
to see so popular a man as my hon. friend, I believe, will
male himself, inaugurate hie promotion to so important an

s office by making a reform which would ho so much
, appreciated by the general public.

Mr. ELLIS. I perceive quite a difference in the way the
k Estimates are brought down this year compared with last.
- Last year they were all under sub-beads; this year they
r are grouped together. Does that point to a change in the

mode of carrying on business in the Post Offiue.
Mr. HAGGART. No.

d Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). Before we leave the question
of postage and the reduction of rates, I would ask the hon.
the Postmaster General if ho has considered the propriety

e of increasing the weight of a letter from half an ounce to
e an ounce? I think the American system allows an ounce
e instead of half an ounce for the two cents. I think ho
- might perhaps see his way towards making that concession

in the public interest. 1 presume it would not involve a
e very large sacrifice, and, in many cases, it would be found a

convenience to business mon.

l Mr. HIAGGART. There are a good many changes pro-
1 posed, which I intend to introduce in a Bill this Session, and

I may tell the hon. gentleman that the change suggested
by him is one of those I intend to adopt.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) I would draw the attontion
of the hon. the Postmaster Genoral toa great corplaint with
reference to dutiable mail matter. Formerly the duties
wore collected at the Post Office, but now they are collect-
ed at the Custom bouse. A book, for instance, comes
through the mail from a foreign country, which is worth
about 25 cents. Instead of delivering the book to the party
to whom it is addressed and collecting the duty from hirn
at the Post Office, the party receives through the Post
Office a notice from the Custom house informing him that
there ais a dutiable package for him at the Custom houo.
He has, therofore, to go to the Custom bouse, which is of ton
a mile or more away, and pay cab hire there and back, be-
sides the 15 por cent. duty, all to obtain a book which is
worth about 25 cents. I do not blame the Postmaster
General for this system, and I am glad to say that, on my
writing to him on the subject, ho answered that ho shared
my views. I saw in some of the papers that the system had
been put an end to, but very lately it was applied to mysolf,
so that it is evidently still in existence. 1 am quito sure
it costs the Government three times more than they get
from it. I have taken the trouble to get information as to
how it is worked. The last book I received through the
mail I paid eight cents duty on, and in order to collect that
the Government had to make the following entries:-At
the post office, after the book arrived, the post office )oople
had to get a receipt from the Custom1 house officer to whom
it was sent. That officer had to make an entry in his
books of his receipt of the book; thon ho had to write a
note to me informing me that such a book was there. That
notice was sent through the post office. After receiving it
I paid twenty-fivo cents to go to the Custom bouse and
twenty-five cents to return, and ail to get a book worth
fifty cents. I do not see that there can be much difficulty
in altering the system. One of the post office clerks might
be entrusted with the duty of collecting tbose smal amounts.

Mr. BURDETT. I would take the liberty of suggesting
to the hon. the Postmaster General, the propriety of having
the postmasters, in places where the people have boxes, to
place in those boxes all unstamped letters, which bear
on their face the names of the parties sending them, in order
that those parties might sufficiently stamp them, or where
the parties are going to the post office two, three or four
times a day, to notify them that their letters are insufi-
ciently s.amped. It not unfrequently happens in matters of
importance, where persons or firme have important matters
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to attend to, that there is insufficient postage, and, before
the letters reacb them from the dead letter office, the time
for attending to the important matter has passed. It lias
happened in my own case that letters containing im-
portant legal documents have been insufficiently stamped,
sometimes a week has elapsed before I would hear from the
dead letter office; and the rule might come up on the
second day after the notice was mailed, and had conse-
quently been delayed.

Mr. HAGGART. In answer to the hon. member for
Quebec Centre (Mr. Langelier), I may say that there is a
great deal in what ho las stated as to the annoyance which

as been caused by such practices as those to which ieh
referred. I have been endeavoring to remedy that, but there
has been a good deal of difficulty in consequence of the
friction between the Post Office Department and the Cus-
toms.

Mr. MITCHIELL. I am sorry to hear that there is trouble
in the Cabinet.

Mr. HAGGART. We have been trying to arrange this
matter satisfactorily, and I propose to introduce in the Bill
which I intend to move this Session two clauses to remedy
the difficulty which the hon. gentleman speaks of. As to
the point raised by the hon. member for Hastings (Mr. Bar-
dett), I have given instructions to the postmasters that,
where the senders' name is on the envelope when there is
not suffcient postage, and the senders have boxes in the
city, they are to give notice to them and allow them to put
on the stamp and then let the letter be forwarded.

Mr. McMULLEN. I notice that there were 17 super-
annuations in this department last year. A year ago I
asked the Postmaster General to find ont the amount that
had been allowed to the postmaster at Victoria, who was
superannuated last year in order to make room for an lon.
gentleman who once sat in this House. He stated that the
superannuation allowance and the salary grantedJ would
not exceed the amount which had been paid to the post.
master in that city. I find that the postmaster was getting
12,400 a year salary, and that the Government have allowed
him $672 as a retiring allowance. They are paying the
new postmaster $2.000 a year, so that the amount now paid
is $2,672, whereas it was only $2,400 before. I find that
there have been no less than 64 superannuations this year,
and that the superannuation fund has been drawn on to the
extent of $27,000 for the superannuations of this year,
in addition to those of last year. As I said, there were 17
superannuations in the Post Office Department, and I see
that there are eleven positions occupied by parties who
were superannuated which have yet to be filled. I desire
to know if it is the intention of the Postmaster General
to fill all the vacancies created by superannuation, or if it
is the intention to abolish some of them ?

Mr. IHAGGART. Does the bon. gentleman mean that
there is a difference of eleven vacancies between the Esti-
mates and the number of clerks I have ? I do not require
so many third-class clerks as I did before. I think, though,
that those to whom the hon. gentleman is referring are the
ocean mail clerks, who were superannuated, as there was no
further use for them, That was something which took
place before I entered into office. I do not remember
more than one superannuation since I have been in the
office.

Mr. BURDETT. While thanking the Postmaster General
for having already acted upon the suggestion which I
brought forward, I would call his attention to another matter
which las been the subject of some correspondence between
myself and his department, and I think also with the Prin-
cipal of the Deaf and Dumb Institute at Belleville, as to the
rate of postage which is charged upon the examination

Mr. BURDZTT.

questions and answers of the pupils in that and similar insti-
tutions. The only means that parents, who have children
who are unfortunate enough to be born deaf and dumb, have
to know what progress they make is by being able to scan
the questions and answers of their children during the time
they are pupils at the institute. Formerly the questions and
answers were to be permitted to be sent through the post office
at a very low rate-I think one cent. That practice pre-
vailed for some years, and was found eminently satisfactory.
A different system has recently been adopted, by which a
much higher rate has been charged on these questions and
answers. They are, you may say, in the shape of printed
or manuscript matter, and the charge to the Government
would be very small if they permitted them to go to the
parents from the institute, under the hand of the principal,
free of postage, or at most for one cent postage. It certainly
is a matter which I behieve should engage the attention of
the hon. gentleman. These institutes through the country
are doing a large amount of good. A great many young
people, afflicted or deprived of certain faculties as they
have been, are being educated, informed and made useful
and prosperous citizens by means of these institutes. The
Provincial Governments have been at great exponse in
building and maintaining these inst:tutes, and so far they
have worked well in the interest of the country and of the
pupils. I believe the Principal of the Belleville Institute has
corresponded with the Postmaster General on this matter,
and I ask the hon. gentleman to consider it as ho is consider-
ing other matters in his department, and to have an order
passed by which the questions put to the pupils by their
teachers in the institute and the answers to the questions
may be sent home to the parents of the children either free
of postage or at a very low postage rate. I do not believe
that any member of this House or any man in the country
would take exception to such a course. It is a matter in
which we are ail interested as citizons, and we all ought to
be willing that the Postmaster General should permit these
questions and answers to be sent home to the parents of the
children as cheaply as possible, if not free. No abuse could
arise, in my opinion, if they were sent free, because they
could b sent under the frank of the principals, and they are
men whose characters are above reproach, and who are
above making any improper use of any authority which
might be given to them in this way. I had intended to move
for returns of correspondence on this matter, but possibly it
is more convenient for the hon, gentleman and myself to
mention it now, and it will occupy less time.

Mr. HAGGART. I do not at present remember what
the correspondence was, but the duties of the Postmaster
General are ministerial, they are fixed by statute, and he
cannot make exceptions. It would be a dangerous power
to give him.

Mr. BURDETT. But I understand the hon. gentleman
is going to change the statute.

Mr. HAGGART. I am; but I have not thought of this
matter in connection with it.

Mr. BURDETT. I hope you will.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like the Post-

master General to state exactly what is done with a sum of
$ 162,000, which 1 dare say he will remember is carried
forward to the credit of next year. The actual deficit in
the working of the Post Office for 1888, as he, no doubt, is
aware, was $729,000. But by bringing forward a certain
sum which appears there to have been retained, as I under-
stand, by certain of the post office officials, five-quarters, so
to speak, are put into the year 1888. Now, what I particu-
larly want to know is whether that money has been paid
into the Treasury whereas it formerly was not paid in, or
whether it simply exists in the form of an alteration in the
book accounts. The reason I ask is because I notice in the
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statement of the Post Office in the Publie Aceounts that
the total sum deposited to the credit of the Receiver General
up to the 30th June, 1888, is $2,216,000, and immediately
below there is this sum of $162,000, which he will find on
page 16 of'the Publie Accounts, No. 3. Immediately below
is this sum, which, so far as I can understand, does not
appear to have been placed to the credit of the Receiver
General, or to have come in cash.

Mr. HAGGART. The balance due by the postmasters
throughout the country, the alteration of the time at which
they made their returns, threw five quarters into one
year instead of four.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman
has not looked into it, it can be investigated in the Public
Accounts Committee; I just mention to him what I want to
understand. Apparently from this statement, all that
actually went to the credit of the Receiver General was the
sum 1 stated, and I want to know whether the other sum
has gone in cash, or whether it simply exists in the form of
a book credit ? He eau let me know when we meet in the
Publie Accounts.

Mr. HAGGART. I will let you know. It must be a cash
sum, I think, because it is included in the revenue.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It does not so appear
in this case.

Department of Agriculture............................... $56,270

Mr. FOSTER. There is a net increase of $5,050. There
were 17 statutory increases, two at $25, two at $30, and one
at 820. Additional to Mr. Johnson, statistician, $600; ad-
ditional to Mr. Pope, $550; two promotions from third to
second class, $200; new third.class clerks, one at $500, one
at $450, four at $730. The deereases are made up of differ-
ence between Mr. Low's and Small's salaries, $475; two
third-class clerks not filled, $800.; one packer, not filled,
$300; difference between Mr. Small's and Mr. Lynch's
salaries, $575. Total decrease, $2,150, leaving a net in-
crease of 85,050. It is only fair to state that a large part
of this increase is made up by a decrease in contingencies,
some of these being officers who have long been employed
and paid from contingencies, and who have in this estimate
been made permanent, the sums being deducted from the
contingencies as the House will sece.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I would like some explanation
as to the increase in Mr. Johnson's salary. And why did
the Government deem it necessary to increase bis salary ?
It would appear that he las not been in the service very
long, and therefore could hardly claim that he was entitled
to that increase.

than Mr. Johnson, and we were glad to secure his services
at the head of that particular branch.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are two alter-
ations bere of considerable moment. I see a reduction of
$400 iere under the heading of chief clerk. Has an offlcer
been superannuated ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Small cornes up and becomes chief
clerk and secretary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What has become of
the previous chief clerk ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Taché was superannuated, Mr. Lowe
went in deputy head, and Mr. Small took his place.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the cause of
the increase of the deputy commissioner of patents ?
Last year $2,250 were asked for him, and now 82,800, an
increase of $550.

Mr. CARLING. That was the salary that was paid to
the late Mr. Cambie, and the Act passed last Session fixed
the salary of the deputy commissioner of patents at
$2,800. Mr. Cambie only received this salary mentioned by
the hon, gentleman. He was voted the difference botween
the salary of Mr. Cambie, and the vote fixed last year by
Act of Parliament.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who is the officor now?
Mr. CARLING. Mr. Pope.
Mr. McMULLEN. What Pope is that ?
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Had this Pope been in the ser-

vice before ?
Mr. CARLING. Yes.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). What position did he occupy in

the service?
Mr. CARLING. He was Clork of the Crown in Chancery.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Oh, I think I have heard of hir,
then. Would the Minister give us to understand that it is
on account of services rendered to the Governmont that ho
reccives his increasod salary, or that he was simply trans-
ferred from one position to another in order to give him an
increased salary ?

Mr. CARLING. This is not an increase of salary. This
is the amount voted him last Session by an Act passod by
Parliament.

Mr. WILSON. Did ho get it last Session ?

Mr. CARLING. He was paid it last year.

Mr. WILSON. I understood that this increased amount
of $550 was not asked from the House, that the item was

Mr. CARLING. Mr. Johnson was employed in the first dropped. W. se understood it, notwithstanding the fact
intnea the aayw e oe otl.lefhe the ht bh on, gentleman shakos lis head. If the Govern-
instance at the salary we now vote for him. He filled the ment feel that Mr. Pope did them a special service wmay
place of Mr. Layton, who was t the ead of that branch yet find that the Ministers ave paid utfthir ow
fore he died, some 12 months ago. Mr. Layton's salary was peekots, recoguising, as they ouglit te recognise, tho fàct that

,800, but the salary given to Mr. Johnson was $2,400, the Mr. Pope did them a special service. 1 repent tint I under-
maximum of a chief clerk. Mr. Johnson is one of our very stood that the item wa8 droppod. If during lut year enly
best statisticians, and we thought his services well worth $2)250 was ved, how can the Minister state that tiey puîd
the amount of money we give him. He was paid that last 1r. Pope an increased sum of $550? I ahould like ta have
year. the ion. gentleman explain the matter.

M r. WILSON (Elgin). Am I to understand that the pre- Mr. CARLING. The beet explanation I can give I have
vious officer who occupied that position was not an efficient nlready given, namely, uni bis sulary was fred by Adtef
officer ? That he did not do his work well ? If he did hisParliament ut $2>800, and le ia been paid that salury in
work well why was he puid lese then 1Mr. Johnson is paid? accordance with tint A di.

Mr. CARLING. 1fr. Laytou, the previus offleer, wa 1fr. t ILLS. Wnlieappoined ut thad imeG?
mertainly a very good men, a very efficient man, but hnhadMfr CAtRLING. Yed

net dMe genertl knewledge hed information in regard tio
stalistie.a fMr. Johinson hua. I believe hhere is ne man IfMr. MoMULLN. a mquite. Iwarepthat the statement
in Canada who bas mure general knowledge us tb latisties mrde by the hon. member for Elgin (gr. Wilson) in cor-
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rect. Last year a Bill was brought in; a very extended
discussion took place over it, and the result was that the
First Minister, who is not now in his place, withdrew the
Bill in order to get on with business, and it was not again
brought before the House.

Mr. FOSTEIR. t was the previous year it was dropped
out of the Estimates.

Mr. McMULLEN. No, it was last year; I would not
be certain, but my impression is so. This is the third
attempt to increase the salary of Mr. Pope, and I would
suggest that if the Government wish to get through a vote
to increase his salary in the present Parliament, the best
course they can adopt, in view of our recollection. of the
irregularities in the gazetting of members, is to change his
name, and thon they may possibly be able to get through
quietly a Bill to increase bis salary. It is undoubtedly
objectionable to the Opposition to be asked to quietly con-
sent to an increase in the case of this man. We have very
vivid recollections of the irregularities in the gazetting of
members after the last election, and we cannot be expected
to forget or forgive the conduct of that man. It is our duty
to bring the matter pointedly before the House as well as be-
fore the country in order to warn any man who permits him.
self to be made the tool of any Government for the time
being that bis case will receive special attention when ho
applies to Parliament for an increase of salary. We do not
want unreasonably to pounce on Mr. Pope, but we cannot for-
give and will not forget for years his action in regard to the
gazetting. We have now the same strong objection to
granting an increase to lis salary as we had when it was
brought before the House before. It appears on the face of
it as a reward for conduct decidedly objectionable to us
although it might be pleasing to hon. gentlemen opposite,
and it cannot be expected that we will quietly sit and per-
mit a Bill or resolution to pass and to forget and forgive the
injustice done to us at the last election in the gazetting of
the returns of reprosentatives of the people. It is quite
clear that that gentleman has been removed from the
position ho occupied owing to the irregularities having
taken place, and had ho continued to discharge the
duties of Clock of the Crown in Chanoery we would have
looked foiward to similar irregularities occurring again.
The First Minister deemed it to be his duty to remove him
and give him another position, and then he brought a resolu-
tion before the House to increase Mr. Pope's salary. That
resolution was withdrawn whon first presented; whether it
was passed last Session I am not positive, but Iam under the
impression it was not. At any rate we cannot be expected
to sit quietly here and allow an increase to be granted to a
man for whom we have the utmost contempt for the course
taken by him in connection with the gazetting of the returns
of members at the last election.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is greatly to be regretted
that this party should have been retained in the public
service. Two years ago bis conduct was made the sub-
ject of discussion ; an explanation was demanded from
him by the Bouse for bis gross disregard of the provisions
of the Election Law and of his duties under that law.
He sent down to the fouse a statement utterly devoid
of truth, one which upon the face of it disclosed the
tact that ho had the effrontery to make an indecently
false statement to this House. The Government came
down a few weeks later with a proposal toiadd $400 or $500 to
Mr. Pope's salary, to increase his salary as Clerk of -the
Crown in Chancery, to increase the salary of a man who
showed such utter disregard of the duties whieh devolve
upon him under the law. It was perfectly obvions to every
member on both sides of the fouse that this proposed
increase of Mr. Pope's salary was a reward for his miscon-
duct in office, that there was an attempt made on the part
of hon. gentlemen who sit upon the Treasury benches to

Mr. McMULLEN.

reward a man who was guilty of this conduct and who by
that malfeasance of office had interfered with the rights and
liberties of the electors of this country. There can be no
doubt of that. We find then, Sir, when the Government
were compelled on that occasion to withdraw the proposal
to increase Mr. Pope's salary in order to get along with the
publie business, that they undertake to keep what
seems to be their engagements winh Mr. Pope by
transferring him from that office to another office
and by increasing his salary from $2,250 to $2,800.
Now, I say that a grosser and more flagrant act of
misconduct on the part of a public officer cannot
well be conceived; a gross act of misconduct that is
only surpassed by the proposition of the Government to
reward him for bis misconduct in this particular way. I
regret, Sir, that the duty of submitting an estimate of this
sort should devolve upon the hon, gentleman, the Minister
of Agriculture. I am of oninion, and I hope I do the hon.
gentleman no more than jristice to say, that his sense of
justice must have revolted at a proposition of this sort. Why,
Sir, every member in this House knows that Mr. Pope,
under the Act, is required to gazette the returns of mem-
bers to this fHouse in the order in which ho receives them.
Every member on both sides of this House knows that Mr.
Pope did not do that. We know that ho did this: that ho
purposely withheld the returus which ho received from
being gazetted, and that the resuilt was that ho gave, in
some instances, those who wore opposed to the members
returned at least thirty days longer than the law gave them
to protest the elections. The hon. member for Northum-
berland (Mr. Mitchell) was not gazetted for four weeks
after the returns received by Mr. Pope, and I myself was
not gazetted for upwards of four weeks after that return
was in bis hands. Other hon. gentlemen were treated in
exactly the same way. There were eighty members on this
side of the flouse who were not gazetted as the law re-
qui red they should be gazetted. We suppose that this House
represents the people. We suppose that the electors are
upon a footing of equality, and that the members returned
to this House are upon a footing of equality before the law.
I ask the hon, gentlemen opposite to put themseolves in our
places. Our whole system of responsible government is a
system of forbearance. It is necessary that the hon. gentle-
men who command the majority in this House should deal
fairly and honestly with those who are in the minority, and
that they, above all others, should see that the protection
that the law intended should be given to the minority, is
extended to them. I want to know in what way those hon.
gentlemen who sit upon the Treasury benoches have dis-
charged this part of their duty. I want to know if they were
on this side of the House, and we were on that side
of the House, whether they would be willing that
the opportunities for contesting their elections should
be extended for three or four weeks beyond the
time fixed by law. I want to know whether they
would be satisfied with the conduct of this public officer
who is sworn to discharge the duties that the law imposes
upon him, and that the First Minister who would lead us
should enter into a contract with that officer, that he
should disregard bis oath of office, that ho should deal un-
fairly and unjustly with the Opposition, and that hoeshould
extend the time that the law gave for enquiring into the
due returns of these members, and that ho should receive a
reward of $400 or $500 a year as compensation for his in-
famy and misconduct in that matter. This is in effect
what the hon. gentlemen on that side of the House have
done, and this is in effect what the Administration has made
the bon. Minister of Agriculture do in this instance. The
hon. Minister says that this appropriation was provided for
by law. If it were so it would not be in those estimates.
It would bea statutory appropriation.

Mr. CARLING. It is a statutory appropriation.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Thon it should not be here. The

hon. gentleman will see that ho is giving to this officer
$550,000.

An hon. MEMBER. Taike off the thousand.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I sbould say $550 a year more

than ho received before; more than the officer who pre.
ceded him in office, and more than is given to any chief
clerk in any other department of the Governmont. Why,
Sir, what construction is to bo put upon that ? It is simply
this: that this officer, or any public officer who
chooses to be guilty of malfeasance in office as a servant of
the Government, and in the interest of the Government, and
against the opponents of the Government, may look to the
Government for the reward of his infamy. I, Sir, as a re-
presentative of the people in this IHlouse, protest against this
conduct. I protest against it as utterly subversive of the
principles of parliamentary government, and I trust that
no hon. gentleman on this side of the House, who wishes to
see the law fairly administered will give bis countenance
and support to a proposition that is so monstrous in itself.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If it is a statutory allowance
that 82,800 must be given to the occupant of that office, but
the gentleman who now occupies it should never have
been appointed. That is the ground we take. We hold on
this side of the House, and we think gentlemen on the other
side of the House should hold, that whon a public servant
bas been convicted of such dereliction of duty amounting to
a positive malfeasance of office as that gentleman was
proved to have been guilty of on the floor of this Parlia-
mont, ho should be punished, and when it was impossible
for any Minister in the House to rise to defend his conduct
or a single soul of all the supporters of the Government to
say one word in justification of what ho had done, thon,
Sir, I say it was conclusively proved that ho was not a fit
subject for promotion. It is an outrage on this Parliament
and nothing shortof an outrage. It is an outrage on decency
that the Government should come down with a proposition
to raise the salary of this individual.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And to make him a judge too.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) Sir, consider the position he

was in. Occupying a judicial office and sworn to do his
duty, ho received the returns sent to him by the different
returning officers. His sworn duty was to gazette the
roturns of those mombers as they came to him. It was
evident on the face of it that instead of doing what the law
required, ho selected the Conservatives and gazetted their
returns immediately, but in the case of the Liberals, the
opponents of the Government, ho doliberately let their
returne lie for week after week, week after week, and week
after week, till it ran to three or four weeks in some cases.
I, myself, on coming to Parliament, had to take the precau-
tion to bring the certificate of the returning officer in my
pocket, for I was not sure whether I would be permitted on
the floor of this louse at all, my return not having been
gazetted until, I believe, the Saturday before the louse
opened. Sir, it is not personal animosity in this case, but
the interest of the eountry demands that this matter shall
be denounced. It is only common justice, and the purity
of the country demands that this thing shall be denounced,
and denounced at every Session and at every opportunity
as long as the Government persist in what they are now
doing. Why, Sir, the Minister told us to-night in reference
to another gentleman who occupied a position in the Civil
Service that he'hbd been reduced from the rank of chief
clerk to a lower rank. Thon, Sir, there is such a thing as
promotion by way of degradation of rank known to the
Government. I would ask what the gentleman was guilty
of, that ho was lowered to an inferior rank? I am not in a
position to say what ho was guilty of, but I venture to say
it was impossible for him to have been guilty of a fouler'

1l

transaction than this man was guilty of whose salary we
are now asked to increase. I make these remarks, and I
make them somewhat warmly, not on my own account, for
I have no feeling of revenge against him, but I say ho out-
raged the principles of common fairness, of common justice,
and of common decency. It is little short of an outrage on
Parliament to ask us to increase his salary as a reward for
such services as he may have rendered in the interest of
anyone be he who he might. The Government sbould be
above taking advantage of services rendered in such a way.
But, Sir, when we find they were sitting there without de.
fending the man who was not present to defond himself, we
were forced to attack him. He had committed the off-incey
and their duty was to have defended him if bis conduct was
capable of defonce. Incapable of defending him, as they
proved themselves to be, I ask what is their effrontory in
coming forward and asking this Parliamont, year after
year, to sanction an increase of salary to that man, whose
conduct not one of them dared to defond when it was chal.
lenged in this Houseý

Mr. TUPPER. I think bon. gentlemen opposite, par-
ticularly the two hon. gentlemen who last addressed this
Committee, have entirely forgotten the facts connected
with the case they pretend now to discus. The bon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) bas stated that, so far as bis
recollection went, nothing had been said on this Bide of the
flouse, when this man's conduct was arraigned and when
his character was violently assailed, as it bas been assailod
to-night, on a basis largely and chiefly composed of the
suspicions of bon, gentlemen opposite. Just after they
came from the country, smarting under a defeat, and found
themselves to their surprise and chagrin in a very large
minority, those gentlemen suspected that soma man must
have been guilty of great misconduct for their being
placed in such a position ; and whon they found that cer-
tain prominent bon. gentlemen on the ministerial side of
the House were first gazetted, and many prominent
gentlemen on the other side were gazetted later, their sus-
picion was that that must have been the result of a plot.

Some hon. MEMIBERS. So it was.
Mr. TUPPER. Hon. gentlemen have no proof of that.

They sat there as a responsible Opposition. They sat
there with certain powers under the Rules of this House,
and to this day they have been able to do no more than
produce those returns In the Gazette, and on that basis
charge this man with all the crimes in the calondar. I
was able myself on that occasion to point out-as merely a
coincidence, and to show that their prosumption was not
altogother sound-that because these returns appeared in the
way they described them, misconduct or malfeasance
occurred-L was able to point out that, in 1874, when bon.
gentlemen opposite were in office, the same irregularities
to some extent occurred; prominent mombers on thoir Bide
of the House were first gazetted, and prominent members
in the Opposition were gazetted last. I pointed out that
there were many hon. gentlemen on this side of tbe House
-myself and my colleagne from Picto among the num-
ber-who were gazetted among the last, altbough our
returns were received among the first. I was not suspicious
of the existence of the reason whichb hon. gentlemen oppo-
site suspected, and yet I had just as much right so to do. I
think it unfair, unmanly, and beneath the dignity of mem bers
of this House to charge this man in the way these hon. gen-
tlemen have doue. ie has not had a fair trial, and bas not
been proved guilty.

Mr. McM ULLEN. Why not give a commission ?
Mr. TUPPER. Will the hon. gentleman keep cool ?

What I say is that until that charge is brought borne to
that officer in a proper, British, manly way, these hon.
gentlemen should satisfy themselves with their suspicion,
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and keep that suspicion to themselves. Why, after several
years have elapsed since all these horrible misdeeds have
occurred, are 'w e treated with these charges again ? Why
do hon. gentlemen dfing them again and again before the
people ? They repeated them on the hustings in various
Provinces, and a great deal of space bas been occupied in
the newspapers with them, and why should the business of
the country be delayed while they repeat the old charges
and rake up an old debate that is gone and past ? The
Bouse bas expressed its opinion on the matter; the people,
on different occasions, have expressed their opinion; and the
result bas been the same in the country as in the House.
The majority of the bye-elections have sustained the Govern-
ment; the Government is responsible for this man, and the
House has declared its opinion on the question.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am certainly somewhat surprised at
the coolness and. effrontery of the hon. member for Pictou
(Mr. Tupper). Sir, he does credit to his ancestor who
could with the boldest effrontery get up and call white
black and black white. I had great respect for that bon.
gentleman's audacity as for his ability, and I am gratified
to find in the hon. gentleman a worthy descendant of his
father. For a young gentleman to get up in this House
and coolly charge bon. gentlemen on this side with first
bringing charges that were bascless-

Mr. TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. True, there was no charge tried, Gov-

ernment refused a committee to try it; but when this matter
first came up charges were boldly made against both the
officer and against the Government. It will b in the
memory of the House that I stated that I believed that the
First Minister, and I told him so at the time, was at the
bottom of this plot, in order to try to get myself and
others protested against by having our returns kept back
for over four weeks after the time they should have
been gazetted. Does the bon, gentleman not know that
when this very thing occurred, the conduct of this
officer was arraigned? He speaks of the thing as having
been passed over and tried several Sessions ago. This is
only the third Session of this Parliament. We did arraign
that officer. We could not arraign the Government, because
they had not then been guilty of the outrageous au-
dacity of promoting and increasing the salary of the man
who was guilty of that misconduct, but they did so promote
him last Session and attempted to increase his salary in
which latter they failed. The bon. gentleman says the
Government have been sustained in the bye-elections,
and on this ground believes that the country bas condoned
the iniquitous act. We all know that a bye-election
is no est of the opinion of the people, because with
the powers the Government possess they have always the
advantage, and yet they have been beaten in several cases;
and my hon. friend gets up and gives that as a reason why
this matter should not be brought up to-day. Does the hon.
gentleman not know that a committee was moved for by
gentlemen on this sido of the House last Session, and that
that committee was refused by gentlemen occupying seats
on the Treasury benches? lIt comes with a bad grace from
the membeirs of the Government to charge us with bringing
up an old thing that had been tried and settled, for it bas
not been tried and it bas not been settle 1. I want to say to
the hon. members of the Cab:net that I intend to bring up
this question every Session until justice be done to hon.
members on this side, and the criminals, whoever they
may be, punished. The regular Opposition here may
take what course they like, but I tell this House that,
every Session, while I bold a seat in it I shall arraign
at the bar of public opinion the party that contributed
to reward, and the Administration that rewarded, this man
and placed him in a better position for his treachery and his
treasonagainst right and common justice. The hon. gentle.

Mr. rIUPPER.

man would have done well to have thought of the
position in which he was placing himself when ho boldly
rose and justified the conduct of this officer, and contended
that nothing had been proven against him, but that ho was
arraigned merely on suspicion, Was it mere suspicion to
charge that he had kept the publication of my return
back four weeks while he published the returns of other
gentlemen wbich had not come in when mine bad been
received ? Would it have been an injustice if the Govern-
ment had managed to succeed in bringing about a contesta-
tion of my election that might have cost me two or three
thousand dollars? That is what the hon. gentleman who
leads this Government wished to do in my case particularly,
and I will, every Session, arraign the Government on this
subject until I rouse public opinion and get justice done.

Mr. PLATT. I cannot say that I think the hon. Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries is much more to blame than his
colleagues. He is simply a little bolder than the others in
defending the act for which they are responsible. The Gov-
ernment as a whole not only defended this man, but re-
warded him for the conduct we have been condemning.
There is a serious aspect to this question, which it is per-
haps of more value to the House to consider than the more
increase of salary. It bas been well said that that gentle-
man now occupies a position of honor and trust in this
country-a semi-judicial position. I would like to ask this
House, especially those members who believe there was a
charge fairly proven against that gentleman two or three
years ago, whether they will have any confidence in the
transactions he may perform in his new department ? I
would like to know how many in this House will place any
credence whatever in the returns brought down from the
Patent Office, especially if they are under the signature of
the Commissioner of Patents. It bas been stated that
nothing bas been proven against this gentleman. I may
state that I have proved, as conclusively as words and
documents can prove, that not only was there malfeasance
in the gazetting of the returns of hon. members,
but that the return itself, as laid upon the Table
of this House, was falsified. I proved that in my indi
vidual case, and I proved it by records from the post office,
that he falsified the return. That bas not been denied, and
it just leaves the case in this position: that we have an offi-
cial in Ottawa occupying a bigh position of trust, who may
be called upon to act in the interest of varions people in this
country, and in whose conduct the people, judging from his
past record, can have no confidence whatever. How are
we to know how those who come before him will be treated ?
Are we sure that those who present their petitions for
patents will be considered in the order in which they were
presented, or is it likely if two or three come in the same
day the one on top will be taken up first and the others laid
aside, if we are to judge by the only excuse he made last
year, and if a return is brought down by the department
can we place any credence in it, especially if it be signed
by the Commissioner of Patents ? 1, for my part, if it were
one in which I was deeply interested, would place very little
reliance on it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As the hon. the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries bas invited the attention
of this louse to the evidence which was laid before them
by my bon. friend, I will refresh his memory and that of
the House as to the facts. The facts were, and let the House
remember how these facts speak trumpet-tongued for the
honesty of the present deputy commissioner of patents and
the man who suborned perjury:

On Monday the 7th, sixteen members were returned-eleven Tories and

were gazetted and but one of the five Reformer. On Tuesday there
were fifteen Tories and eleven Reformera returned. In the Gazette of the
Saturday following the whole of the fifteen Tories were gazetted and but
two of the five Reformera. On Wednesday there were sixteen Tories and
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four Reformers returned, sud on the Saturday following fourteen Tories
and one Reformer were gazetted. On Monday there were six Tories
and fire Reformera returned, and in the Gazette of the Saturday follow
ing six Tories and not one Reformer were gazetted. On Friday, the day
preeeding the issue of the Gazette, eight Tories and ten Reformera wert
returned, and there were five Tories, and no Reformera, gazetted. Fo
the week there were fifty-seven Tories and thirty-aeven Reformera re
turned, and of the fifty-seven Tories fifty-two were gazetted, while o
the thirty-seven Reformera but five were gazetted.

Does any hon. gentleman mean to tell me, bas even the
hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries the sublime au
dacity to rise up and tell the House that this was an acci
dent ? Fifty-two of his friends were returned and gazettec
-and but five on this side were returned and gazettec
-and this by pure accident; and this accident occurred
not only once or twice or three times, or even six times
The plain facts of the matter, as disclosed by the returnt
laid on the Table, as proved again and again, were these:
that this man, who it is now proposed to reward for delib
erate breach of his oath of office with an additional salary
of $700 or $800 more than he received when ho committed
that breach, deliberately broke bis oath, as we have now
clear proof lie did, at the instance of Ministers of the Crown
I do not accuse the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisher
ies because lie was not in the Cabinet at the time, but I say
the Ministers of the Crown thon in the Cabinet were guilty
of inciting this man to doliberately violate bis oath of office
and that a more disgraceful transaction was never perpetrated
in Canada than that now rewarded by a vote of public money.
And the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries dares ta
get up and say that we were afraid to bring this man ta
trial. The records of the House show that we demanded
he should be brought before the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, and that our demand was voted down. If the
hon. gentleman desires now to have a public trial, Jet him
grant a committee, and lot this man state on oath how ho
came to make the returns and whether ho did thisthing on
his own motion or at the instance of certain Ministers. I
remember challenging the Ministry, and other gentlemen
also challenged them, and but one, the Secretary of State,
ventured to rise in his place and deny the charge that he
had held communication with Mr. Pope on the subject of
the returns. My hon. friend is perfectly justified in bis
remarks. We have the amplest proofs, which no one can
pretend to gainsay, that there was no possibility of accident
in the gazetting of the returns, but that they were deliber-
ately made, for a dishonest purpose, and no opposition
was ever more just than that now offored by us to the
rewarding of this man for an act of treachery, and a gross
violation of the duties ho was sworn to perform.

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman might have shown
me the courtesy, while speaking in that rather excited
manner, when I wished to interpose-since I was foolish
enough to imagine he wished to enlighten the louse on
the whole case-to have allowed me to do so, and to read
from the same Hansard which he read, in regard to the
facts of the Iast return the evidence as to the dates of
the receipt of the returns and their gazetting in 1874.
I am not guilty of that sublime audacity, which I think the
louse generally understands that hon. gentleman himself

to have a monoply of. I am not guilty bore of takivg the
position that the hon. gentleman endeavors te make this
House believe I am guilty of doing. What I said, and what I
Bay again-and I hope the hon. gentleman will understand
me now-is that suspicion is not proof, that that curious
state of affairs which ho read from the returns is not evidence
and would not be evidence, or that kind of ovidence, which
would be sufficient in any court of law te hang a cat. The
hon. gentleman is not familiar with the rules of evidence.
Re has shown ignorance, gross ignorance, of all the
rules of evidence which obtain in British courts of
justice, and it is not sufficient for him to say that ho ar-
raigned the Government, and that these statements of bis

s sufficiently establishod the guilt of this man. The hon.
gentleman should be able to show more than the suspicion

y brought to his mind by that document. He should have
e come to this House regularly and in due form, and ho and
Sis friends should have taken the proper course when they
f sought to prove those charges. If we were to infer every

matter of wrong-doing which every hon. gentleman oppo-
e site may suspect someone to have been guilty of, we could
- not get on with the business of the country in a year. All
. on. gentlemen on that side suspect all hon. gentie-

d mon on this side of doing the most atrocious things; they
d charge them with doing those things, but the trouble is that
, very few people in the country agreo with them in regard

to those charges. If these hon. gentlemen really intend to
prove the serious charges they made against Mr. Pope at
that time, they should not have been content with the state-

. ments made by a member, which simply went to show not
Mr. Pope's guilt, but that, in the large number of returns
which went to the Clerk of the Crown in Chaneory, his
own return was not picked up the first in the heap,

. they should have come not with their suspicion, but with

. some solid and substantial evidence sufficient to put the
man on his trial. The lIouse decided that, notwithstand-
ing the statements so made, after the lotter which Mc. Pope
sent in, a long letter which was published in the Votes and
Proceedings of 1887, page 186, the latter was consistent
with the state of things to which these hon. gentlemen
alluded. Hon. gentlemen opposite will not dony, no one
will deny, that the hon. member who last spoke is a hot-
headed partisan. Some of his party like that style of a
man, but mon who calmly consider these facts, mon who
would act as jurymon in an ordinary criminal trial, after
reading the statemont which the hon. gentleman just read,
and the statement of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
which is recorded in that page, would come to the conclu-
sion that it was quite possible, to say tho least, that he
was innocent.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. TUPPER. That is my conclusion, and I am con-

tent to leave it to the public to decide again. That is the
opinion also of many respectable and well informed people
in the different counties in which I have been. I would
ask the hon, gentleman to take the trouble to road calmly
and carefully the statement of M r. Pope, togothor with the
returns, and I challenge him thon to stand up and say, as ho
hias said, that it is impossible for that statement to bo truc.

Mr. MITCHELL. During my hon. friend's remarks, ho
referred to something which occurred in 1874, when Ur.
Mackenzie's Government was in power, as justifying the
Government in defending Mr. Pope's conduct in this case.
This the gentlemen on this aide of House deny. I will let
both sides of the House fight this out, but, as an inde-
pendent member, whose election was affected by Mr. Pope's
action-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, an independent man-though not

very friendly to the Ministry, I admit ;-I say it is nojusti-
fication for the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to state
that, when my friends on this aide were on the Government
benches, they treated some one in that way. That is no
justification to the publie, and it is no satisfactory answer
to me. I say, further, that, in my opinion, if it is possible
to make out a case against any man short of positive eye-
sight, or a confession by the man himself of his guilt, that
case was made out in this matter. If my hon. friend, the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, was so satisfied as to the
innocence of Mr. Pope, or if the hon, gentleman who leada
him was so satisfied of bis innocence, why did they rally
their forces and prevent Mr. Pope's going bfore the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections to have the matter in-
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vestigated ? We know that all the old gentleman at the head
of the Goverunment has to do is to pull the string and up
they jump; and so they did then when he pulled the string
and prevented his going to the committee. I have no hesi-
tation in saying that my belief is that the hon. gentleman,
who is not present now, I am sorry to say, but who leads
the Government, would, if this bad gone to that committee,
have been convicted of a conspiracy to drive some of us out
of the House; and, in his own interest, he prevented it.
Now he comes to this House and asks Parliament to reward
the criminal by increasing hlis salary.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am surprised at the state-
ment which was made by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, when he undertakes to t3ll this committee that
there is no evidence beyond suspicion against Mr. Pope.
The evidence which we adduced against Mr. Pope was
evidence which would ho taken in any court of law to con-
vict any party of any crime, however serious. What is his
statement in his defence? He says, in his report to this
House, by way of explanation, that, when a few names were
left over from one day to the next, the returns which were
received in the meantime were put on the top of those
which had not been dealt with. If ho had done that, what
would have followed ? It would bave resulted that the
returns ho left'over the first day would have been the last
to be dealt with. Is that the case ? Is there any instance
where the return of a member on the other side of the fouse
passed the second week of the Gazette? Biow did he get at
those if the others were put on the top of them ? It is per-
fectly obvious that Mr. Pope, in undertaking to explain this
matter to the House, made a false statement, and that what
ho said happened could not have happened in consequence
of what ho did, if what he did as ho reported actually hap-
pened. Then the hon. gentleman says that the same thing
was done in 1874. There is not a tittle of evidence of the
same thing being done in 1874.

Mr. TUPPER. I did not say the same thing happened.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, a similar thing.
Mr. TUPPER. I said there were similar instances.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman said there
were similar grounds of complaint. I deny that any such
grounds of complaint existed, but, if they did, that would
ho no defence whatever for Mr. Pope's conduct. If he was
guilty of that conduct on a former occasion it would not be
any detence for his conduct now; but there is no ovidence
whatever of that. The statements adduced by the hon.
gentleman before, by way of extenuation of Mr. Pope's
offence, do not establish that any former Government had
been g'ilty of what we charge against the hon. gentleman
of sustaining Mr. Pope in his conduct, and that is the
matter of which we complain.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest to my hon friend
(Mr. Mills) that a charge of that kind having been made by
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries against the former
Government, it is due to himself and his colleagues and the
people who sustained him on that occasion, that ho should
now get up and challenge the Minister to let the whole
matter in reference to 1874 and 1887, go before the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections for investigation.

Mr. TUPPER. Let me set myself right once more.
Both the hon. gentlemen who have spoken imagine that I
alluded to 1874 as a tu quoque argument. I did not. I am
not of the opinion that any wrong was done in 1874. I am
of opinion, however, that, to some extent, the returns came
in in the sane way. The hon. gentleman shakes his head.
I gave the circumstances at the time. The hon. gentleman
will remember that ho moved for the returns, and on the
discussion of his motion I brought before the House the
facts which led me to the opinion that something similar

Mr. MITCHELL.

had occurred in 1874, and I stated thon that I did not im-
pute wrong either to the officer or to the Government of the
day; that it seemed to me that it was possible, with a large
number of cases and a large majority of mon on one side,
that for a long lime the names might run in one particular
party, with here and there a member of the smaller party.
I did not use the weak argument at all of saying that
because wrong was done in 1874 the hon. gentlemen should
say nothing in 1887. I simply cited it to prove that in both
instances it was a more accident.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In reference to the gazetting of
1873, although the Minister of Marine has spoken of inviting
us to a comparison, the Minister must know, as he las been
a member of this flouse for some time, and is now a mem-
ber of the Government, that the law at that time in refer-
ence to protesting elections was very different to what it is
now. Ho knows very well that the Controverted Elections
Act was not passed, and that protests were entered after
the assembling of Parliament, consequently there could be
no inference drawn between the gazetting at that time and
at the late election. At that time protests were filed after
the assembling of Parliament. Every person against whom
a protest was entered had it filed in the same way, so that
the cases are not analogous at all. Now, if you look
into the returns for evidence of want of fair play on
the part of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery at tbe
last election, you have only to look at the return that
ho presented to the flouse. Now, ont of this pile of
returns, how does it happen that some that were received
earlier were gazetted later ? It does not appear to have
been a result of chance at all; it appears certainly to have
been the result of a deliberate intention on the part of
that officer-whoever inspired that officer to act in
dereliction of lis duty, and in violation of lis oath
of offite, it is not for me to say, but that it
was done is a self-evident proposition. Now, I will
name a few elections from the list. Take, for instance,
the case of Both well. The return was received by the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery on the 1I0th of March, and was
not gazetted until the 2nd of April. In the Haldimand
election the returns were received on the 18th of March and
gazetted on the 19th of March. Now, take the case of
South Grey, the return was received on the 16th of March
and was not gazetted until the 26th. ilere is a return that
was received two days before the return of the Haldimand
election, but was not gazetted until seven days after the
gazetting of the Haldimand election. What doos that go
to show ? It goes to show that the member elected for
Haldimand supported the Government; itL gooes to show
clearly that there was collusion between the Government and
the officer; it further goes to show that the member who
was elected for South Grey did not support the Govern-
ment, and the consequence was that the gazetting of his re-
turn was delayed. Take the case of Wentworth. The return for
North Wentworth was received on the 5th of March and was
gazetted on the 26th of that month. The member for North
Wentworth is Mr. Bain, and ho is sitting on this side of the
House. The return for the other Wentworth was received
on the 7th March, and the member was gazetted onthe 12th
of March, two weeks sooner, although lis return was
received two days later than the other. One of these
gentlemen supports the Goverument, and the other is op-
posed to them. Do you think that was all accident; that
there is not evidence of collusion and dishonesty on the
part of that officer ? Sir, it is clear to me, and I think it
is clear to the people of this country, that there was col-
lusion, that there was injustice, that there was a dishonesty
on the part of that officer, which was connived at by the
Government of this country. It is a @ad oommentary on
the Government of this country, in this age of enlighten-
ment and civilisation, that they should be found to back up
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an officer, to increase the salary of an officer, who has been
proved to be so derelict in hie duty. There is the Minister
of Agriculture who used to pose as honest John Carling.
Look at the idea of honest John Carling raising the salary
of a disbonest officer, who has been shown to have violated
hie oath, and to have proved himself unworthy of his posi-
tion.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The House can congratu-
late itself on the fact that while it has the misfortune to
have upon this aide of the louse a new, young, untried
member like the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) who ventures to be audacious at times, we have
an old parliamentarian, a man whose temper je so cool,
whose judgment is so well balanced, as the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, who eau so nicely rebuke him in such
a proper andjudicial spirit. It is an evidence that justice
can be done even if there be some who speak upon the
question with some warmth. It is to be regretted, how-
ever, that there are not more judicial minds, that there are
not more who can take that high jidicial stand, that je
taken by the Minister of Marine-I mean on both aides of
the House. I notice that there is not another one on the
other aide of the louse possessed of a judicial mind equal
in capacity of the task he undortook to-night; that so
far we have failed to find one whose judicial mind is
balanced precisely the same way as that of the hon.
gentleman. They hesitate to endorse his opinion;
they bave not been quite convinced by hie reason-
ing. But I call attention to this fact, that that gentle-
man who is possessed of this eminent legal and judicial
mind, coming into this case unprejudiced, either one
way or the other, has only been able to say with re-
spect to this officer, that there is a possibility that we
judged him rather harshly,-that is all that ho ventured to
say. Well, now, if there is but a possibility that ho may
not have been as bad as pictured, I would ask, is it not
good ground that we should hesitate in advancing hir salary
until we have a little further investigation of the matter, and
ascertain whether that possibility even existe or not ? They
have been challengod, the Minister has been challenged.
fie je a member of a government that is all powerful in
this House. They have been challenged now. He says
the matter has not been proved. We challenge them now
to give a committee where they may be examined under
oath, the other members of the Government and this official
that je charged. Sir, we ask them to give that, and we
ask them to withhold any increase of salary, any promotion,
any honor to be done to this man that we believe to ho
guilty of malfeasance in office, until this is done. Will the
honà gentleman, with a calm and judicial mind, and
recognising that it would be a proper thing for him to do,
that it ie the only way that the suspicion can be removed
that this man's conduct has excited, and which the hon.
gentleman, in hie remarks, admits to be suspicious-
will he agree to this? fie says the evidence that was pro-
duced before this House would not be sufficient to lang a
cat upon. Well, Sir, it ie upon evidence that was adduced
before this flouse that is sufficient for this Government to
advance a man to a higher position and salary, and he him-
seif admits that theo evidence was so strong that it left a
bare possibility that he could offer some excuse some way
in mitigation of his conduct. We heard the statement made
by a member of this House, that he had the documentaryJ
evidence proving, not only malfeasance in not gazettin g the1
returne acording to law, but we had the proof on the floor1
of the House that when he made hie return to the House he
made a falsified return. The hon. Minister heard that,1
and yet he says there je a poesibility, a bare possibility,1
that there may be some extenuation of hie oonduct.i
If hon. members wish to act in a judicial manner, and have1
the least respect for this man, it is strange that that bon.(

gentleman alone bas had the courage to defend his action.
Whother it was wise courage on his part or not, time will
prove, but his shouldering the matter, and the lame attempt
made to furnish au excuse, does not vindicate that man's
character against the charges brought against him. There
is only one way in which that ean b donc. Let it form
matter for investigation and examination before a com.
mittee, Thon that man can be put on oath, and the mem.
bers of the Government eau be put on oath, and if it be thon
found that ill-founded charges have been made, which can-
not be substantiated, those who have made them will
acknowledge their satisfaction that this officer has beon
able to prove his innocence. But shirking from that courso
now, as they have done before, the evidence of which is the
fact that they dropped the proposed incroase two
years ago, wiping it from the Estimates-the hon.
gentleman's father consenting to drop it out-because
the feeling of the House was so strong that it was an out-
rage to propose to increase the salary of a man lying under
those charges, now the new Marine Minister trusting that
time had blunted our memories and made us unmindful of
the transactions that had taken place, becomes the first man
who bas ever ventured to say a word in defence of that
officer. The hon, gentleman, however, has not been sup-
ported to-night by any other Minister. Hon. members on
the other side, ever ready to applaud and to defend almost
everything done by the Government, have, on this occasion,
proved unequal to the task of defending this offioer. The
hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) even has not
risen to *defend the transaction. It is truc ho ventured a
" hear, hear," but the vast majority of the members oppo-
site never expressed approval iof the hon. Minister's re-
marks. No ; I rejoice in this fact, that though the Parlia-
ment of Canada did consent to the placing of that gentle-
man in another position where hoe recoivod a higher alary,
it maintained its character in so far that bon. members did
it reluctantly, did it in silence and said nothing in justifica-
tion of what it had done.

Mr. MULOCK. I understand from the silence of the
Government that they do not promise to permit an enquiry
into the serious charges again brought to thoir attention bu-
fore pressing this increase to a vote. If that is the case, let us
see what principle the Government propose to eaffirm by this
action ? A former officer of this flouse, a man who took an
oath of office, in which ho swore that he would be true and
discharge his duties as the law required, is, in consequence
of some influence, no doubt the influence of the Administra-
tion, which is standing by him to-day, proved guilty in the
minds of all reasonable mon of having in at least fifty cases
violated his oath of office. That charge is brought to the
attention of the House; and opportunity is presented for
proper judicial enquiry, but the Government using thoir
majority refuses an onquiry. The charge is made by hon.
members on the floor of this House, notably by the member
for Prince Edward County (Mr. Platt). fie said that in
his own knowledge, when certain returns wero placed in
the hands of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
that officer denied in the first place the receipt of the
returns within the time mentioned. When, however, the
evidence of a government office, the post offie cortiticate,
was produced, the officer was convicted as having made a
mistatement; ho thon shifted his ground and offered
another explanation, namely, that what happened wis the
result of chance. The second explanation was equally as fat-
lacious as the first. Thon the Government came to his res-
eue, and I assume that from that time forward they
bore the whole burden of the charge. At that time the
thon Minister of Finance had the courage to propose an
increase in the officer's salary, but when the charge was
brought to hie attention, when ho saw what the sentiment
of the House was, when ho found that the Government had
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not the courage to permit an investigation, he then adopted
the botter part of valor and discreetly withdrew the propos-
ition. To-day his successor, not in office but in lineage,
younger and rasher perhaps, makos a defence to-day which
the then Minister of Finance did not feel himsolf permitted
to do until an investigation was held. Not a member of
the Government responsible at that time, however, dares to
rise in his place and defend the act. They set up a
Minister who is capable of giving negative evidonce,
that ho was not one of the conspirators, and is, there-
fore, able to make a statement with regard to the
matter. fHe was not in the Government and did not
conspire with the officer to do wrong; but I repeat that not
a member of the Government of that day dare deny compli-
city and permit an onquiry, when such Ministers could ho
placed under oath and compelled to state what they had to
do with the matter. I ask the Minister of Finance and the
Minister of Customs who wore thon in the Government if
they dare deny complicity in this matter. If ho wore
present, I would ask the First Minister, the principal
defender in this case, to deny complicity, and to permit
enquiry where ho could be put on oath. The Government
have too many opportunities to defoeat the ends of justice by
refusing a proper judicial enquiry, and having sheltered
this officer they propose to reward his breach of duty and
reward him by increasing his salary and permitting him to
hold a high judicial position. There are upwards of 5,000
officers under the Government engaged in discharging duties
connected with the conduct of public affairs. They are all
under obligation to discharge their duties honestly, and
many of them have taken a similar oatb to that taken by this
man. To those 5,000 officers and upwards the Administra-
tion have said, in so many words: violate your oath of office,
consider perjury as a stop in the course of promotion, so
long as yeu serve us in office we will reward you accord-
ingly. What sort of an admission can this be, what must
bo their views on morality whon a government incites
to perjury and rewards the perjurer ? Of course the reward
must follow, the Government must stand by the mon who
do their wrong doing ; but when the hon. Minister of Marine
tells us there has been an enquiry, I say, let him tell it to
the marines but not to the intelligent people of Canada.
The matter has never yet been inXestigated, and even if it
were to ho investigated, judging from the extremely.judicial
spirit manifested by the Minister of Marine, I presume we
could very well anticipate the verdict. It would be just
such a verdict as was rendered in the case of the bon. mem-
ber who now sits for Queen's, N. B. Has there ever been
a case since the present Government came into office that
every man from the seeond in command down to the low-
est in the ranks was not compelled to do exactly what the
Premier told him to do? When you outraged public opin-
ion and sealed it with a vote of Parliament, and seated a man
who bad been rejected by the constituen ts of Queen's County
did not every member on the Government side of the House
except two, yiold to the tyranny of their chief and vote that
the poople's representative should be excluded from this
House ? To the honor of the man thus seated let it be
stated that ho refused to accept the verdict of the Govern.
ment and the majority in this House, and abandoned his
seat and went back to the people his masters. But that act
had the endorsement of the gentlemen opposite as every
other act had that was questioned, and as I suppose every
other act will have that will continue to be questioned.
Under those circumstances, Mr. Chairman, I think it is inde-
cent to apply public money to compensate wrong-doing. If
this man has to be paid, then the money to pay him should
come out of the pockets of those whose work ho did. Let
the Government pay him if they like out of their own
money. If they bave profited by his conduct let them pay
him properly, but do not use the public money to encour-
age and endorse wrong-doing, and at the same time pre-

Mr. MULoCK.

vent an enquiry into those charges. Can anybody say that
these charges are not well founaded ? When we find that
an enquiry is denied into these serious statements what
conclusion must a reasonable man draw ? None but that
these charges are well founded. So lgng as a proper
investigation is denied there can be but that one
conclusion. As a matter of evidence alone it would be held
by a judge of the land that where such statements as these
were maie and an enquiry was prevented it must be assumed
that thoy wore well founded. If they are not well fo.unded
let the Governmont clear the atmosphere by holding an
enquiry, and then, and not till then, will they be true to the
interests of the people of Canada, and not abuse the trust
imposed on thom, pren though they have a majority in this
louse that may do (as I assume it will do) what the First

Minister will order them. The Minister of Finance I see
is itching to get out of his seat to state what he knows about
this matter. lie is the man who is looking after the money,
and I understand ho is to put the pruning knife to the ex-
penditure. He is, however, in this case increasing the ex-
penses of the Patent Office over which this officer presides
by several thousand dollars a year. That is the first act of
the Minister of Finance. He may save $50 hore and there
by dispensing with the services of some worthy official, and
he may condone the dismissal from the service of the Crown
of a man like the CollectZr of Customs at Halifax. Such an
officer may receive the condign punishment of the Minister
of Finance, but a man who can commit fraud, who can
commit offences against the criminal law is to have his
salary increased, and the expenses of his department raised
by many thousands of dollars. I hope the Minister of
Finance will not continue his record as ho is beginning it in
this regard at least.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to suggest as this is the firat
night's sitting we have had, and with due regard to the mo-
tion that is introduced by my hon. friend from the opposite
side oCthe House-

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it I ?
Mr. FOSTER. Not you; your brother there. And in

order to preserve the good health of the louse, as there
bas been a pretty full presentation of the case from the
opposite side, we might pass the item.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Tell us what you think about
it.

Mr. POSTER. I think it would be well to pass the item,
Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). I wish to call the attention of

the House to a statement which i knew I had made, and
which I have looked up in answer to the observation of the
Minister of i4arine and Fisheries. I took the trouble of
going over the Gazettes, and I found that the hon. gentle-
man's statement that there was an analogy between the
gazetting of members in 1874 and 1887 was altogether un-
founded. I have before me the statement that I made at
that time with reference to those returns and I cal the at-
tention of the House to this fact: that of those gazetted, as
near as may ho, there appeared in the Gazette members of
both sides of the fouse in proportion to the number of
mombers returned. This was true with regard to the re-
turns from every Province. There was no analogy what-
ever between the proceedings of Mr. Pope in 1887 and in
187 . In 1874 there were gazetted on the 7th February, 35
members. Of these 35, 22 were Reformers, and 12 Conser-
vatives. The hon. gentleman will remember that at that
tine in the House there were, I think, something less than
60 of the Conservative party returned; the remainder were
Reformers, and the number of members that were gazetted
on each occasion as near as may be, corresponded to the pro-
portions of the parties returned at the time. In the next
Gazette we find-
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Mr. TUPPER. What date is the next Gazette that you

refer to ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Has the hon. gentleman the
same page before him that I am looking at? I have page
210.

Mr. TUPPER. No; I have page 338.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If the hon. gentleman will look
at page 210 he will find there the statement I need not
repeat those statements, but members will find there an
analysis of the result of the returns that were made in 1874,
and which is altogether different from those in 1887.

Mr. TUPPER. Not so much difference.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman will find
that, apart from those who were returned by acclamation,
the gazetting of members in every instance was as near the
proportion as could be.

Mr. TUPPER. On the 21st February there were ton of
the other side gazetted, and two Conservatives. That is
somewhat similar.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No, there could not be any
similarity when there were no more members returned. The
hon. gentleman will see that in the other case where there
were fifteen Conservatives and eleven Reformers returned,
that the eleven Reformers were not gazetted, that they
were not gazetted even in the next Gazette, and that some
ofthem were not gazetted in the third Gazette. Nothing of
that sort occurred, after the election of 1874.

Mr. LAURIER. I agree with the Minister of Finance,
that there has been a very full presentation of this case
made by this side of the House, and as there bas been no
answer whatever from the other side of the Hlouse, wo can
allow the item to pass, and the country to judge.

Mr. FOSTER. The passing of the item will compensate
for the other.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very sorry that the leader of
the second great party in this House, bas taken this course,
but 1 suppose we will get the opinion of the House on con-
currence.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes ; on concurrence.

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to have it a little
earlier than concurrence, but, of course, my party is not
sufficiently strong to bring about that result.

Mr. BOWELL. But it is made of good fighting material.
Committee rose and reported progress.

THE BUDGET SPEECH.

Sir RICEARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the House is
adjourned I wish to know what is the intention of the Gov-
ernment with regard to the annual financial statement. I
presume they are not intending to make it within the next
week. As we have made a departure from our ordinary
practice, which was that the financial statement should pre-
cede the consideration of the Estimates, it would be conven-
ient that reasonable notice should be given before the hon.
gentleman makes his financial statement. I would suggest,
if it suits his convenience, that hie should annournce the fact
four or five days in advance of the time he proposes to make
it. I suppose he will have no objection to do that.

Mr. FOSTER. I will do that.

Mr. POSTER moved the adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11:15 p.m.

H1OUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 13th February, 1689.

The SPEAKER toek the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

MARINERS' CERTIFICATES.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 26)
to amend the Act respecting certificates to Masters and Mates
of Ships, chap. 73 of the Revised Statutes. He said: The
Bill proposes simply to extend the coasting trade as defined
by the Act relating to the cortificates of masters and mates,
so as to embrace ports in the West Indics and the Islands
of St. Pierre-Miquelon. Under the Act at prosent, it is
confined to ports in the United States, Canada and New-
foundland.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for louve to introduce Bill (No.
27) to amend the Weights and Measures Act, chap. 104 of
the Revised Statutos. He said: The only change proposed
is with regard to the branding of barrols. At present bar-
rels require to be branded, either by marks burnod or cut
into the staves of the barrel. By this Bill it is proposed
that the marks shall be made on the bead of the barrel, for
many roasons. They are more accossiblo thore, and we find
that when the marks are on the staves, in the process of
rolling and handling they become obliterated. On the
other hand, we afford much greater faeilitios to those
obliged to mark barrels by providing that the marks may
be made by branding, cutting or painting.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. JONCAS moved for love to introduce Bill (No. 28)
to amend the Dominion Eloctions Act, chap. 8 of the
Revised Statutes. HRe said: The proposed amendments arc
of purely local interest, relating exclusively to the County
of Gaspé. I am asking for the same delay in that county
as there is in Algoma and Cariboo. I am sorry to say
communications are not easier now in the County of Gaspé
than they wore ten years ago, and it would bo impossible
for the returning officer to appoint the nomination day
within eight days from the reception of his writ.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE JESUITS ESTATE ACT OF QUEBEC.

Mr. BARRON asked. 1. Has the Bill, 51-52 Victoria,
chap. 13, intituled : "An Act respocting the settloment of
the Jesuits Estate," yet been before the Government for
their consideration ? 2. Have they reported thereon to
His Excellency the Governor General? 3. If so, did thoy
report in favor of allowing or disallowing the Bill ? 4. fas
the Government communicated the purport of the report to
the Government of Quebec? If so, whon ? 5. When does
the time, in ordinary course, expire up to which disallow.
ance of the Bill might take place ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The answer to the first question
of the hon. gentleman is, that the Act referred to has been
before the Government for their consideration ; to the
second question, that the Minister of Justice reported on
that Act to His Excellency the Governor General on the
16th January last; to the third question, that the Minister
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of Justice reported that the Act in question, together with
112 other Acts passed at the same Session of the Quebec
Legislature, should be left to its operation; to the fourth
question, that the report of the Minister of Justice was
approved on the 19th January, 1889, and the result was at
once communicated to the Government of Quebec; to the
fifth question, that the Acts of the Legislature of Quebec
for the Session of 1888 were received by the Secretary of
State on the 8th August.

PIERS IN LAKE ST. LOUIS.

Mr. BERNIER (for Mr. PRÉFONTAINE) asked, Whether
the Government have come to a decision as to the expedi-
ency of constructing piers in Lake St. Louis, or elsewhere
in the St. Lawrence, with a view to diminish the danger
from inandations on both banks of the river; if so, is it
their intention to place a sum in the Estimates this year
for that purpose ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The matter has been under
the consideration of the Government and they came to the
decision, for the present, not to build piers, as suggested in
the enquiry of the hon. member.

LONGUE UIL WHARVES.

Mr. BERNIER (for Mr. PRÉFoNTAINE) asked, Whether
it is the intention of the Government to cause the work on
the Longueuil wharves to be completed, with a view to ren-
der the rame useful to navigation ?

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. At the time the works
were undertaken, it was not intended that they should be
extended to the shore. The matter is now under consider-
ation.

POSTAL SERVICE IN LONGUEUIL.

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to take action, in view of the com-
plaints made against the postmaster of the town of Lon.
gueuil, and respecting the management of the post office
in that town; and also to improve the postal service for
the town and parish of Longueuil ?

Mr. HAGGART. The Post Office Inspector reports that
the postmaster has been unable, notwithstanding his con-
tinued efforts to do so, to find any suitable building for a
post office at a rent within his means. There is not at
present any proposition before the department for any
change in the mail service to Longueuil.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES FOR BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. MARA asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to appoint County Court Judges in the Pro-
vince of British Columbia at an early date; and if so, how
many ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to ask Parliament for the authority to make three
appointments to the County Bonch in British Columbia.
If the authority be given, it is intended that the appoint-
monts shall be made as early as possible.

CANADA TEMPE RANCE ACT MONEYS.

Mr. ROOME asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government, during this present Session, to enact legisla-
tion whereby the moneys accumulated in the bands of the
county treasurers of the different counties, whore the
Canada Temperance Act is and lias been in force, from fines,
&c., may be divided amongst the different municipalities
in each county, proportionate to the amounts which have
been realised from the different municipalities?

Sir JoaN ToMPs ON.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not the intention of the
Government at present to propose any legislation of that
kind, the view of the Government being that the rights of
the various municipalities have been fixed and determined
by the Order in Council dealing with that subject.

BELLEVILLE DRILL SHED.

Mr. BURDETT asked, Whether the Government intend
placing any sum in the Supplementary Fatimates to aid
in the construction of a drill shed at Belleville?

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. Unfortunately, I cannot
give the answer now. The Supplementary Estimates will
show what the Goverqment has decided upon.

ARTHABASKA. FISHERY OVERSEER.

Mr. TURCOT asked, What was the amount of revenue
collected by P. C. Baurke, fishery overse3r, acting for the
Government, in the District of Arthabaska, during the past
fiscal year; and what was the amount of his salary, bis
travelling expenses, and his allowance for his office?

Mr. TUPPER. No revenue was collected by P. C.
Bourke, fishery overseer in the district of Arthabaska, in
the past fiscal year. His salary was $75, and his travelling
expenses amounted to $41.10. There is no allowance for
his office.

REDUCTION OF LETTER POSTAGE.

Mr. TURCOT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to reduce the postage on letters within the
Dominion of Canada to three cents per ounce weight; and
to lessen the charge for the carriage of parcels sent by
mail?

Mr. HAGGART. It is the intention of the Govérnment
to introduce a Bill to reduce the postage on letters within
the Dominion to 3 cents per ounce weight. It is not the
intention of the Government to introduce a Bill to less(n
the charge for the carriage of parcels sent by mail.

CHAMBLY-LONGUEUIL CANAL.

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE asked, Whether the Government
would be opposed to the incorporation of a company under-
taking the construction of a canal from Chambly to
Longueuil ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It dependa altogether on
the terms of the Bill. We would be better able to judge
when we see the measure the hon, gentleman proposes to
bring down.

GOVERNMENT TELEGRAPH LINES.

Mr. DENISON moved:
That a Select Committee be appointed to enquire into the desira-

bility of the Government acquiriilg ail the electric telegraph lines in
Canada, and that the commiuee have power to end for persons, papers.
and records, and to hear such telegraph, railway companies and pro-
prietors as may wish to be heard, by themselves, their counsel or agents,
and to report to this House.

He said: 1 intend to take up only a few minutes' time
of the House, as, last year, in introducing a similar motion,
I placed pretty fully before the House some facts as to the
telegraph linos in the old world and elsewhere. I then
pointed out that nearly every country in the world, except
Canada and our neighbors to the south, had acquired their
telegraphuines. In France, Austria, Germany, Switzer-
land, Denmark-in fact, nearly all over Europe, 20 years
ago, the telegraph lines were acquired by the Governments
of their respective countries. If we would be a progressive
country we should not be behind the old world in this mat-
ter; being a new country, we should be more progressive,
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and I think the time has come that we should take to do so. I have put this motion on the paper with the ob.
some step towards acquiring the lines and having them ject of drawing the attention of the House and the country
owned by the Governmont of the country. I certainly am to this matter, and I should be glad to see it supported
aware that it would require a large sum of money to buy by other hon. members.
out old companies, but it is in the interest of the commun-
ity at large that these lines should be owned by the Govern. Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is the second time
ment. Now we have to pay two or three rates across the my hon. friend has made a motion of this kind in Parliament,
continent, whereas, if the Government owned the lines, and I must say that he shows he bas studied the subject,
they would all be under one management from end to end. However, I do not think the time has come for the Govern-
The Government now own certain lines in the North-West ment of the country to take possession of the telegraph
Territories and also down in the Eastern Provinces. It is lines of this country. The hon. gentleman is aware that,
truc the Government bas built these lines in sections of the besides those lines in the bands of telegraph companies,
country where there were none before ; I do not object to there are other lines that belong to railway companies, and
that, but if it is well for the Government to build lines in [ think it is hardly feasible for the Government to assume
sparsely-settled sections where they can get no revenue the lines used by railway companies. Moreover, the pur-
from them, it ought to be good for the Government to own chase of these linos by the Government would require a very
the linos in the elder settled parts of the country where we large sum of money, and I do not think that the question is
may expect a dividend to be paid. The present companies sufficiently ripe to justify Parliament and the people of this
pay a dividend on their stock, and as the Government country in going to so large an expense. True, my hon.
could borrow money at a lower rate of interest, we may friend says that these linos willgive a revenue; they would
assume that we would have a sufficient revenue to pay a give a revenue, but it is well known that these large com-
certain percentage on the outlay. At present it is a great panies, like large railway enterprises, always pay a better
shame that a person living out side of Canada should have revenue in the hands of private individuals than in the bands
tho means of, in a manner, manufacturing public opinion in of the Government. That is perfectly well known, the re.
this (oantry. It is a great power to leave in the hands of a sults are there, and therefore I think that, in the case of
foroigner. We had a practical illustration of this not some of the companies which pay large dividends to their
long ago, when a despatch was sent by Mr. Wiman, saying shareholders, it would not be increasming that revenue, nor
there was a proposal to buy out Canada. Here is the des- would it maintain that revenue, for the Government to take
pa'ch: them into its own bands. My hon. friend says that, inas-

" NEw YoRK, Sept. 29.-I deem it my duty to say that information much as the Government are building tolograph linos where
from Washington reaches me of a reliable character to the effect that they do not yield much revenue, thorefore it will be proper
the Senate Committee of Foreign Affairs have, durng the jastfew days, that the Government should take over the linos waich yield
in fartherance of the views.ofits chairman,_Senator Sherman, been dis- ne. Wll there is no doubt that we would becussing the question of inviting the Dominion of Oanada to join the a large revn.
United States. So far have matters progressed that it is not at all glad if the linos already constructed by the Government,
unlikely that a resolution will be reported for the concurrent action of and being constructed by the Government, would give a
both Houses, declaring it to be the duty of the President to open nego- large revenue, but those lines have not been built for revenue
tiations with Great Britain looking to a political union between the
English-speaking nations on this continent. The condition attending purposes, but rather for the general utility of the country.
the invitation of anada is understood to be that the United States These telograph linos have been built on the lower St.
wo Id assume the entire debt of the uominion, estimated at th-ee hun- La wrence, on the Atlantic coast, on the Pacif( coat, a-ddred millions of dollars. Comnmercial union was urged as the basis ùIIvf ecO ù tatecoao h Pcfocst i
the praposed negotiation, on the graunothat while a large majority some in the North-West Territories, for the purpose of
might be secured for it, only a small minority favored political union, protecting life and property. They are designod to procure
but the sentiment of the committee was so strong in favor of proposing relief to crews of vessels wrocked on our coasts, and it is
at firet political union that it was impossible to contend with it. by means of these lines that the necessary help can be

tE RASTUS WIMAN." given. These linos, morcover, afford the means of giving
Theno we have a telegram addressed to the papers, saying: valuable information in many cases to the fishing interesits,

" We are now requested by Erastus Wiman to withdraw bis commu- and they furnish the country a return in that way. Thus the
nication in reference to the doings of the Foreign Affairs Committee of the returns, thouglh they are fnot made in so many dollars placed
American Senate. Wiil you please do this and greatly oblige, in the harnds of the Government, are such as to repay and

"G. N W. TELEGRAPH CO." reward the country for the oxpenditure. The hon. gentle-
These messages were sent about the country, deadhoad, I man, in the course of his speech, stated that telegraph des-
suppose, and the stockholders in Canada of the Montrea patches sent over the lines are often in the interest of one
Co. have to pay their share fur those messages. The public firm or one individual,and that sometimes those despatches
generally are beginning to sec that it is desirable that the are false. low could that state of things be avoided even
linos should bo owned by somebody else, for we find them if those linos were under the control of the Government ?
crying out for some change. One paper eays this: If they are to bi the telegraph linoes of the country, they

" These telegraphic mezsages from the United States should always be cannot be the telegraph linos of the Government or of any
regarded with suspicion, nat only because they are naturally apt to be set of mon, but the linos of the people at large, and there-
biassed, but also because the transmission and, to a certain extent, the fore, although the lines were in the bands of the Govern-
collection, of news is in the bands aof the telegraph ring, and that ismentever individual who now sends a despatch over
almost identical with the clique which is promoting the agitation for tecwouldvtdme wh no sonda a aspat p r
annexation."y them woald have the anme right to forward it as at prosent.
Another paper says: You could not prevent some of the despatches betng false.

"nWeau ail remember the unsatisfactry resuts that arse from the On account of the competition between the diffrent linos
eWsblishment of a monop y by the amalgmation of cmpanies, and now in operation it is very soon ascertained whether any
these were aggravated in many ways when the combine came under the despatch la true or not. Moreover, and I bave reserved
controi of a foreigner, himaself the mere lieutenant of the great telegraph this as a bonne bcuche, politics run rather high in this country
Inonopolist of the United States, the whole system being virtually one at times and prhaps our friends on the other side of the
concer, which, at least, cannot be said to put Canadian interests tain Hos wud pot oav thes onfidence i therc
the tirst piaoe2' bjuse weuld net bave the sanme confidence in the secrecy
I think these items show that it is dangerous that this great of their despatches at election times as we would have our-
power should be placed in the bande of a foreign company, selves, and perhaps if the hon. gentlemen opposite were
and although I know that it is a matter of spending consid- occupying these bonches, we, being thon on the opposite
erable sums to purchase the telegraphs, I think the time is side of the bouse, might share the want of confidence they
drawing near when the Government ought to be in a position might bave now in us. It is proper that, in considering
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questions of this kind, we should take up the différerit
points and examine them in all their beariLgs. I hope my
hon. friend, having brought the question before the House
and made his speech, and having heard these remarks made
by me on behalf of the Government, will be satisfiel with
having made his motion and will not press it, but ask per.
mission to withdraw it.

Mr. DENISON. I beg to withdraw my motion.
Motion withdrawn.

FISJRING IN ONTARIO INLAND WATERS.

Mr. DAWSON moved for:
Return of ail licenaes granted and ail applications made for license

to fish in the inland waters of Ontario, north and north-west of Lakes
Huron and Superior; also, of ail correspondence between the Govern-
ment of the Dominion and the Government of Ontario, in respect to the
éxpediency of permitting net fishing by white men in these inland
waters ; aiso, of ail correspondence between the Indian Department and
any other department of the bovernment in regard te the distress anddestitution which wonld be brought upon the resident Indian population
by unrestricted net fishing in the waters from which they derive their
chief means of subsistence.

He said : Mr. Speaker, in making this motion, I desire
with the permission of the House, to draw attention to the
effect that unrestricted net fishing in the inland waters to
which it refers would have on the Indians. In the region
to the north and north-west of Lakes Huron and Superior
there are many inland lakes of greater or less extent, and
where they are of considerable size, a few Indian famihies
will always be found residing. near them. Sme of these
families, indecd many of them, Lave advanced so far in
civilisation that they cuitivate little gardens, and these,
with the fish which they can alwayseasily procure, both in
summer and winter, afford them a sufficiency of food, while
the furs obtained by hunting, being always ready of sale,
enable them to clothe themselves comfortably, This bas
until now beenu t.e happy condition of these Indians, and is
se, except in a few instances, still. So that, although the
larger game, such as the caribou and moose, is fast dis-
appearing before the deadly rifle and reckless hunting of
the white man, they still manage to live, except in certain
sections, with comparative comfort in their own primitive
way. But the white man, not content with annihilating
the moose and the caribou, is now invading their fisheries,
and unless means can be found of putting a stop to this, the
result must be great distress, ifnot actual starvation, among
the Indians. The indiscriminate slaughter of the buffalo
at the time the Union Pacific Railway was being built,
brought destitution to the Indians of the plains, and the
consequence bas been, as both the Dominion and United
States Governments feel to their cost,that on both sides of the
international boundary line they have to be fed and clothed,
at an enormous annual outlay. Surely no one could wish
to see such a state of things existing in the regions to which
this motion bas reference, and yet it will most assuredly
come about unless timely measures are taken to prevent it.
The fish of the inland waters are to the Indians of the forest
what the buffalo were to the Indians of the plains-the staff
of life-and if they are exterminated, the Government wili
have to provide food for additional hordes of very deserving
and very hungry Indians. Already the destructive pound-net
has, in some cases, reached the inland lakes to which the mo.
tion refers. This implement of destruction is fast depleting
the great lakes, and what its effect will be on the small in-
land lakes can easily be imagined. A single pound-net in
a lake of say ten miles in length by two in width -an aver-
age size-could be so used as, in one season, to entrap
almost every fish therein above the size of a minnow, at
least, so I am told. With these nets there is no respite for
the fish. A Pound net can be set in the fali and left under
the ice all winter to do its deadly work. There is no escape
for the fish. A guide net, perhaps miles in length, is ex-

Sir HEcToR LANGEVIN.

tended along the bottom ; this leada to a labyrinth of skil-
fully constructed net chambers which the fish are sure to
enter, and from which they are drawn up at will through
convenient openings cut in the ice, and shipped by hundreds
of tons to the United States markets, so that, in course of
a sing!e season, one of these inland lakes eau be so com-
pletely swept of its fish as to leave none for the poor Indians,
who, in consequence, must strike camp and leave the waters
which from time immemorial they and their sires had
looked upon as their own. Is it reasonable, is it just or in
accordance with the treaties made with the Indians that
this should be permitted? Certainly not. In the treaties
made with the Indians of Algoma, it was most unequivo-
cally provided that they should, forever, have the right of
fishing and hunting over the territories thereby ceded.
This right was, in fact and in effect, a part of the price for
which they relinquished their acknowledged right in the
land. But it may be said it was not an exclusive right.
True, but still it was a right, and is it to be rendered nuga-
tory and of no eflect by a destructive invention which was
never dreamt of by either Indian or white man at the time
the treaties were made. To permit the use of an imple-
ment which in effect renders a provision of the treaties void
is surely, to all practical purposes, an infraction of the
treaties. A recent judicial decision in New Brunswick, it is
said, gives the control of the inland fisheries to the Pro-
vinces.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The Supreme Court decided
that too'

Mr. DAWSO N. I am thankful the hon. gentleman
has informed me that the Supreme Court bas decided this
also. This may be so, but still it belongs to the Dominion
Government to see that the faith of Indian treaties is up-
held. In as far as this Province of Ontario is concerned.
I am happy to say that the present Government thereof
bas so far respected the rights of the Indians in this matter,
and, as I have reason to know, has, with a humane desire to
guard their interests, absolutely refused to grant licenses
to fish in the inland waters of which I speak, as will be
seen by a letter which, with the leave of the louse, I shall
now icad. The paper in which it appears says :

" TRESSALON, Bsit January, 1889.
Itb as been stated that fihing with the nets has been carried on in

the inland lakes of Algoma. Mr. Debie, of Thessalon, while in Toronto
Iately, on ht aring of the matter, took steps to ascertain whether any
person bad reailygreceived a icense totdo se or not. He telegraphed
the departinent at Ottawa and received the following message:-

"' OTTAWA, 14th January, 1889.
"'Has no license from this Department. Lakes mention ed are within

jurisdiction of Ontario Government or riparian proprietors.
"'JOHN TILTON.'

"The Ontario Government was then interviewed, and the following
letter was re ceived :-

"IEPARTMENT or COWN LND.
"'Fi,-Iam in receipt of your letter of 15th inst., respecting fishing

ithe inland lakes of the Province, and have to sayin reply, with refer-
ence toithose lakes towhieh on refer, that the exclusive riglt er-fishiug
in the lakes near Thessalon, in the Townships of Day, Gladstone, Kirk-
wood, Bright, &c , belongs to the Province of Ontario, and that no
person has the right to fish with nets in these lakes without authority,
either for private use, barter, sale or export.

" ' No permit or license to fish with nets in the inland lakes of the
Province has been issued to any person by the commissioner of Urown
Lands.

" Any person so fishing is guilty of a contravention of the law and
is iable to prosecution and punishment under the Ontario Fisheries Act.

"' 1 send by mail a copy of the Act and regulations.
"'Your obedient servant,

"'AUBREY WHITE,
" I&Assistant Commissioner.

''J. B. Domsu, Esq., Walker House, Toronto.' "

This admirable and well conceived letter is greatly to the
credit of the Ontario Government and it will have an
excellent effect in restraining the more respectable fisher-
men, but who is to prevent poachers from setting pound-
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nets without license. At the Lake of the Woods and in the
country bordering on its tributary streams, there are no less
than three thousand Indians who, now that the game is
disappearing, depend largely on the fisheries for the means
of' subsi-tence. Sturgeon of excellent quality are still very
abundant in these waters, but they are easily exterminated.
Pound-net fishing has been already attempted at the Lake
of the Woods, and if it is permitted to go on, the Govern-
ment will have three thonsand additional Indians to provide
for. Surely some understar.ding could ho come to between
the two Governments whereby the fisheries in these inland
waters should be reserved to the Indians, until they shall
have so far advanced in the ways of the white man as to be
able to provide for themselves otherwise. There are over
ten thousand Indians, mostly in isolated families, scattered
over the wide district which I have the honor to represent,
and I conceive it to be my duty to draw the attention of the
House and the country to this important matter. The
opening of the Canadian Pacifie Railway has rendered the
inland waters in many caes easy of access to fish poachers
with the terrible appliances of modern times, and to permit
the uEe of those engines of destruction in the waters from
which the ladians derive thoir chief means of subsistence,
would be, to express it in few words, to take the bread
from the mouths of the poor wards of the nation.

Mr. DAVIN. In support of the statement of my hon.
friend the member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), I do not
wish to go over the ground that ho has travelled so ably,
but to suggest to my bon. and learned friend, the Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisberies, that when ho deals with this
question he should extend his view, and take into considera-
tion the state of affairs in the North-West Territory.
Nearly every word that has fallen from my hon. friend will
apply to many of our lakes in the North-West. Inspection
is urgently needed there, for the most wanton destruction
of fisb is carried on. I hope, when my hon, and learned
friend deals with this question, he will deal with it in a
comprehensive manner and not confine himself to Ontario,
but consider the needs of the North-West as well.

Mr. O'BRIEN. It is very unfortunate that there should
ho a conflict of jurisdiction between the Ontario and Dom-
inion Governments with reference to tho fish in inland
waters. Practically, as matters are at present, nobody is in
a positi>n to deal with this question. The Donirnion Gov-
erument very properly say, that as the Ontario Govern-
ment claim any revenue that can possibly arise from these
waters they will not go to the expense of protecting them.
On the other hand the Ontario Government say, "Every.
thing in these waters is ours and we won't allow the Dom.
inion Government to interfere." Between the two there has
been a very rapid destruction of fish in all these inland
waters. In the constituency which I represent there are
hundreds of lakes, which did contain, and to some extent
still contain, fish of a very valuable character; but they
are rapidly being exterminated in just the manter described
by the bon member for Algoma. I have done my best to
devise some means of meeting the difficulty, but, for two
years back, I have always received the same reply from
the Department-that the Ontario Government claim these
waters, and we bave been unable to arrive at any settle-
ment. I have searched in vain for any legal authority by
which it can ho determined what waters belong to the
Dominion, and what waters belong to the Province. If
you take the rule that navigable waters are excluded from
the jurisdiction of the Ontario Government, you exclude
from their jurisdiction a large area of those waters, because
there are hardly any of these lakes which are not at some
time navigated by a steamer. At the same time, it does
not appear, from anything I can ascertain, that this is a
proper rule for deciding the question. The only decision
given on the subjeot is that given in the New Brunswiok

case; but that simply settled the question, as I understand
it, regarding riparian proprietors on ungranted Crown lands.
The question still remains at issue with regard to granted
lands. I de hope the Minister, not orily for the considerations
urged by the bon. member for Algoma, but for various other
considerations, and especially that means may be found
to protect the fish from destruction, will endeavor to come
to terms with the Ontario Government, under which a rule
may be laid down by which the question of jurisdiction will
be settled. I fancy that there can be no serious difficulty
in the way of a settlement; if no precedent exists, thero
is surely intelligence enough in these two Governments to
make a precedent. The subject is an important one to the
constituency I represent, as well as to Algoma, and no
doubt the same difficulty bas arisen in many parts of Queboc,
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. The question bas not
received much attention in the past, but I can assure the
Minister that there are many people besides Indians who
are deeply interested in it. My constituents are very much
interested in having these fish preserved, as they are a
groat attraction to that part of the country. What is the
use of this Government spending hundreds and thousands of
dollars in establishing fish-breeding establishments and
propagating fish, in the different parts of the country,
when they allow them to be destroyed in this way ? The
two positions are inconsistent. The Dominion and Ontario
Governments should corne tO some understanding by which
this valuable property may be presorved.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I thiîk my hon. friend is in
error in stating that there is any condflict of jurisdiction be-
tween the Provinces and the Dominion. The decision of
the court bas no reference to the question of jurisdiction,
but simply is that the riparian owners have the right of
fishing, as incidental to their occupancy of the soil, and,
therefore, where the rivers are upon grantod lands the dif-
ferent grantees possess the right of fishing. in the case of un-
granted lands or Crown lands bolonging to the Province, the
right of fi-hery is, of course, incidental to their property in
the soil. Therefore, there is ne conflict of jurisdiction be-
tween the Provinces and the Dominion. Under the British
North America Act the regulation of the fisheries is placed
under the charge of the Dominion ; and, therefore, it is the
duty of the Dominion Governmont to protect the fishcrics
in our waters, not with tho object of bringing any revenue
to the Dominion Government-as, of course, any benefit
must necessarily enure to the grantees or owners of the
fisheries-but for the benofit of the public, more particularly
in the tidal waters, where the fisheries are a public right, a
jus publicum. Of course, the fisheries there are beyond any
provincial control, being entirely for the public, and vested
in the Crown as represerited by the Dominion Government.
I quite agree with my hon. friend that it is very important
that steps should be taken to protect the fisheries. There is
no doubt that it is a very important branch of industry, not
in Ontario alone, but in all parts of the Dominion.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I should like to say that the Ontario
Government do claim a jurisdiction over those waters, for
they have undertaken to assert a jurisdiction by appointing
fishery officers.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). On their own property, I
presume, just the same as grantees on rivers. The Resti-
gouche River, in New Brunswick, for instance, is owned to
a large extent by private parties, who keep up a large force
in addition to the Dominion officers.

Mr. O'BRIEN. There is not one of these places I refer to
where the riparian rights are in the possession of the
Crown. They are all in the hands of private parties, and
yet the Ontario Government is exercising jurisdiction over
themr.

Mr. EDGAR. I would suggest to the Minister oi Marine
and Fisheries that he would greatly distinguieh himself if he
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would make a fishery treaty with the Provinces, and if he officers, as in certain cases they have, the Federal Govern-
cannot, that ho would at least try to arrange a modus vivendi. ment has not been anxious to duplicate these officers, and to

Mr. MADILL. There is considerable uncertainty with double the expense and so produce, to some cxtent, confusion.

reference to prosecutions for violation of the Fisheries Act. Having in charge so many of the streams of this great coun-

If the Dominion officials threaten to proceed against parties try, and having, of necessity, such an enormous staff of offi-

for violating the laws, those parties teiegraph to the cers, the Federal Government has only been too glad to receive

Ontario Government, and the Ontario Government tele- the co-operation of the Ontario Local Government in the

graphs back that the matter is in dispute between the Pro- protecting of the fisheries. I take it that the hon. gentle-

vince and the Dominion. Therefore, I agree with the hon. man will not press the first part of the first two paragraphs
members who have spoken, that some understanding should of his motion. There is no objection to it. I think his

be come to between the Dominion Government and the object bas been attained; but, after what I have said, he will

Ontario Government in regard to this matter. sec, for instance, that we have granted no licenses and that
we are granting none in these particular waters. Thatwill

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would like to bring before the dispose of the first portion of the motion; and in regard to
Minister cf Marine and Fisheries the desirability cf proteet- the second, there bas been, so far as my department is
ing white mon as well as Indians. I understand that there concerned, no correspondence with the Government of On-
has always been some difficulty as to the rights of the Pro- tario on the matter, but, of course, I am not prepared to
vince and of the Dominion in regard to fishery matters. I speak for other departments. The last portion of the mc-
would like to refer to one case in which the law of the Pro- tion relates to the Indian Department, and I think my hon.
vince of Quebec appears to be in conflict with the views of friend has gained his purpose in bringing before the atten-
the Minister of Justice. The case is in connection with tion of this House, and, indirectly, before the attention of
the lease of the River Matane. My contention was, and is, the Ontario Government, the great necessity for the vigorous
that the riparian proprietors of the river have the excluiive protection of these waters. I understand, and other gentle-
right to the fishing in the river, and that the men who know anything about it will know, how difficult
Government, having loased the estuary, had gone it is, no matter where the jurisdiction may be, to properly
beyond its rights. 'ihe tidal waters, I grant, in protect our inland waters. The large expanse of inland
general, would be under the jurisdiction of the Federal waters which we have, makes it almost impossible for ns to
Government, but in this particular instance the right of place officers all over those districts, and illegal fishing will,
fishing was ceded to the seigniors of Matane, and these no doubt, continue as long as there are fish to catch ; but, of
seigniors have since ceded their right to the riparian pro- course, an effort is made as far as possible to prevent illegal
prietors. Therefore the Government, in leasing the right fishing. I understand that the Government of Ontario have
to fish in the estuary of the river, actually granted a right not only arranged for the protection of these particular
whichb had been granted 200 years ago by the Kings:of France waters, but that they are laying claim, and we do not dis.
to the signiors of Matane, and the lease or title given by pute their right, to grant licenses to fish there.
the Government is not a valid one. I do not dg.y the
jurisdiction of the Government over the regulation of the Mr. LISTER. Does not the Ontario Government claim
fisheries, but as to giving licenses to strangers over the the proprietory rights in all the inland fisheries, Lakes
riparian proprietors, I deny their right to do that. I sent Huron and Superior and the rivers ?
to the hon. the Minister a memorandum on the case which, I Mr. TUPPER. No, they have not gone so far yet.
think, had a certain effect, for, though the lease was con- Mr. LISTER. Have they made any such claim at all?
tinued, it was granted under the condition that no warranty
whatever was given to the lessees, Sir Alexander Galt and Mr. TUPPER. None that I am aware of ; certainly not
his friends. Thus, hereafter the Government may view the since I have been in the department.
rights of the riparian proprietors differently. Though Mr. LISTE R. I understand they do, and that they have
these proprietors are actually the real owners of the rights made the claim that the only right of this Parliament is to
cf fishing, they have been, under the color cf a license> regulate the fisheries, and that the proprietory rights are in
sued, condemned and fined, two or three of them heavily, the special province of the Local Parliaments. I understand
for having fished in their own waters. That is a very hard them to claim this, althorugh this Parliament bas assumed
case indeed. These men are too poor to bring their case the right to license the exercise of proprietory rights.
before other tribunals, and I think their claim should not be This is a question which will have to be determined, be-
passed over in future. cause I am satisfied one L>cal Government claims this

1Mr. TUPPER. The discussion on this motion has been Parliament bas gene beyond its powors in undertaking te
very interesting and, no doubt, instructive. I think, how- liconse fishermen te Lb on the inland waters of this
ever, it bas gone a little beyond the purposes of the hon. country, and on this matter have usurpod the rights cf the
the mover of the resolution. The hon. gentleman drew the Local Legisiature.
attention of the House chiefly to certain waters now under
the control of the Local Government; but I may say 1rTue.ls reereo tergenlanda
with regard to the different decisions to which allusion wastateston bas eriseduest pronthe Fode
made, concerning these Crown Iands and lands granted to vonm entutsoris qu esto o thptcthe
riparian proprietors, that there bas been, up to this date,Oarie Goerseni g oninstaicesthese
no clashing of jurisdiction. We have yielded to the claims lrenadt, nd in ne intanceubsmthe qesi
so far of the Ontario Government, certainly as regards the beenoraise, te n d irt
waters mentioned, as my hon. friend knows, and I fancy
his remarks were more particularly directed to the inten- Mr. LISTER. The Ontario Government, 1 suppose, dees
tion of that Government. I believe that the Government net wish te raise the question unless it becomes absolutoly
are making greater efforts for the proper protection of ecossary. I boliove the Government bore is treating the
those waters. We, on the other hand, have refused to licensees ail along the eoast with great liberatity, and thero
grant licenses. The only licenses that have been granted bas roally been ne reason for bringing the matter before the
in the last few years have been either granted by the courts, except at the instance cf the lessees, Who May go
Government of Ontario or not granted at all. Se before the courts thomaelves. It could core up, however,
in Quebec. Whore the Local Governments have un- if Sou refused a license, and the Ontario Government
dertaken to protect the fisheries and to appoint fishery grantod it.

Mnr. EDrrn.

84



1889. COMMONS DEBATES. 85
Mr. DAWSON. I have no objection to the amend- Mr. LAURIER. To.morrow.

ment of the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fish- Mr. MULOCK. I wish te do everything on my part to
eries'. Perhaps his view, however, might be met by aid in carrying ot what the Firt Minister seem a tobave
striking ont the first clause altogether. What I aidcaryngout whtedFirstmistr seem s the
meant to draw the attention particularly of this I romised, but I do Dot wish te do anything to jeopardise the
House to was thatetherntheparian r opriorsnging on of this motion in the way I intended, unless aIlouse to waf4 that meither the riparian proprietors favorable decision is arrived at.
or the Provincial Governments have any right to override
a treaty. A treaty made with the Indians, by which they Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I ask the hon. gentleman
relinquished their lands, takes procedence of any other Act, to allow the motiorr to stand, and I will settle with my hon,
rule, or regulation. It cannot be abrogated. That condition friend as to when it is to be brought on.
was a part of the price which they received for the land. Mr. MULOCK. I will allow it I stand to-day, and I
and it would not be respecting the treaty, it would be
actually setting aside the treaty, not to take that into presume when it is called again a similar request will be
consideration. However, I have no objection to the amend- made.
ment the hon. gentleman suggests, that the first clause be Mr. MITCHIELL. That is a very vague engagement.
struck ont. Motion allowed to stand.

Mr. TEMPLE. As this question has been brought up,
there is one matter to which I would like to caul the atten- BELLEVILLE AND NORTH HASTINGS RAILWAY.
tion of the Minister. ln the western part of my county,
which adjoins the State of Maine, there are a namber of Mr. BURDETT moved for:
large lakes, in which are a great many fish. I think there Return of aIl correspondence between the Grand Trunk Railway
are some 40 or 50 miles of lakes, through the middle of authorities and the Government respecting the subsidy granted for the
which the boundary line between the Province of New completion of the line of the Belleville and North Hastings Railway

B. ompany fron the Village of Madoc to Eldorado, in the North HidingBrunswick and the State of Maine runs. On the American of Bastings, and in reference to the work done towards the completion
side they protect their fish by having wardens to look after ofsuch work and respecting the acceptance and opening up the same
it, but on our side there is no protection whatever, there is for traffle.
no one to look after it, and the people do just as they like. He said : Porhaps I may be pormitted to make a few
I bring this to the notice of the Minister, in the hope proliminary explanations in regard to this work and the
that it will be atteuded to in the future, and that some one importance of opening up this short line of railway. I
will be appointed to look after our fisheries on those large believe it bas been the poliey of the Government, with
lakes. whicn policy I do not propose to quarrel, and in faut which

Motion, as amended, agreed to. policy I approve, to grant aid to railways, for the purpose
of openmng up the country as the settioment und the develop-

YORK-SIM3COE BATTALION-KIT ALLOWANCE. ment of the country roquire. I think, thon, the Government
having adopted that policy, and approving of that principle,

Mr. MULOCK moved: it is their duty to soe that railways to which subsidies are
That this House regrets the action of the Government in refusing to granted or promised are properly constructed, that they

pay kit allowance to the York-Simcoe Battalion whilst on active duty are put in running order, and that the companies are
in the North-West in aiding in suppressing the Rebellion. compelled to run the samo in the interests of the public.
He said; I regret that it is necessary again to trouble the With this object in view, large grants had been made by
House with the oft-told tale of the faults on the part of the municipalities in aiding and assisting companies in con-
Minister of Militia in dealing with this important question; structing railways. The wisdom of municipalitios in making
and if, at this stage, it has assumed the serious character it those grants I do not propose to question at present.
now takes in this motion, I think there are certain features But I will say this, talit the city of Beilovillo, in tue past,
preceding this motion which fully justify the view I now has grarnted tho sui of $175,000 to aid in couLtructing
present to the louse. It is within the knowledge of bon. railways in order to open up the country and to develop
members of this House that in the year 1885 - its rosources in that vicinity-one line of railway extend-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon, gentleman ing from Belleville to Peterboro', and on to the Georgian
allow me to interrupt him ? Bay. Last Session a charter was granted frum the vicinity

Mr. MTJLOCI. Yes. of Belleville in that direction, and another by way of
Tweed from Belleville to Lake Nipissing. I wili also add

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I. was going to ask the that the COULty Of Bastings has paid $50,00 fer the con-
hon. gentleman not to press his motion, and to tell him atruction cf the Belleville and North Bastings Railway,
that, on a strong remonstrance and representation made by cf whieh bo portion Dow undar discussion is a part. That
hon. members of this House, the Government bave re-railway las beau completed and à Dow rurning, and bas
opened the question, and are now having it under consider- been running fer sone yoars, from Belleville te tha village
ation. I would, therefore, ask him not to press his motion cf Madoc, inithe County cf Hastings, a distance of se26
just now. miles. A lino lis been constructed from Pictoc oxtending

Mr. MULOCK. Do I understand the First Minister te north îhrough te the village cf Trenton, cttting the Cana-
say he wishes the motion to stand ? dian Pacific Raîlway, and theu througb te to village ef

Sir OHN . MCDONLD. es.Marmora, to reacli tie Ceai Buli mines in North Ilastings, the
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.charter permitting it t xtended much further for the
Mr. MULOCK. Will it lose its place on the paper? purposo of oponing Up the country. Grants have also been
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No. mtade teo a railwy extending fom Napaine , runig ito

sho interior nortb cf Belleville. Whthe constructiont
Mir. M ULOCK, 0f course, in regard t tibis I am a littlotheso railwaysI entiro gree, and wit h tie policy f the

tired eut. I have been for four years asking for thiâ act of Government in aiding in contructing these railways I
justice, and I do net care tehave it loe. s place ou the1en tireyngree. Ai ask fh Govrnmente do is, weu
paper or before th.efHoms..I do lot wish te bo teoinquibi- they grant money te aid and consru t railways, tehseetat
tive, but I would like te ascortain about how long thehon., the money i s properly, judcously, and econoieally
gentleman thinks it wilI take for the Goverument tomak applied for the purpoes of the workte ad which it is
Up their mmds on ti matterp? graned; bocauoeI1an opposed te money bing grantelo o
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railways simply for the purpose of allowing mon to make a represents North Hastings, is as anxious as I amnto se. that
profit out of railway charters, and getting assistan1-e t o c:nntry developed, that be is as anxions as 1 am to see
build railways that they may traffli in charters the same as that the Oonnty of Hastings, a very large, and impor-
they do in lumber or cordwood. This lino of railway tant oounty of this Province, situated in the central part
is of vast importance and utility to the people of B3Ileville of Ontario, is developed; and that the fores and the mines
and to the people of North Hastings. The link from Madoc in that district are developed. My hon. friend's riding
to Eldorado, where it will intersect with the Central Ontario is over 100 miles long; the County itself is as large as
Railway, is a distance of about 8 miles; 4 miles of the whole ef Prince Edward Island, and tho people have
that has been constructed, and ore *has been brought a right to enjiy these roads for which tbey have grantel
over it to Belleville and shipped to the States from the large sumoof money and for which thoy are now heavily
Walbridge hematite mines, from which a large and axed. They have a right, 1 respectfnliy snbmit, to see that
valuable quantity of ore bas been taken. Its owners tbis railway is opened and mn lu the interests of the public.
allege that there is still subsisting larger and more I have no doubt that, whon the attention of the Governmont
valuable quantities of ore to ho taken from that mine, is called to it, they will do ail in their power, as they ought
to be smelted eitber in this country or in the States. to do, to assiet ln having this road opened and mn in the
I wish to ascertain whether it is the fault of the intereat of the public at large. I mentionod that people
Government, or wbether it is the fault of the Grand were geing ont there and building cheese factories. The
Trunk Railway, that this road is not completed from cheese indnstry is ene of the principal industries in that
Madoc to Eldorado, and a junction made with the Central part of the Province at this time; in fact if it were net for
Ontario, in order that the ore, produce, and timber of that, the farmers would have very little te depend upon.
the great country north of Belleville and Madoc, may That ceunty is particnlarly adapted for pasturing and graz.
ho brought to the front. There are over 6,000, I may say ing purposes; and if railway facilities are given to these
in the neighborhood of 10,000 people living in these north- people by which they can get in thoir supplies, aud carry
ern townships, and there are others going in. The country ont thoir produce, it will bo of ast benofit to them, and
is being developed, mines are being discovered and opened wiIl aid very much in developing that part of the country.
up, mon are going in there with portable saw mills, and in There are thousands of acres of good land-arable land,
many other ways people are developing the country. They valuable land, productive land, aud if facilities are afforded
are building cheese factories, saw mills, grist mills; ctrd- the people of the country te go into tho interior and develop
ing and woollen mills, and other machinery bas been iL, there will ho ne necessity, Session atter Session, of talking
taken in f.r the purpose of assisting in clearing up and making rocriminations regarding who la te blame for
and developing that country. It is, therefore, of the cur yeuug mon loaving the country and seoking homes ln
ui most importance that these people sbould have direct other land We have ample land for tbom bore, if proper
communication with the front. They should have facilities are affrded thom te develop it aud make a living
direct aud imrtehiatH communication from the aorth for theaxsves at aome.
te the village of Madoc, the principal village in
North Hastings. There are othor important villages in Sir JOHN'À A. MA.CDON'ALD. I loaru from the hon.
North Hastings, growing and thriving, and I consider that gentleman that ho approvescf the subsidy grated te the
it is cf the utmost importance te the people cf thiofe sevral linos f railway that he alluded te in bis partcf the
villages, andi to the peopleocf Belleville, that they should country. Those subsidies were granted for the purposeocf
have direct communication with the people in the northern oponing that mi eral region giving connection with the
part cf the county. Vast sums cf money have beon spent, rear, and with the great leadiug railway that runs te the
a great number cf miles of railway have beon constricted, North-West threugh the County f Prince Edwsard, and
in order te open np portions cf the country for a far less through the Ceunty cf Hastings and ail that country.
number ef people than are now living there, and for people The whon gentleman moves for the correpondence ho-
who have undorgone far bas trials rgd difficulties than the tween tho overnment and the Grand Trunk Railway;
people cf iHastings have undergone te make theuortblrn if there ho any corrsporwdenc-I suppose there willyho
townships what thoy are te.day. Now, the objeotof sae-itwill be brought down at once, sethat the hon.
thia motion ia te ascertain why there is this delay, ai ter gentleman eau see whether there is any blame attaching te
this grant has been mado, attor this Govorament bas said the Grand Tru k Rnilway or the Govermesnt. I do ctsep
that this railway ir lu the intereats of thI Dominion of how any blame eau attach te the Government. The Governm
Canada, after it has been taken eut of the banda if the ment have n poi eyr t cdmpel a iubiised railway Com-
Ontario Goverument, who had jurisdictien formerly ovetr pany to build thoir rond. The subsidios are granted, as the
these linoscf railway, This Governmeut has chnrged it- ouse knows, te railwys which Parlianment thinka canot
self with them. Have thoy neglected their duty ? 1 wish hoe ompleted by privatoe enterprise or municipal entorprise,
te fiud ont why that lino is net competed and oporated. aud which are of such mernt tht Parliament rd the cun-
I amn informed that the werk bas been doe, but that try shold assist in their construction. Same f these grants
the Goverument has refasod te recognise the work, have nt ben ufficient ti inpre publie confidence and to
accept the road aud psy the subsidy, and, therefere, it ha@ d ua, the parties who hold the charters to build the road.
net been mun and l now ly i1d. If that ho true, The Governnt canot hlp that; they have givn a

ingepurpoes;mand iirailwayfacilitie areigive to thes

iifiie the Gev- grant of $3200 a mile, or whatever it may be. The
emment is net te blame. As I said before, if public relief statute provides that the oead must ho commenced
is grauted lu aid cf railways 1 espectfully snbmit that withi a certain peiod and finished within the time
the Goverumeut ught te insiat upon the money being statei ar thouAct or the sbsidy canclbede andit
properly applied, the work doue, aud propenly iuspectvd appears that a rodc as n great menit when, wit so
arnd accepted luerder that the people may have th t use substantiai assistance, the promoters ind the country
cf them. In the preseut state off railway building luthis through which it will pass, have not been able teo accumu-
country, it is much botter toe seehat thereads now in late sufficient fnds te build it . rom what dropped frefo
existence are prperly run, sud properly maoaged, and the honungentleman- hae netawareef the circmstaces
at easouable rates, than iL ia te open up new aud un. mysef-itweuld appear as if the Gover ment had withhld
agiary linos.I ask for information lu order, if pesai-tr oey fre the Grand Tm nk which they had a ight te
bie, that the blame, if any, may eo plated upon the right have as they had oompleted the rond. I ather fancy
heouldersec cknow that the pizfister of Queto Who t t whn th w.atter lebooked into this weolenintbhnfoundote

Mir. BU8DUITT,
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be the case. The pressure of these roads on the Govern-
ment is generally to be resisted, as it is in the direction of ob
taining subsidies before they have been fairly earned, and
the Government and my colleague, the Minister of Railways,
who understands this subject thoroughly, has always been
most anxious to assist any railways subsidised by not rais.
ing objections on immaterial grounds. If the work has been
substantially done for the number of miles required by the
contract between the Govern ment and the railway (general-
ly ton miles at a time), any minor deficiencies are overlooked
and the subsidy is paid. However, [speak in ignorance of
the particular circumstances of th is case, and I can only again
assure the hon. gentleman that the papers will ho brought
down without delay.

Mr. BURDETT. I have not charged the Government
with any dereliction of duty, and I think they are able
to perform their duty when it is called to their atten-
tion. What I understand the fact to be is, that the
road has been completed, but the Government engineer, or
some person in the employ of the Government, bas refused
to accept it because the bridges or culverts-there are no
bridges of any imSportance-were of wood instead of iron, or
something of that kind. I want to get at that difficulty;
and the First Minister bas said ho will help me as far as
possible.

Trunk is particularly severo in matters of this kind. That
company not only charges excessive rates, but they have,
as it were, gobbled up many of the smaller ioads
running to the norih, and have side-tracked these dis.
tricts so as to make the roads of no groat advantage.
I am aware that the Governor in Council has power to
regulate the rates of tollis for freight. They have not
exercised that power to any great extent in the past, but
I trust they wili hereafter look a little more closely into
this matter. I should have been much pleased if the Bill
introduced by the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy), to establish a Railway Commission, had passed,
for it would have relieved the Government of any responsi-
bility, and would have placed the question of rates in the
hands of men of ordinary common sense-as the hon. gen-
tleman stated at the time ho moved bis motion--and the
people would have been better served than they are at pre.
sent. I believe there is now a question of litigation in re-
gard to lumber carriage on some of the roads in the north.
rhe railway company not only gives special rates to indi-
viduals, thus allowing one party an advantage over another,
but sometimes they will not furnish the cars required, and
thià bas been not only a very serious inconvenience, but, in
some instances, a matter of almost ruin to lumber manu-
facturers and other parties in the northern country. That
is a matter which should receive the seriousatt .intin f. th

le latf»l vuuumiiv lu -tý5à u uuL4i-tu atenton o i eMr. SHANLY. Is the road graded ?Government at a very early day, and I ti ust the leader of
Mr. BURDETT. I am told so. the Government, who bas shown a duire to look into the
Mr. BOWELL. The road referred to by the hon. mem- matter covered by the motion moved by my hon. friend,

ber for Bast Hastings (Mr. Burdett) is one that had been will also lnok into this matter of trlic rates and see hat
constructed, and had been running. For certain reasons it the section f country trversed by railways that have re-
had fallen into disuse, and a subsidy was granted to the ceived aid from the Government do perform the work for
Grand Trunk or the Midland system, in order to repair it whicb tbey wcre constructed.
and put it in such a state as would enable traffic to pass over Mr. TISDALE. I cannot allow the rcmarks which have
from the Ontario Central road to connect with the Belleville fallen from the hon. gentleman to pass without offering a
and North Hastings road at E!dorado, in Madoc. I cer- few observations, because I have some knowledge of the
tainly could have no objection Io the hou. gentleman takin extension of the Grand Trunk and other railways into the
the north riding Of Hastings under bis personal charge. I northern country. I am prepared to say that bad not the
am very glad, in this instance, that I agree fully with the Grand Trunk taken over 200 miles of road, of' which I am
hon. gentleman as regards the desirability of developing the personally cognisant, and operate'd the road, it would other-
resources of the whole of the eountry, whether to the north wise have been closed to-day. It is exoeedirngly unfair for
or to the east. As the First 5linister bas already said, my the bhon. gentlenan to have spoken of the Grand TrUak or
hon. friend will find, when the papers come dowu, that not any other railway in the general manner ho bas done. ''he
only has the attention of the Government been called to the Royal Commissi n appointed by tho Government, upon
subject covered by bis motion, but that the representatives whise report the Bill introduced last year by the Govein-
of both ridings, apart from the other positions they hold in ment was founded, considered these questions vory f u1ly
this House, have had frequent interviews with, and called and carefully, and, in accordance with their recommenda-
the attention ofthe Minister of Railways to the necessity of tions, power is now vested in the Goveri mont to enquire
doing precisely what my hon. friend says should be done into. any of these matters which the hon, gentleman bas
-to have the railway properly constructed, so that it could mentioned. If ho would bring down specifie charges, as
be used for the purpose for which the grant was made. ho should do when ho rises in this House where the parties
The Government have not been derolict in this particulair, charged cannot reply, and makes such general statements,
as the hon. gentleman will find, and I hope that all their then they could be met, and the Government would see that
acts will meet with lis approbation as much as I am justice was done, if any injustice had taken place. It is very
quite sure they wifl do in this instance, when the papers urnfair to rise in this louse and in a geno al way arrkaign
are brought down, and tbe hon. gentleman knows the facts. any railway, when the hon. gentleman dare not formulate

any specific charges so that they could be brought befoi o
Mfr. COOK. In regard to this matter the Premier stated the proper tribunal.

that it was not the policy of the Government to compel Motion agreed te.
peple to build railways, and they were unable to do so.
That is very true. The Government have been very liberal FREIGHT TRANSIT TIIROUGH CANADA.
in assisting the construction of railways all over the
country. I wish the Government would pay a little more On the Order, motion of Mr. IVES, for:
attention to the question of freight rates on those railways Select Oommittee to enquire into and report upon the amount cf
they have assisted to such a large extent. ln some sections tonnage and kind oftfreight, during the year 1887, going to or from
we have railways running in different directions from the Canada, and paasing through the nited States in bond, its de t*nation
north for tho purpose cf developing the resources of the and place of shipment, both as to exporta and importa, and wtat

changes or improvements are necessary to be made to make it advanta-country by bringing out lumber and otherwise acting to geous to shippera and importers to have such freight carried by lines cf
the general advantage of the district. In a great many transit wholly through ianadian territory and received at or shipred
instances the railway c>mpanies do not comply with the from e anadian ports. Also. to enquire into and report upon the cost of

tranaportation ofJsuch freight, and the probable cost had uuch freightconditions on which they obtained bonuses from the Gov- been carried over lines of transit not passing through auy portion of the
ernment; they charge excessive rates, and the Grand United States. Also, to enquire Iato and report upon the tonnage, kind

1889. 87
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of freight, destination and place of shipment of all merchandise during
the same period passing through Canada in bond from one part to
another part of the Uaited States. The said committee to be composed
of Sir A. G Archibald and Messrs. Burns, Charlton, Davies, Ellis, Jones
(Ralifax), Joncas, Kenny, Laidry, Langelier (Quebec), Perley, Skinner,
Weldon (Albert), Wood (Westmoreland), and the mover. That said
Committee have power to send for persons, papers and records, and to
employ a shorthand writer to take d>wa such evidence as the com-
mittee deem necessary.

An hon. MEMBER. Stand.
Mr. LAURIER. I would like to call the attention of

the Prime Minister to this motion. It is a motion of some
importance, in which many of the members feel interested,
and I ask whether it would not be better to have an early
day set for its discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have had some con-
versation with my hon. friend in whose name this resolu-
tion stands, and I made a suggestion to him he will pro-
bably adopt, in the direction of altering the motion.

Mr. LAURIER. It has been altered once already. Is
this a second amendrment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A second edition.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). A further alteration.
Sir JOHN A. MACDON ALD. Well, a further amelio.

ration.
Mr. CASEY. We are to understand that the motion

stands at the roquest of the Government ?
Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Yes.
Mr. CASEY. It is well to understand this, becaue it bas

been taken as a matter of course -too frequently, recently,
that motions should stand.

Motion allowed to stand.

PROHIBITION OF INTOX[CATING LIQUORS.
Mr. JAMIE4ON moved:
That, in the opinion of this House. it is expedient to prohibit the

manufacture, importation and gale of intoxicating liquors, except for
sacramental, medicinal, scientific and mechanical purposes. That the
enforcement of such prohibition, and such manufactùre, importation and
sale as may be allowed, shall be by the Dominion Goverument through
specially a-pinted officers.

He said: I again bring before this fHouse the question of
prohibition of the traffio in intoxicating liqors. I do sot
this time at the request of the temperance people of this1
Daminion, as expressed by them in a large and influential
convention held in Montreal in July last. Two years ago Ii
submitted to this House a resolution in similar terms tosthe
one which I submit to-day. After a somewhat lengthy
discussion that resolution received the support of seventy
members of this House. A year ago I again submitted for
the consideration of this flouse the resolution which I put
for ward to-day, but owing to the late period of the Sessiont
at which the matter was reached, it was found impossible1
to fully dispose of the question. The debate was adjourned,(
and, unfortunately, we did not afterwards reach it, so thatE
io division took place. I do not think that it requires any1
apology on my part to again bring up this question in this
Parliament. It is quite true that this is the third occasion
on which it bas been brought before this House during the
present Parliament. I fear, however, that we shall have to
face the question, not only in subsequent Sessions of this
Parliament, but also in future Parliaments, until it is settled
in some satisfactory manner. I do not think it advisable
on my part, after having on several former occasions given
my reasons at some length in support of this resolution, tot
again trouble the House with those arguments. However,i
this js a question of very great moment to the people of this
Dominion, and no question of greater and more far-reach-t
ing consequence to the whole of the electors of the1
Dominion can come before this Parliament. The morali

Mr. TiSDALE.

sentiment of this country is forcing this question to the
front, and I regard it as the great moral issue of the day.
We are dealing with very extensive questions here which
affect the trade and commerce of this country, and I believe
it to be our duty likewise to deal with questions which
affect the morals of the people. I know of no question
which so deeply interests the people in this respect, as the
traffic in intoxicating liquors. Anything which touches
the home life of the people muet necessarily be of great
interest to the people, and any evil which affects our home
life muet necessarily attack the very foundations of all our
institutions. I trust that this question will be considered fully
and fairly in connection with the introduction of this motion.
I am quite aware that it is surrounded with a great many
other considerations which have to be dealt with. There
is, we are told, the question of the.revenue, which muet
be provided. I do not purpose at any length to discuse this
issue on the present occasion. I am satisfied, however,
that should the trafflc in intoxicating liquors ho prohibited,
the revenue will, at all events before any lengthened
period has elapsed, properly take care of itself. The peop'e
have to pay the revenue of the country, and it would be
much botter for them to pay it upon commodities whi h do
not injuriously affect the lives and the welfare of the people.
Again, there is the question of compensation to be dealtwith.
Some contend (and perhaps with some show of reason) that
we ought, in connection with the consideration of this
question,decide the other questions which arise as a corollary
to it-for instance, the compensation to those engaged in the
traffic of intoxicating liquors. i do not know what turn
this debate may take before this resolution is disposed of
by the House, and it may ho that this question will be
forced upon our consideration. I can only speak for
myself in this matter, and I have this much to say,
that, if by conceding to those engaged in the manu-
facture of intoxicating liquors the right of compensation,
were to secure to this country the blessirgs and benefits of
the entire abrogation of the traffic in intoxicating
liquors, I for one would be quite prepared to put my band
in my pocket as a ratepayer and contribute my share for
that purpose. I know, however, that there are large num-
bers of people in this country who contend, and with an
equal show of reason, that those engaged in that traffic are
not entitled t') compensation. However, in my judgment,
the proper time to consider that question is when we have
before us for our consideration a measure providing for the
suppression or prohibition of the trafic. I do not think that
it would be advisable to pronounce upon this aspect of the
question, in advance of the submission to this or to any sue.
ceeding Parliament a measure having in view the suppres-
sion of the traffic. This question is not one which
is moving the people of this Dominion alone,
but in every civilised country on the face of
the globe it is forcing itself to the front. I was
very glad to see not long ago that the Government
of the mother country were taking steps to inform them.
selves in reference to the legislation of this country. I
have not had the privilege of examining the report wbich
was sent from this Government to the Home Government
at their request, in reference to the working of our local
option law, known as the Canada Temperance Act. I ex-
pect, in a return which will likely be brought down in
pursuance of a motion of whIch I have given notice, to have
an opportunity of perusing that document. But there is
one thing in connection with the request of the Home Gov.
ernmont which has given me some satisfaction at least, and
that is the fact that the Government of Great Britain is
interesting itseif in this question which vitally affects the
people ot the United Kingdom as well as the people of
this Dominion. It has been said that prohibition does not
prohibit, and we have been told that there is a retrograde
movement on this question in this Douinion. About a
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year ago several repeal votes were had upon the Canada
Temperance Act, and, in my judgment, very unfortun-
ately, the people had to some extent taken a retrograde step
upon this question. My judgment is that the Canada Tem-
perance Act bas been a benefit in the direction of suppress.
ing the traffic in intoxicatlng liquor. The statistics of
the country afford ample evidence of that fact.
I have some figures here to which I wish te call the
attention of the House, to show the effect which the move-
ment for local option, which bas had its rise within recent
years In this country, bas had upon the traffic. Take, for
instance, the Inland Revenue returris for the four years,
commencing with 1884 and ending with 1887, and we find
that the spirits taken out for home consumption aggregated
$12,166,2b7, an average of $3,041,541 for each of those
years. When we come, however, to the year 1888, we see
something which is remarkable as indicating the lesseued
consumption of spirits in this country. We find that in
that year the value of spirits taken out for home consump-
tion was $2,326,327, or nearly three.quarters of a million
less than was taken out on the average during any of the
preceding four years. It seems to me that this fact indicates
very strongly that the local option movement has had a
very salutary effect in reducing the consumption of in-
toxicating liquors in this Dominion. Then, there is another
test which I would like to prcsent to the House aq
indicating in another way the salutary effect of the local
option movement in lessening crime in the country. I
suppose the commitments for drunkenness should be re-
gaided as a sort of barometer to indicate the degree
of drunkenness prevailing in the country. Now, I
wish to compare the returns of commitments for
drunkeuness in fifteen counties of the Province
of Ontario prior to the adoption of the Canada
Temperance Act, with those after the adoption of
that Act. Take, for instance, the first whole year under
license, before the adoption of the Canada Temperance Act,
the year 1884, during which, in those fifteen connties, the
commitments for drunkenness numbered 692, Then I tke
the year 1887, being the first whole year under the opera-
tion of the Canada Temperance Act, and I find that the
number of commitments, in the same fifteen counties, was
only 186, which, I think, demonstrates very forcib'y that
the local option law bas bad a very salutary effect in re-
ducing di unkenness in the Province of Ontario at least. But
it may be said that there is a general improvement in the
morals of the people, and that this is a result of influences
which are outside altogether of the operation of the local
option law in those counties. Weil, I will apply another
test. I will take a group of fifteen c>unties which have
never been under the operation of the Canada Temperance
Act, and I will compare the number of commitments for
drunkenness in them for the same two years. In those fif-
teen counties I find that the commitments for drunkenness
numbered 2,985 in 1884 and 2,999 in 1887, an increase of four-
teen, showing that there bas been at least no decrease in the
number of commitments for drunkenness in these counties,
and proving conclusively te my mind that the operation of
the local option law has had a salutary effect. Now, Sir, if
local option, which is necessarily a very imperfect law, and
is only partial prohibition at best, bas had tuch a salutary
effect on the morals of the people, may we not reasonably
ask what effect would not general prohibition have on the
morals of the peuple ? I think we are fully warranted in
coming to the conclusion that a general prohibitory moasure
in this Dominion would be a vast improvement upon the
license system which now prevails, and that ultimately not
only the revenues of the country, but the morals of the peo-
ple, and, above ail, the happiness of the people of this
Dominion, would be very largely promoted. Now, as I am
exceedingly anxious that we should reach a division upon
this question, I do not propose taking up the time of this

House at any greater length. I have, in as brief a form as
possible, given my reasons for bringing this very import-
ant question before you, and I trust that, after proper dis.
cussion and consideration of it has been had, we shall deal
with it in the most searcbing and serious way, and give to
this resolution greater support than it received on anyformer occasion.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I beg to move in amend.
ment that:

All atter the word "purposesu' in the original resolution be omitted
and the following substituted therefor: "When the public sentiment
of the country is ripe for the reception and enforcement of such a
measure of prohibition."

Mr. TAYLOR. I beg to move in amendment to the
amendment that:

All the words after "purposes " in the original resolution be struck
out and the following substituted: "If it be found, on a vote of the
qualified electors of the Dominion having first been taken, sud- a
majority thereof are In favor of a prohibition law which shail also
make full provision for compensating those engaged in the manu-
facture of auch liquors."

Mr. FISHER. I am not at all sorry that this question
bas assumed its present shape. We can quite understand
the objects and intentions of those gentlemen who have
moved these amendments. We can quite appreciate, fromn
their action, that they are not desirous of voting upon the
question as it bas been put before them on former occasions
by the temperance people of this country, or as it bas to-day
been put beforo them as a square issue, but prefer to mix it
up with other matters in sueh a way that the real square
issue may be avoided, and that wo may be compelled to
deal with two matters entiroly extraneous to the principle
of the original motion. On former occasions similar efforts
were made to introduce the question of compensation, and
on such occasions I always took the opportunity of saying
that I believed it was not wise or right to introduce the
question of compensation until we came to discuss the details
of a prohihitory law. When those details are really
beft>re tho lieuse, it will be the duty of everybody to
disecus them and decide as te whetber it is wise or right
to give compensation for the loss of such industries as
might be destroyed by a prohibitory law. But, at the present
stage, 1 do net believe it is in the interest of the country
at large, and especially of the future of this Lemperance
cause, that we should have a bare opinion in this House on
this quiestion of compensation. The other side issue brought
up is that of the way in which this prohibition should be
brought about. fleretofore, on many occasions, when this
question was d iscussed in the House, we desired to proceed
by the constitutional methods long tried and well under-
stood in this country, but by the amendment to the amend.
ment which the hon. member for Leeds (Bfr. Taylor) bas
now before the House, we are asked to introduce an inno-
vation. We are asked to take the vote of the people directly
upon a question of the highest interest; we are asked,
as a body representing the people of Canada, to relegate to
the people a portion of that authority and power which they
bave placed in our hands. I am not prepared to say that
that would be a wise step for us to take. Personally,
I am well satisfied with the constitutional methods of this
country. I believe that if they are followed carefully and
wisely, we will arrive at the conclusion which we deem
right in the interests of the people. I believe that the
representatives of the people assembled here have been
delegated sufficient authority and are competent to act in
the matter; but there are some reasons why it should be
wiser and better that a plebiscite should be asked and this
great question brought directly before the people, to be pro-
nounced upon by then apart from any political strife. No
doa bt, the rep ,eentatives of the people here were not elected
upon this direct issue alone ; no doubt, they stand here repre-
senting many conuficting interosts ; no doubt, at the general
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eleoctions held a few years ago although Ihis tem perance ques-
tion was one of the most prominent brought before theelccto-
rate, still the electorate did not pronounce absolutely upon it,
and therefore there may be good ground for submitting this
question to the people apart from any other political matter.
There is also no doubt that, when this temperance questior,
is being discussed before the country, frequently political
issues aside from it have beeu dragged into the discussion.
There is no don bt that, on many occasions, those gentlemen
who have been taking part in temperance discussions have
been influenced by political preferences and political inter-
ests, and that they have not voted or acted simply in accord-
ance with temperance principles, or in the interest of the
cause they were pretending to advocate at the time they
spoke. It is bowevor, doubtful in my mind whether even
such an object would justify the substitution of what is not
a constitutional metbod in this country for our ordinary
constitutional procedure; but, if I believed that the cause of
ten'perance would be advanced by bringing this question to
a plébiscite in this country, I would be inclined to depart
from our ordinary constitutional method. I have so much
at heurt the temperance cause that I would adopt any
legitimate method in the interest of that cause by which it
would be advanced to a triumph, so that the people of
Canada could come under the eiforcement of entire pro-
hibition. But I do not consider that the present moment,
and the present way in which the question of a plébiscite is
brought before this House, is such that it is right or fair to
ask us to deal with At now. It is brought in as a
side issue and as an amendment to such an important
question as that which was proposed a few minutes ago by
ny hon. fiiend fromLanaik (Mr. Jamieson). Tne question
before the House was a direct and clear proposition. How
the result my best be brought about is a side issue, and it
is not desirable that the minds or the attention of the people
or of this IHouse should be drawn aside from the main
question t ui.cuss the details as to how it can be brought
about. Tfhen, wheu we find that the amendment to the
amendment includes another question-that of compen.
sation-1 feel that I caunot accept or adopt the amendment
to the ameLdment or acknowledge that there is any justifi
cation for it in preference to the original motion. I shall,
therefore, feel it my duty to vote against the amendment to
the ameLd ment. Thon, when I deal with the amendmert
to the original motion, I find that, practically, it is the same
expedient that was adopted a few years ago to emasculate
the motion made by the hon. the Minister of Finance, then
the member for King's, New Brunswick (Mr. Foster). It
is practically the amendment which was then proposed by the
late hon. Thomas White, thon member for Cardwell, and
which, when added to the original motion, was adopted
unanimously by the House. But, although that occurred five
or six years ago, we find that the adoption of that motion did
not in any way advance the temperance cause, and that it
was in no sense a help to us who have been advocatingi
temperance in Canada since that time. On the contrary,
we found that the test of the opinion of this louse on the
temperance question was not taken at all on the original
motion, but on its being amerded as it is now proposed to
amend it by the hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood)
When the amendment was adopted to the prohibitory reso-
lution which was introduced during that Session of Parlia-
ment, the whole press and people of this country, and
especially the temperance people, looked upon the vote on
the sub-amendment as the crucial test of the temperance
view of this louse. My hon. friend, the then member for
Shelburne, Nova Scotia, introduced a sub-amendment that the
resolution should be immediately acted upon, and that the
people of Canada were ready for prohibition. That sub-
amendrment was lost by a considerable majoiity, and every-1
where throughout the country those who voted for that1
sub-amendment, and those only, were accepted as the true1
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defenders of the temperance cause. It was then thoroughly
acknowledged and understood through the country that
the motion for total prohibition, amended as it thon
was, and as it is now proposed te be by the
hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood), was prac-
ically of no avail, and that those who voted for it did

not really endorse, or sustain, or support, or pledge them-
selves to the temperance cause of this country. I cannot,
therefore, believe that it is in the best interests of the tem-
perance cause that the amendment to the original resolu-
tion should be adopted here, and I believe it is absolutely
necessary, if we wish to put on record the opinion of mem-
bers of this House on the temperance question, that they
should vote straight and square on the original motion, and
should say whether they are or are not in favor of total
prohibition in this country to-day. I do not consider that
it is necessary, or that it is my duty to go into the merits
of these side issues, as I contend they are-the merits of
compensation or the merits of the plébiscite, further than I
have done. When the details of a prohibitory law are before
the House, I shall ho ready, and it will be my duty, to discuss
compensation as a portion of those details, and I shal be
ready thon to say what my opinion is in regard to it; but
at the present moment, I do not consider that is the question
at issue or the question before this House, and therefore I
have no hesitation in voting against the sub amendment, in
voting against the firet amendient, and in voting for the
original resolution proposed by my hon. friend from Lanark
(Mr. Jamieson), and seconded by myself.

Mr. TAYLOR. The bon. member for Brome has com-
menced the discussion of this question as ho does all others.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman having moved an

amendment, it is the same as if ho had spoken on it.
Mr. MITCHELL. I move the adjpurnment of the debate,

in order to give my hon. friend tbe opportunity of getting
this question properly before the House.

Mr. TAYLOR. I thank my hon. friend (Mr. Mitchell)
for hiving-he being an old parliamentarian and a friend
of prohibition-taken an oppor tunity to place me in order,
sothat I mightsay a few wordson thisquestion. I was going
to sav ihat the hon. member for Brome (Mr. F.sher) com-
mencd the discussion ot this queRtion, as he generally does,
by charging hon. gentlemen on this side of the House with
not being loyal to the temperance cause, charging my hon.
friend the member for Brockville (Mr. Wood) and myself
with not being favorable to the oi iginal resolution, with
not having the backbone to face it. I will not yield in my
loyalty to the temperance cause to the hon. gentleman or
to any other hon. gentleman in this House, when it is
brought forward apart from politics; but, if politics are to
have first place in temperance resolutions, I generally
stand by my polities. We threshed tbis subjeet pretty well
out to-day in another part of this building. We had
a meeting for the purpose of discussing this and other
questions, and my hon. friend took there, as h. does
bore, a strong political side of the question. He argues
that the amendment to the amendment is unconstitu-
tional. I would like ti have him point out to me in
what respect it is unconstitutional. I do not say in that
resolution that this Government shall find out the senti-
ment of the najority of the people. That can be done by
the temperance people of this country, it can b. done by
the Provincial Legislatures of this country, it can b. done
by the municipal institutions of this et untry. When thore
is a strong public sentiment shown for prohibition, thon
the Government are going te give it te us; as soon as we
can prove to them that a majority of the people are in
favor of prohibition, it will b the duty of the Government
to give us prohibition. I expreusly guarded my resolution
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so that it should not be in confliet with the constitution, su
that my bon. friend may take that part of bis excuse back.
He has, I believe, and I believe that the Temperance
Alliance bas, no other object in view in bringing that
resolution here, year after year, and having it voted down,
than to make some political capital for their friends
through the country and against the Government. I explain-
ed to-day, in another part of this House, the way the Scott
Act is being enforced throughout the Province of Ontario,
an Act which bas been passed and sustained in this House
time and again, and which bas proved itsolf to be all that
is required by the temperance people. The Dominion
Alliance met here the other day. Are they coming before
this Parliament and asking any amendments to the Scott
Act ? No. They say the Scott Act is all right, that it is
workable. That Scott Act bas in it fines and penalties for
first, second and third offences. We have had it in force
in our counties for three years, and every hotel man in
those counties during those three years has been selling
liquor right along. And bas any one of them been fined
for second or third offence ? I say no. And who is to
blame ? Tbe officiais of the Ontario Government have not
enforced that Act. Yet my bon. friend wanted to censure
the Lieutenant Governor of the North-West to-day for
having simply done his duty ceiarly within the law of this
country. They want to censure him. Lot him come
nearer home and censure the Ontario Government for not
having enforced the Scott Act, which was passed by Ibis
Government with oll the machinery for making it workable,
which my bon. friend admits by not (oming to this Hlouse
and asking for amendments to it. I told my hon.
friend that I would move an amendment to the
resolution of the hon. member for Lanark (hfr.
Jamieson), asking for a plebiscite vote, asking that
the voice of the electors of this Dominion might be bad,
a.king for prohibition pure and simple. [ believe that in
asking for prohibition we should do as the English
people did in removing slavery from their country-they
bought it out. Lot us not have any grievance to
trouble us in the future after we get prohibition. Those
men have invested their money in the manufacture of this
article, under the sanction and authori ty of all Governments
that bave been in power; let us, while wo are removing
the manufacture, inaemnity those who have invested their
money in that manufacture. Then we will removo that
grievance and, with the majority of the people at our bauk,
this Government, or any Government that may be in power,
will provide the ways and means for carrying on the Gov-
ernment without any revenue from liquor. These are my
sentiments on the temperance question, and I will not yield
to my hon. friend from Brome (3ir. Fisher), or to any
other temperance man in ibis Bouse, in being true to tem
perance when temperance comes up independent of politics;
but when men like my hon. friend opposite try to make
political capital out of temperance thon they may count on
my opposition.

Mr. FISHER. I think it is bardly necessary for me to
reply to the hon. gentleman when it is so very evident to
the fouse that ho bas introduced politics, while I am sure
that no one can possibly find any polities in the words which
I uttered bere when I spoke a few minutes ago. As to what
occurred in another place in this building-I believe I
may refer to it, as we were not in committee of this
House--tbe hon. gentleman did say that he proposed
to move' an amendment, something in this sense, to
the motion of my hon. friend from Lanark (Mr. Jamieson).
I thon suggested to him what I said just now, that it
would be very much botter to move a substantive motion,
and allow an expression of this House to ho taken upon
what I call a aide issue, or, at any rate, another issue,
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that of the plebiscite. But ho, knowing that there was
a desire on my part and on the part of some other mem.
bers, te bave an expression of the opinion of the House on
that question, delibarately preferred to mix it up with this
other question ; and I thon said that I clearly would have
to vote against the plebiscite, and in substitution to the
amendment which I myself was soconding on the floor of
this Hoase. I confoss that I cannot quito make out the ex-
planations which the hon. memnbur bas made of bis own
motion. I am very glad thit my hon. friend the member
for Northumberland (lir. Mitchell) movod the adj'urnment
of the debate, so that the bon. gentleman who bas just
spoken might make an explanation of bis amendment.
But his explanation leaves me more in the dark than
I was before ; because I understood at the time
I spoke before that bis amendment was that a
plebiscite should be taken, and that this Parliament
should make such arrangements as would procure the
opinion and desire of the people of Çanada on tbis question.
But a minute or two ago, in bis explanation to this amend-
ment, the bon. gentleman said that be was careful not to
throw the onus of doing this upon the Dâminion Govern-
ment, but that it might be done by the Local Legislatures, or
by anybody else who chose. Now, I think that would be
a very great mistake If we are to take a plebiscite it is
absolutely necessary that it should be taken in such a way
that the people of the wholo cf the Dominion of Canada,
from one e nd te the other, should be able to vote upon it.
Tho Government of the Dominion are the only nuthoritios
who can bring abit such an expression of opinion on the
part of the poople, anu], as I said a few minutes ago, if such
an expression of opinion is asked for, ]et it be taken in
such a way that paty politics cannot be introduced into it,
in sncb a way that the people may speak on that question
atone. But if we were to put upon the Local Governments
the duty of taking plebiscite, among the first te question
their methods would be tho hon. gentleman from Leeds and
Grenville (Mr. Taylor). le has here, without any excuse
whatever, without any question having arisen in regard te
it, taken upon himself te bring up' the question of the
enforcement of the Scott Act by the Ontario Government,
whom we all know ho is ready te criticise at any moment.
The bon. member alluded te a question which arose this
morning in another place in this building. The hon.
member knows that in that place not a word was
suid of the Ontario Government, or of any other Govern-
ment, until ho brought the matter up himself; that
no question whatever arose as to party politics until
he told us-not myself atone, but everybody in that meet-
ing-that we need not go to the North-West te censure
anybody, but that we could come before this Parliament
and censure those who are nearer home. The hon. member
acknowledges that ho did se, and ho knows very well, and
everybody who was present at that meeting knows very
well, that up te the time ho introducod party politics, no
mention or allusion was made to them by anybody, inci-
dentally or remotely. The fact of the matter in, the hon.
member, I suppose, was desirous of screening smebody-it
is possible from the way ho spoke that ho maby b now
desirous of screening somebody. I do not know, I hope it is
not se, but after what ho has said I must believe it is so.
But, Sir, I believe that the amendment he has proposed bore
involves the direct duty of the Governmont of which ho is
a supporter te take immediate stops te bring about the
plebiscite in this country. The hon. gentleman nods. I
understand, thon, that ho does throw that responsibility
upon the Government which ho supports, and that if this
motion is carried, as ho proposes that it should ho
carried-

Mr. TAYLOR. You say that would be unconstitutional.
It was put in that way.

1889.



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 13,

Mr. FISHER. I wish the hon, gentleman to understand
fully what is my argument. I do not say that a plebiscite
would be unconstitutional. I say that Parliament has a
perfect right to introduce into Canada the system of plebis-
cite if it chooses to do so; but to-day we bave in Canada
constitutional methods by which a prohibitory or any
other law can be imposed on the people, and it is not neces-
sary to make an innovation on our constitutional method,
.But if the hon. gentleman's motion is carried it casts
immediately upon the Government the duty of bringing
about a plebiscite, and I do not think my hon. friend fore-
saw that little dilemma. If ho does that, ho will be prac
tically casting a reflection upon the Government which he
supports because they have not taken that stop before
this. If this motion is carried it is practically a censure on
the Government for not having before this time taken
a plebiscite and compelling them to take it as soon
as possible and find out what is the will of the people
of Canada upon prohibition; and when that will has
been expressed it will be the duty of the Govern-
ment to carry it out. It bas been stated over and
over by various speakcra in Parliament and elsewhere
that it is the duty of the Govern ment to carry out the ex-
press will of the people, and no doubt the Government
would carry out that expressed view, were it declared at
the polls. The only objection t have to a plebiscite is that
it is an innovation on our constitutional methods. If that
innovation is going to bring about prohibition, I am ready
to support the motion, but I do not consider it is going
to help to bring about a plebiscite, or to help to bring about
prohibition. I desire that the vote should be taken on the
original motion, which is the motion proposed in this Hoube
before, which is the motion drawn up by the representa-
tives of the temperance people in this country, assembled
in convention, and which is on the journals of Parliament;
which is the resolution passed by the temperance people
in convention held in Montreal last fall, at which were
gathered representatives from all parts of the country, a
convention which could have been attended by the hon. gen-
tleman, or anyone else holding hi - views, and at which
convention it was decided, after much discussion, to have
this resolution proposed in the Bouse of Commons, and a
vote of the Bouse challenged upon it. I consider, therefore,
it is the bounden duty of those who believe that the temper.
ance people know their own minds, to vote for the original
motion, and leave out altogether those side issues which
have been imported into the question.

Mr. ROOME. As seconder of the motion moved by the
bon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) I desire to offer a few
words. As a temperance man, and one who has always
been so, I believe this motion is in the interest of temperance
in this country. The hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher)
has pointed to the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) and
referred to the introduction of politics into this discussion
at a meeting of temperance people which took place this
morning. That meeting was held for the purpose of con-
sidering a vote of censure on the Governor of the North-
West Territories, and while there we discussed the temper-
ance question as applied to the whole country and in doing
so the ation of the Ontario Government on the Scott Act
was brought forward. Iclaim that that Act should be a
warning when we attempt to place another Statute on the
Statut-book without having a majority of the people pre-
pared to carry it out, for in such an event it would be use-
less. The Scott Act had not sufficient power behind it to
carry it out and for that reason it bas failed. I claim there
are several reasons why it has failed and why it wilIl be
repealed in every connty of Ontario as soon as a vote
can be taken upon it. One reason was that at the time the
Act came into force it had not a majority of the people at
its back, although it was carried by a majority of votes
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| polled in each county. This was due to the fact that tho-e
i who were indifferent to the question did not come forward

and vote, but when the Act came into force it had not
- a majority of the people to aid in carrying it out. A second

reason was the lack of compensation to those engaged
in the liquor traffic. Under the Crooks Act, many of these
men were called upon te expend all their means in fitting
up their houses, so as to be able to get a license under that
law, and whcn they had succeeded in placing their houses
in a position to receive a license the Government stepped
in and said: You cannot sel. A certain amount ofsympathy
was aroused for the liquor dealers by their friends, and this
did something to assist in defeating the Act. In this motion
we propose that when a vote bas been taken and the majority
of the people of the Dominion have expressed themselves
in favor of a prohibitory Act, then it will be time for the
Goverument to take action, and, by giving a certain recom-
pense to those engaged in the manufacture and sale of
liquor, it will remove that influence which tells against the
Scott Act in the different counties-not that the mon are to
be paid for what they have invested in the trade, but that a
certain amount be allowed, which will tend to remove
that feeling which would otherwise prevail. A similir
course was adopted many years ago by Great Britain
in regard to the abolition of slavery. The Governmont
devoted a certain amount of money to remove that curse,
and by so doing saved much to the country. Our neighbors
across the lino did not see fit to remove slavery in
their midst in that manner, and were afterwards obliged to
expend millions of monoy and sacrifice millions of lives to
suppressit. It will be the same in ouir case with the
liquor question. If we devote a certain amount to recom-
pense those engaged in the liquor traffio and manufacture,
it may assist in bringing about prohibition, but to pass a
law at present to prevent the importation, manufacture and
sale of intoxioating liquors, without the majority of the
people being in favor ot it, would bo to place a useless Act
on the Statute book. Judging from our experience of the
Scott Act, it would be impossible to put in force any pro-
hibitory law unless it were supported by a majority of the
people. The amendment to the amendment, proposed by
the bon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor), is, therefore, one
which sho ,ld meet the views of the temperance people of
Canada, and of the temperance mombers in this House. I
should like to sec prohibition brought about and carried to
a successful issue, as I believe liquor to be one of the great
curses of our country, and it should be the aim of every
temperance man to lay aside his politics, to a very great
extent, and assist in bringing about the enactment of some
meaure, not by trying to make political capital out of the
question, which bas been doue too much in Canada in past
years, but by joining together and supporting some plan
which by degrees would in the end bring about prohibition.
The amendment to the amendment, I therefore think,
should meet the approbation of the majority of members of
this House.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

REBATE OF DUTY ON CORN.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved :
That, whereas distillera are allowed a rebate of duty upon corn im-

ported for use in the manufacture of spirits for export, it is, in the opin-
ion of this House, but juet and right that farmers and stock raisers who
import corn to feed caLtle or other stock for export, should also receive
a similar rebate.

He said: Mr. Speaker, the resolution is very clear and ap-
parent. Under the present law distillers who import corn
for the purpose of manufacturing it into whiskey, or other
spirits, are allowed a rebate ot the duty on the grain that
they import, but the farmer who importe corn to feed his
cattie so as to convert them into beef has to pay a duty of
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li cents a bushel on the grain imported for this purpose
l'e difficulties that airise, and the injuries done the farmer
are of a more serious character than the more matter o:
the duty, for wbile the distiller is allowed a rebate on the
grain, ho is not charged any duty on the slop which hi
uses for the purpose of fatteniug cattle in order to compet
with the farmers' cattle. Ronce the farmer ie obliged to pay
this duty which iscommuted to the distiller, who entersinto
competition with him in fattening cattle for export. This i
one of the anomalies of the fiscal policy of the Government
This is one of the difficulties which it croates and which are
becoming more and more apparent from year to year. W
see very many instances in the operation of the tarif o
how the farmers are discriminated against, and how many
nrticles are allowed to come in free as raw material to enter
into the manufacture of goods, which afterwards come into
competition with the products of the farmer. Another
instance of this unfair discrimination is to be found in the
case of wool. The manufacturer is allowed to import wool
free, to use it in manufacture, and yet the farmers are in no
way compensated. In the case of thisdutyon oern, they were
told that the duty was to be placed upon it, for the purpose
of increasing the price and for the purpose of preventing
corn being brought in, to compete with and lessen the value
of their own corn. This end bas not been attained, for the
price bas not been increased. The question now arises did
this duty raise the pice of corn for the Canadian corn
grower ? I think the examination of the prices of corn
will show that the price bas not been increa4ed. For in-
stance in 1878 the price of corn in the United States was
4î¾ cents a bushel and in Canada at that time it was 6fi
ceuLs a bushel, so that our farmers received 19 cents more
than the farmers of the United States obtainod for thoir
corn. In the year 1888, about 9 years after the tariff had
been in existence, our farmers had received but 66 cents
for corn and the price of corn in the United S'ates had in-
creased to 55 cents a bushel, the difference being thon only
11 cents a bushel in favor of our farmers. I quote from the
Statistical Record on pqge 164, and we find, that in 181, in
Montreal, the price of corn was 66 cents a bushel and that
in the United States it was 65 cents a bushel. ln 188> in
Mon troal corn was 49 cents a bushel and it was also 49
cents a bushel in the United States. The period at which
the Canadian farmer received the highest price for his corn
was the pericd during whicb thee was no duty on coin.
He thon received 19 cents a bushel more than the American
farmer and at no period since the duty has been on bas
the difference been so great in his favor as it was
at that time. In the mean time our people have
paid a good deal of duty on the corn that came into
Canada. Last year the duty paid was $173,384.72, and
the duty on cornmeal amounted to $53,S37.17. We
exported last year to the United States 40,047 bead of
cattle and the United States exported to England 241,.360
cattle. Now the United States have apparently taken our
cattle for export. They have their grain to fatten the
cattle and send them to England, whereas if our farmers
had been allowed to buy Amorican corn to feed their cattle
they might have fattened them at home and have had the
advantage of the direct export. They would also bave had
other advantages in connection with this matter which are
of very vital consequence to the farming community. Not
only would they have fed their cattle but they would have
kept the manures, and the value of manure from a ton of
corn fed to cattle is given by the highest authorities at
67 40. I contend that the farmers have just as much right to
this rebate of this duty on corn as the distillers have, and I
think the Minister of Finance will agree with me in that
proposition. 1 think also that the members of this House
will agree with me that the farmers are es much entitled
to the consideration of the members of this Liouse as are any
other olaum in the community, We find further that this
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, princi ple of rebate injures the farmers in several other ways.
r If this rebate was not given to the distillers, the distillers
f would be obliged to buy the rye grcwn by our farmers and
e to use it in the manufacture of spirits, instead of using
e Anerican corn. It is said, and I believe with a good deal
e of truth, that a great deal of the corn that was used in the
y manufacture of spirits last year was not the produce of
o Canada.

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

e After Recess.

PRIVILEGE-TaE INFOR ER LE CA RON.

o Mr. FLYNN. Bfore the House proceeds with the Ordors
r of the I)ay, I desire to call the attention of the Government
e to a cablegram from IL idon which I have teen in to-day's
l issue of the Ottawa Free Press. I regret that the hon.

First Minister is not in his place, for I should much prefer
that he wcre bore when I read it.

Mr. FOSTER. Then the hon. gentleman had better wait
until the First Minister comes. He wili be here soon.

Mr. BOWELL. No objection will be taken to the hon.
gentleman reading it, though it is not at the time of calling
the Orders of the Day.

Mr. FLYNN. I will read it now to give the Government
the earliest opportunity of denying the statement made in
this cablegram. It is as follows

LONDON, Feb. 13.-Sir Clirles Rusol before the Parnell Commissioi
yesterday, directed his que4tiuos to il 'areer of Lecaron as a spy
and ptidaent t rte etritîh <G werument. I.,caron, was foroed teradmit that he bali receiveI firty liou ds per mouli for yenre frnt the
British Uovernment and far moe trom the catiadian authorities, and
that be was stili under the payof both, and that a considerable som was
due him.'

Mr. BOWELL. We will lave that to the Firet Minister.

ARTIFICIAL FERTI LISERS.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Mulock:

That the House do go into Committee of the Whole forthwith to con-
sider a certain resolution declaring it expedient to remove the duty on
artificial fertilisers and to place them on the free liât.

Mr. MACDONA LD (Uuron). Li rising to resume the
debate on the resolution of my hon. friend froin North York,
I big leave to trouble the House for a shor t time while 1
express my views on this question. Underlying the question
itself, there is a principle involved which is probably more
important to the class more particularly interted ihan
perhaps any other immediately under consideration. We
are not bore on our own responsibihity to speuk simply for
ou-elv. on this matter, but wo are endoavoring to speak
in th niame and on bohalf of the great class which we
represent bere, and which is kuown us the agiicultural
class of the Dominion. We are not horreepresenting our
own individual opinion, but the opinion of nearly one-haif
of the people of this country. When we consider the
number of farmers in the D.minion, we must see that thoir
interests are of the greateAt importance and should be recog-
nieed by the representatives of the people, when a question of
this nature is brought before them. We have no las than
2%8,000 farmers in the Dominion of Canada who are inter.
ested in this question ; 208,000 farmers represents no les
than two millions of people who derive their livelihood
directly from the products of the farm; and, therefore. we
are speaking not in the Dame Of a fow, but in the name of
nearly a majority of the people of Canada. Again, we
Speak in the name of that class who represent the greatest
amount of investment of any class in the Dominion. As
compared with the investments of the farmers, the in.

COMMONS DEBATES.



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 13,
vestments of the manufacturers sink almost into insignifi-
cance. Their investments amount to no less than $1,500,.
060,000, and therefore when we speak in their rame and on
their behalf, we claim the attention of the people of this
country Io what we have to say. Not only are they the
greatest in number and in inveatments, but they are the
greatest taxpayers in the Dominion of Canada. But they
are not only the greatest taxpayers, they are the greatest
employers of labor; and therefore we have the right to non-
sider their interests under all ciroumstances and to extend
them every consideration that would be conducive
to the advancement and development of the industry in
which they aie employed. Now, Sir, what do we claim for
this class? We claim in this instance that the artificial
fertilisers they use for the purpose ofincreasing the fertility
of the land shall be permitted to come into this country free
of duty. Now, in asking that, in the interest of such a large
class, surely we are not asking too much of this Govern-
ment. The lands of this country are not so fertile as they
were many years ago, and they require to be fertilised in
order to be brought up to such a standard as will enable the
farmers to produce from their lands sufficient to meet
expenses and to yield a reasonable profit. But we find
that the profits of the farmers for the last few years have
not been what we would like to see ; and when we find
that the soit is not so frtLitful as it was at a time when it
did not require the samo manuring, underdraining andi
other attention that it requires to-day, it is the duty of this1
Government to extend every advantage to this great class,
whose prosperity in my opinion is the foundation ot the
prosperity of every other class in the Dominion. Bati
agai-i the land has not only been depreciabing in fertility,1
but it has been depreciating also in value, and it is reason-j
able to suppose that it is depreciating in value because the1
receipts of the farmers for the products of their labor are
not equal to what they have been in years past, and the1
consequence is that if they wish to dispose of their lands
they cannot reasonably expect to realise as much for them
as they could a few years ago. I know it is contended byj
many hon. members that farm lands are as high in price
to-day as they were many years ago, but this is certainly
not the case. I am sure I shall be borne ont by those who
know the value of farm lands throughout the country when
I Fay that they cannot realise within 15 or 20 per cent. of
what they could a number of years ago. Now, the fer-
tihisers are raw material to the farmer, and we admit the
principle in our legislation that raw material should be
brought in free. In fact, in this country we have no less
than 8,500,000 pounds of wool brought in free of duty as raw
material for the manufacture of woollen goods, so that our
manufacturers may be able to place on the market their
woollen goods to butter advantage than if they were not
permitted to import the raw material free. We import
into this country, free of duty, no less than 32 000,000
pounds of cotton as raw material, as a basis for our cotton
manufacturers. We have permitted to come in last year
free of duty no less than 2, to7,000 tons of coal, which is, to
a very large extent, the raw material of many manufactures
in this country. We allowed to be brought in free of duty
no less than 184,000,000 pounds of salt, which is raw mate-
rial to the fishermen of the Eastern Provinces, in order that
their employment might be thus made more lucrative. If
it is right to permit such a large quantity of raw material
to corne in free to assist our manufacturers and other parties
engaged in various industries, upon the same prin-
ciple it will be right and just that we should
allow fertilisers, which are raw material to the farmer,
to come in free of duty. Now, I want to draw
the attention of the Hause to another feature of this ques-
tion. The endeavor bas been made by those who have
spoken against the removal of the duty to show that it

Mr. MAàconoma (Ruron),

would interfere with the manufacturers of this country, but
under our National Policy we have bound ourselves to
expose, at the will of the United States, the products of our
farms to open competition with the farmers of that
country. We have told the United States in plain
words: If you will permit our wheat to go into your
country free of duty, we will permit your wheat to come
into Canada free of duty. but, on the other hand, these
bon, gentlemen contend that if we were to say to the
United States, allow our fertilisers to go into your country
free of duty, and we will allow yours to come in free, that
would be interfering with our manufacturing industries.
[n many ways our farmers are exposed to competition.
Why not open up our markets so that our farmers will
stand on equal footing with the manufacturers. I will now
refer to the objections that were brought against this
motion by hon. gentlemen the other day. My hon. friend
from Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall), who, I believe, is a prospec-
tive Minister, who is likely to be appointed to that high
position which is now occupied by the Minister of Rail-
ways, and who therefore no doubt spoke with authority, said,
in commencing his speech, that if it was the general policy of
the Government, which was attacked by this resolution, ho
would say nothing, but that there wa- a sectional matter
upon which he rose to speak; and he went on to show
that there was a large manufactory of fertilisers in his
section of the country, that of Messrs. Nicholls & Co.,
of Capelton, formerly of New York, which, if this reso.
lution were carried, would be injuriously affected. I
would ask, is it right and just to tax the farmers of this
country in order to support a foreign company which estab-
lished itself in Sherbrooke for the purpose of manufactur-
ing fertilisers? The hon. gentleman went on to say that
he placed the interest of the capital of this foreign com-
pary in the one scale, and the theory. as he called it, of the
bon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) in the other.
But you must remember, Sir, that it was not a theory
which the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock)
advanced, and that upon the one hand the hon. member
for Sherbrooke was placing the interests of this com-
pany, and on the other the interests of the farming
community, and then asked Parliament to support the
company by a protective duty at the expense of the
farmer. I say it is unfair to a most important class of
the community that we should impose a duty for the pur-
pose of inereasing the profits of a certain company and in-
creasing the burthen of those who already bear the heaviest
burthens imposed by the National Policy. Another hon.
gentleman, the hon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule).
who is generally fluent and pretty clever in putting his case,
attempted to argue in favor of this tax, but on this occasion
he had no case. (le said that the farmers were being
defrauded by artificial fertilisers of inferior quality being
brought into this country. He n ust conclude that our
farmers are not so sharp as they really are. You will find,
Sir, among them mon as sharp, as capable of discharging
business and of investigating matters in their own behalf
as you will find in this House to-day. The hon, gentleman
said that be -ause no analysis was made of importations of
fertilisers, inferior fertilisers were brought in, and our far-
mers cheated out of their money. Another hon, gentleman,
the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Forguson) argued ithat
the fertilisers brought from the United States were of an
inferior quality, that the analysis only took place of
fert:lisers for use in that country, and therefore he con-
tended that this tax should continue in the interests of the
farmers of this country. But the hon. member for Welland
(Mr. Ferguson) was himself the author of a Bill brought
in in 1881 and placed upon the Statutes, which contains
the provision that fertilisers imported from loreign coun-
trios into the Dominion must be subjected to analysis here
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before they can be entered, and that the materials manu.
factured in this country muet also be analysed. I have the
Bill before me.

Mr. SPROULE. le there anything in the Bill about
anal> zirg fertilisera from foreign countries brought in by
private individuals ?

Mr. M ACDONAL D (Huron). In order to prove that I
am right in my contention, I will read the claise. The
preamble of the Bill reads: "For the prevention of fraude
in the manufacture and sale of agricultural fertilisers."
Then the 5th section gives a definition of agricultural fer.
tilisers. It says the expression "agricultural fertilisera
used in this Act shall be construed to mean any and every
substance imported, manufactured, prepared or exposed for
sale for fertilising or manuring purposes." That plainly
refers to any articles imported as fertilisera from foreign
countries.

Mr. SPROULE, It says, "manufactured or exposed for
sale." But if I send an order to Buffalo, as a private indi.
vidual, and the fertiliser is sent to me, is there anything to
prevent my going over the line and bringing it across and
using it without its being analysed.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron.) I understand from this Act
that all fertilisera must be analysed. If each individual were
allowed to bring the article across, what would be the use
of putting on the Statute-book an Act for the protection o
farmers. IL would be useless if each private individual had
a right to violate its provisions ?

Mr. SPROULE. That is how it is being done.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Therefore, there is ample
provision for the analysis of fertilisera, and that provision
includes articles imported from foreign countries as well as
mnanufactured in our own. Another argument that was
adduced was one brought forward in tiiat pleasing style
which is characteristic of the Postmaster General, who bas
generally a gentlemanly way of putting things in a fluent,
off-handed style, but with that positiveness which is pecu-
liarly characteristic of him. He showed that we had ail
the materials in abundance close at our hand for the manu-
facture of those articles which are used as fertilisers. He
pointed out in eloquent terms, and truly, that we had large
beds of superphosphates in this country, and also deposits
of copper pyrites fron whieh the sulphuric acid is manu-
factured. If we have these raw materials in abundance,
and have every facility for their disposal, why should any
manufacturer require a high protective duty to sustain him
in the market? The saine hon. gentleman told us that we
could manufacture sulphuric acid in this country so cheaply
that we could send it into the United States and compete
with the manuiacturers in that country. Then, why should
we not b able to control our cwn Canadian market without
a protective duty of 385 per cent. on sulphuric acid ?
That is the duty now imposed in favor of the manufacturer.
But, if it can be manutactured here as cheaply as it can
in the United States, and if we have the raw material
ready to our bands, is it to the interest of the farming
community, who have to pay this duty, to keep it standing
as an extra prcfit to the Canadian manufacturera of
artificial fertilisera? If we have these phosphate beds,
and il we have these teo elements which are required
to enter into the manufacture of these fertilisers, is it
reasonable to keep this duty on in order to put the1
extra amount into the pockets of those men at the expense1
of the agricultural community ? I say it is not, and there-j
fore we ask the Government to remove that duty. Anotherk
gentleman corroborated that argument. My hon. friend,i
the Minister of Finance, who is alwaya capable of making the
best out of the worst, who is almost able to make black ap.

pear to be white, corroborated this argument. I was aston.
ished at the weakness of tbe position which he took. He
showed that we had rich beds of superphosphates in this
country, that we had every coîvenience foi mannfacturing
sulphurie acid, so that we coulI compote with any country
in the world, and we were told that these articles were sent
to England, and to foreign countries and competed in for-
eign markets. If that is so, is it right that a bigh duty
should be put upon these articles in order to put an
extra profit into the pockets of the manufacturers hereo?
When he was asked the question: Why do you put on the
duty ? he said, you must remember that they are infant
industries. We have heard that expression from time to ti me
for the last ten years. So often do I hear thiis statement that
our industries are of an infant chai acter that I almost con-
clude that our Dominion is a foundling hospital, and that
the Government and their supporters are simply nurses to
care for the foundlings. What constitutes an infant in-
dustry ? You give every facility for the introduction of
the raw material which the industry requires, you give it
every facility for its development. ias not a Canadian
as much skill, as much energy, and as much push,'to enable
him to go into that industry and make it a success as one
of any other nationality ? and especially so when these hon.
gentlemen, out of thoir own mouths, uite in saying thti
we have greater faci!ities in ibis country for the pro
daction of artiticial fertilisers than they have in any otnor.
What constitutes an infant indu>try ? Is it not time to
take off the long clothes fion the iinfant? Will it develop
its muscles and strengthen its bonus ai long as you do not
allow it to walk ? Take ofttthe swaddliug clothes fron
thtse infants, allow them to use thoir muscles and thosi
muscles will devolop and their bones will harden, and they
will grow up in the same way as the industries of the
United States have done. Take the infant industries in
Michigan.. In every town and village in Mihigan they
have smal industries which have to compete with the oldest
in the United States, and yet their goods go into every
State and compete with those of the oldest manufacturus
in the county. They have grown largely, they are
incroasing the number of thoir bands, they are incroasing
their investments in these industrics in the West; anJ,vhen
you remember that Michigan and Illinois and other State4
are younger than Ontario and most of the Provinces of
Canada, I call the attention of the country to those who vote
against this motion to-night, in order to show that they
stand by their party rather than by the people of the coun-
try. In order to sustain foroign capital and foreign in-
vestments in this country, they are willing to burden the
Canadian farmer to add to the largo profits of the manufac-
turers of artificial fertilisers. I might continue much
longer in dealing with these matters, but I would remind
the Government that they are leading the country into
some serious difficultics in connection with these restrictive
measures. I see to-night that a Retaliatory Bil bas been
introduced by C. S. Baker, of New York, into the Congress
of the United States, that is going to impose a hoavier doly
on our products. He proposes in his Bill to put 15 cents a
bushel upon barley, and the United States is our only mar-
ket for barley; 5 cents a dozen upon eggs, and we erported
to the United States last year nearly 82,000,0A0 worth of
eggs; 25 cents a bushel on potatoes, and how wili the
people of Prince Edward Iand, whose principal product is
potatoes, be able to psy 25 cents a but'hel to get their pro-
diuct into the United States market, the only market they
have for it? If we irritate the United States by these
retaliatory tariffs, this is what we mnst expect. It
is time to face this question, and to come to a wise conclu-
sion as to what is best for the country. In putting burdens
upon the great indutrial class of this country we are con-
mitting a crime against them, and at the same time are
leading to retaliatory moasures on the part of the neighbor-
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ing Government. Instead of throwing open our markets
as they have been doing to us-

Some hou. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. MITCHELL. What about fresh fsh?
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Yes, they allowed our

fresh fish to go in there free since 1883. They removed the
duty on sbrubs, and vines, and seeds four or five years ago,
and it was not untit last year, and then by force of circum-
stances, that this Government removed the duty.

Mr. DAVIES (P.ERI.) And then they taxed the baskets.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). And then they proposed

to tax the baskets, and they did. They permitted the fruits
to come in free, and put a duty on the baskets in
which they were imported. The nurserymen of our
country are allowed to go into the State of New York
without any obstacle being thrown in their way at all
te sell their goods, and now I see in a Bill before me
that an obstruction is to be thrown in the way of those who
come from the United States into our country to do the
psme business that we are permitted freely to do in theirs.
I do not wonder at human nature standing up on its dignity
and that the Amer icans say to themselves: If the Canadians
are going on in such a course so much in opposition to our
interests, we have a right to retaliate in the matter along
the lines on which we have been attacked. I think it is
the duty of this Government to give earnest heed to what
they are doing, and to change their policy to something of
a more reciprocal character, so that peace, gond will and
harmony may exist between the two great nations that are
adjoining each other.

Mr. SMITH (Ontario). Since having a seat in this
Fouse it is not often that I have asked the indulgence of
its menmbers to speak upon any question which may have
been under discussion, and I do not know that I would do
so to nipht were it not for the fact that this question which
has been introduced by the hon. member for North York
(Mr. Mulock) is one which affects Ibe class of which I have
the honor to belorg, the farmers of tbis country. While Il
may not be able to use the eloquence and the glibe tongue
of the hon. genileman who bas just taken bis seat, it is pos-
sible that upon ths question I rnay be able to vote with my
party and to aet in ihe 'nterest of my country. Sir, we
have been told by the hon. mem ber for Middlesex that the
farmers of this country ask for no protection. Now, I take
it that the question bas been decided not only by the
farmers of this country but by the people zenerally in 1878,
1882, and in 18-7 ; they do want protection, and they have
said that this Government bas given them protection. I
need scarcely point out in what direction the Government
has given them protection. We find in the case of wheat,
in the ease of oats, in the case of pork, which are large
elements in the production of the farmers of this
eountry. that a vcry essential protection bas been
given thern. Now take the case of wheat. We find
that large importations have been made into this country.
We find that 15 cents a busbel have been placed upon
wheat, and 50 cents a barrel on flour. Now, if there Lad
been no protection, the Americans would have placed their
wheat upon this mai ket. But the point is bere, that the
price in Canada must have been greater because the price
of wheat is ruled, as we are told, by the Liverpool market,
and if the price had not been greater in Ontario, they
would have sent it where they could have got a higher
price, but they sent it into Ontario, after paying 15 cents
upon wheat and 50 cents upon flour. And let me express
this wish, that the Government of the day will see it to be
in the interests of the farmers of this country to allow the
duty of 15 cents a bushel upon wheat to remain the same,
and to increase that upon flour ; and that instead of al-
lowing it to remain at 50 cents, they make it at least 75

Mr.MoDONALD (Huron.)

cents or 80 cents. I believe the farmers and the millers of
this country are looking in that direction. I believe there
can be no question that if it were possible to get the feeling
of the farmers and of the millers, they would un-
mistakably pronounce in that direction. I have spoken
in regard to oats and pork. We fnd that many
times during the last 4 or 5 years oats could have been
brought into this country, had it not been for the duty placed
upon thema, a great deal cheaper than those who had to use
them could get them in Canada. The fact is that we have
a large surplus of oats and peas in this country. Let me
also mention Indian corn, which Las been touched upon in
this debate. We were told by the hon. gentleman that corn
was dearer without the duty in Canada than it was in the
United States. He also told us that it was of the same price
with the duty of 7 cents a bushel upon it that it was in the
United States. Well, it appears to me that the Americans
could have no difficulty in bringing in their corn if corn
was higher in Canada witLout the duty that it was in their
own country. But the point is this, that if American corn
is allowed to come into Canada free, it must displace just s
many bushels of our peas and oats. Those cognisant of the
fact know that there are many sections of our country that
are not adapted to growing wheat and some of the finer kinds
of grain, but are well adapted to growing coarse grains;
consequently, every bushel of American corn that comes
into this country must displace either a bushel of oats or a
bushel of peas that bas to be sent out of the country. Now
allusion was made to the fact to-day that the distiller is
'allowed to import his corn for certain purposes free of duty,
but that the man who feeds the corn has to pay 7 cents a
bushel upon it. Now, jnst let me say that there is a large
number of cattie exportedto the United States at a very low
cost, and those that are exported to Britain cot perhaps
four times as much as those that go to the other side.
Well, the distiller in Canada who feeds a great many poor
cattle, buys cattle fixed at a price between the two,
and in that way he helps the Cauadian farmer. Now, let
me touch upon the question of pork. 1 do not deny that
we require a good deal of pork, and the Trade and Navi-
gation Returns will show that upon a certain portion of
the pork imported into this country the duty is 1
cent a pourd, upon other portions 2 cents. If yon take
the Trade and Navigation Returus for the last three
or four years you will find that the Canadian
farmers have upon pork alone, with the dnty of 1 cent a
pound, been able to put in their poekets over one million
dollars. Now, theb hon. member for South Huron tells us
that the farmers of Ontario, all over the Province, will not
long continue to farm under the old system of raising
coarse grains and cattle, in order to send them to a
foreign market; they must feed them at home and be
consumed in this country on the farm. Then, almost
in the same breath, they tel[ us that the policy of
the Government was made mainly in the intereat of the
manufacturers. How in the name of common sense are
these grains to be fed upon our soil? How are these cattle
to be consumed in our own country, if we have not a
population to do it? It does appear to me that the manu-
factures in thîs country have got to be fostered in every
conceivable shape, and I admit the policy. I agree with
the statement of the hon. member for South Huron that
these things should be consumed in our own country, but I
must contess that I cannot see how i is teo be done,
unless the population of this country is very
mueh increased over what itl is at the present time,
and I believe tbat that cannot be done in any better way
than by fostering the industries of the country. Now, I
cone to the question introduced by the bon. member for
North York, that of fertilisers. I agree with the state-
ment made, I think by the hon. member from Brome (Mr.
Fisher), that they are not very generally used by the
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farmers of this country, but that possibly the day is net
far distant when they would be mor usd than at the
present time. But does any hon. gentlemen on the other @ide
mean to sy that if the duty were taken off thee fertilisers,
there would be even one pound more used in Canada than
at the present time? This hon. gentleman ýstatu that
these fertilisers can be bought eheaper when their com-
parative value is known. Do they mean to say that they
can be bought cheaper on the other side of the line than in
Canada ? No, I believe they do not, and they cannot prove
that statement. There is another point in connection with
this matter and it was referred to by thei ntroducer of the
resolution, that on the free list of the United States, are
d boues crude, not manufactured, burned, oalcined, ground
or steamed, bone dust and bone ash for manufacture of
phosphate and fertilisers." I venture to take this
position that there is not an hon. gentleman opposite
who does not know that bones and phosphates are taken to
the other side and manufactured thore, and hon. gentlemen
opposite desire Canadian farmers to pay the freight upon
those bones and upon those phosphates, sending the raw
producte there and bringing them back in a manufactured
state and paying the freight both ways. Is that reasonable
or in the interest of the Canadian farmer ? It appears to
me tbat the resolution introduced by the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock), is one that is not in the interest
of the Canadian farmer. Possibly I may not be able to
convince many members of this House in regard to this
matter, but I am speaking with regard to something of
which I know, and while our lands in many sections ot the
country do require a certain amount of fertilisers, and
whilst peihaps their use may be stesdily increasmng, we have
in our own country deposits of phosphates and aiso the ma-
terial out of which we can make sulphuric acid; therefore if
we go to a foreign country for those phosphates, we are not
true to our country, we are unwise to our best interests and
the Canadian farmer bas bunk far below what I think he
bas. Let me say this with respect to the Canadian farmer,
that he knows pretty nearly what he is about, and although
we have been taunted that we require others to look after
our interests, we really want the reward of our labor to go
to the honest farmer and not to the rogue.

INFORMER LECARON.

Mr. FLYNN. When you, Sir, resumed thei.ehair at eight
e'clock I brought to your notice an article in the Free Press
of this evening. I regretted that the First Minister wasnot
in bis place, but since then he came into bis place, and I
presume his colleagnes communicated to him the statement
I made to the House. I read the paragraph which appears
in an evening paper in order to give the Goverument the
earliest opportunity to contradict it, if they could contra-
dict it, and I presume they will b. able to contradict it.
Lecaron made some extraordinary statements, but none
more extraordinary than the statement that he was also in
the pay of the Canadian Government. I, therefore, read this
paragraph in order, if it is not true, as I hope it is not true,
that the Government might have the earliest opportunity to
contradict it. I wait for the answer.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I did not hear the quota-
tion read by the hon. gentleman, but perhaps the hon.
gentleman will wait until the Firat Minister is here, and
then repeat his statement.

Mr. FLYNN. As I stated-before, immediately when yo,
Sir, resumed the chair, I brought this matter to the notice
of the Government. I was then requested to wait for the
First Minister-I regretted ho was absent, and was anions
he should be bore. He came in a little while afterwards,
and I presume his oolleagues oommunieted the statemint
to him. I1look upon this as a very import.atmater. Th.

la

right hon. gentleman bas left the Houe and I do not know
when he Wll1 return, and, moreover, I may be absent when
he does return. I suppose h. is within the building and
his colleagues ould intimate the matter to him. I have,
however, discharged my duty; I have asked the question
of the Government, and if they think it is not of sufficient
importance to deny it, the responsibility is theirs.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I did not hear the statement,
as I was out of the House myself at the time, comin in at
perhaps a quarter or twenty minutes after eight. if the
bon gentleman would be kind enough to repeat it now,
peraps I might answer him.

Mr. FLYNN. I will read the statement. It appears in
the Free Press this afterneon and is dated London, Feb.
ruary 13th. (Paragraph re-read.) That was the statement.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have been in the Govern-
ment for a long time and I think if such a thing had ex-
isted-

Mr. FLYNN. If desired, I will read the paragraph
again, as the First Minister is now in bis place. (Para-
graph re-read.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I can
only say that I do not know Lecaron, I never saw him, I
never corresponded with him, Inever paid him any money,
I am not aware we are paying him any money now.

Mr. MILLS. Are you paying anybody for snch a pur-
pose ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, we are paying no-
body.

ARTIFICIAL FERTILISERS.

Mr. MULOGK. Before the motion is put to the Houae
I claim its indulgence for a few moments. The debato ha
taken a rather wider range than the motion involved and
this I regret, because it is caleulated to perhaps cloud the
discussion of this partieular question and perhaps prejudice
it in the minds of some hon. members. However I disclaim
any desire whatever to touch upon that subject commonly
called the National Policy. I consider the granting of the
motion in question is entirely consistent with the principle
of protection or as it is called in this country the National
Policy, which principle is in no way involved in the issue
now before the House. I should like to ask the hon. gentle.
men who have defended this tax of 110 a ton en commercial
fertilisers, is it the consumer or the manufacturer ? The
defence of the tax was led off by my hon. friend from Sher-
brooke (Mr. Hall), for whom I entertain as warm a person-
al feeling as he can towards me; but hon. members will
remember well that h. stated that he defended this tax at
the request of a man or a firm engaged in the manufacture
and not the purchase of the fertiliers He ws represent-
ingthe seller. Now, Who is representing the buyer ?
The hon. gentlemen on the other aide of the House who
support this tex do not pretend to support it by argument.
They do not pretend to support it in the interest of the
consamers, but in a aide way, somae for on. resson and
others for another, they try to defend it. For exemple, the
hon. member for Welland (Mr. Fergusod) sild it is neces.
sary to exclude foreign fertilisers, or otherwisehis country
would be ooded with inferior grades of the article. At the
sane time h. discredits hie own bantling, the Act he
passed in 1885, a very excellent measure indeed, and one
whieh supplies all possible protection against the adulter-
ated article whether manufactured in Canada or imported.
That Act is in full force, and not one pound of the fertiliser
from abroad oan be sold without having passed the Govern-
ment analydis. Theefoe, se for from attaching any im-
portanoe whatever to the argument of the hon. member for
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Welland (Ur. Ferguson) I think the statute of his own cre-
ation on the Statute-book, is a complete answer to bis
argument. If this Act be defective, let him apply to
the louse to remedy it, and I am sure that the
same spirit which suggested the passage of the measure
will help him in causing it to accomplish what the desire
of the House at the time was. The Postmaster General
favored us with a few remarks on this subject, and in so far
as he told us of the natural resources of Canada in connec.
tion with this question, I entirely agree with him. I agree
with him when he says that we have in Canada, through
the gift of a bountiful nature, all the natural products noces.
sary to manufacture this article. He truthfully says that
we have here, almost under the shadow of the walls of this
House, large deposits of phosphate richer than are to be
found in any other part of the world and in greater abund.
ance. I also agree with him when he says that the only
other article necessary for the manufacture of fertiliser is
sulphuric acid, and that we can now in Canada manufacture
this acid cheaper than in any other part of the known
world. Weli, Mr. Speaker, if we have at our doors the two
natural products necessary for the manufacture of this
article and if as ho says "they are found under conditions
more favorable than they are to be found in any other part
of the known 'world," what is the need of a duty of
$10 a ton upon the manufactured article? Wherein
comes the necessity for protection in a case like this ?
Why, Sir, the very nature of the article itself
is all the duty that you require. The American
people are our nearest neighbors, they do not protect their
acid, and it is admitted that they have to import it from
Canada for their own use. They have no protection and
the best protection that any country requires in regard to
acids, sulphuric acid for example, is, that it is a dangerous
and expensive article to transfer from locality to locality,
and the freight therefore is so high as almost to prohi bit its
transferrence, whereby to place it in competition with any
article produced in the country to which it may ho sought
to be impoi ted. I entirely agree with the facts stated by the
Pstmaster General and I only wonder that a man of his
excellent judgment and great ability is compelled by influ-
ences, the thraldom of which he cannot escape, to draw con-
clusions not justified by the premises and to arrive at con-
clusions which are unsound in every regard. If we
have all the products necessary for the production of
this article within our own country, and in the most
favorable conditions under the sun, why add to the
cost of the manufactured article by an unnecessary
duty. Why is this done ? It is done to put money
into the pockets of the favored few and to extort money
out of the taxpayers, the burden carriers of Canada, the
farmers who are the source of our great wealth. It is done
because there is nobody in the government to speak in the
interests of the farmers or to defend them. Who is the
member of the Government to-day, from the Premier down,
who honestly stands up for the welfare of the farmers when-
ever their interests are involved. No one. They are will-
ing to try and deceive them with sophistry, but whenever
it is sought to increase the taxes who are the advisers of the
Government on behalf of the farmers? Those who promote
the increase of the taxes, are not the buyers but the manu-
facturers. Does the Government ever ask the buyers to
come before them when they are deciding judicially whether
they will yield or not to the claims of those who ask for
increased duties ? No; tbey listen to the advice of interested
parties, they put on the screws, they raise the tarif, and
when the election time approaches they pass around the hat
to get a little into their own coffers. That is the way the
thing works and the man who has to bear the burden is
never consulted except about election times. Thon the
Premier and his friends will go to the farmers and
say : "See what friends we have been to you,

Mr. MULOOK.
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the cloth men came to us and said: 'Put up the
price of cloth to keep out shoddy' and we did raise the tarif
to keep out shoddy " but still the question romains : l
ehoddy kept out? We might go through the whole list of
articles on which an inordinate duty hae been put on and we
will find fallacious reasons advanced to humbug the consu-
mers. The persons who advanced those fallacions reasons,
who endorse them and promulgate them over the whole
land are the Administration of to-day. So it is in regard to
this transaction. No possible excuse or justification can be
advanced in support of this measure. The Premier himself
I am quite sure will not defend it but ho will vote for it all
right and ho will make his followers vote for it, ho willnot
allow one of them to escape from hi@ whip. I challenge
him to stand up and defend his position on this question by
argument, ho las no argument in favor of it, the only argu-
ment that has taken place with him, was in a caucus some-
where with the manufacturers.

Mr. PLATT. The red parlor.
Mr. MULOCK. No, the red parlor comes later on. Then

the Premier will again remind them of the relative position
they occupy in this vale of tears, and of how he will be
again up the tree, and they will be taking shelter under the
ail spreading branches, and become fat through his activity
amongst the branches above. No, Mr. Speaker, there is
not a member on that side of the House from the'Premier
down-or perhaps I should say from the Premier up-who
will defend logically the course which they propose to take
in this matter. But yet they will ail vote to increase this
burden on the farmer. I submit that what the Government
insist on to-day is nothing more than a direct tax on every
farmer who may desire to use the fertiliser in question and
it is as much a direct tax as if you were to pass an Act of
Parïiament to charge the farmer a dollar for every load
of barn-yard manure le chooses to haul out from his yard
to spread out on his fields. As a matter of justice you
might as well pass a measure of that kind, but you would
not do that because you know very well that he would quite
understand what you were up to. I think that two mem-
bers like the member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) and the
member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) who assert that the
Canadian farmer las not enough intelligence to know what
he is about, will possibly find that later on they have mis-
judged him in this regard.

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman
when I made such an assertion.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon, gentleman, I believe, endea-
vored to give his enlarged views on this question on Mon-
day last. I believe that was the day on which he made the
assertion.

Mr. SPROULE. Well, I want most emphatically to con-
tradict that I ever made such an assertion.

Mr. MULOCK. Well, the contradiction does not get
him out of the difficulty. He said that the farmers of
canada did not know what they were buying, that they had
to be protected, that they were innocent children, and that
it was necessary to throw some mantle about them to pre-
vent them going into the markets of the world where they
ould best buy what they wanted.

Mr. SPROULB. I did not make any such statement. I
said they could buy the article in the United States and
bring it here, and if they did not expose it for sale, there
was nothing to compel them to analyse it, and they did not
know whether it was an article of value or not.

Mr. MULOCK. Well, the hon. gentleman did not know
what he was talking about when ho said they could go into
the United States and do all these things. Do the farmers
of his county go with a whoelbarrow into the United States
and buy a bag of fertilisers and wheel it ail the way up to
the County of Grey ?
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Mr. SPROULE. They send their orders.
Mr. MULOCK. I do not know a farmer w o gets his

fertilisers in that way. If they buy these ma ufactures,
they buy them from middlemen in Canada, and if the hon.
gentleman looks at the Statutes of 1884 ho will find an Act
for protecting the farmer under these circumstances.

Mr. SPROULE. No, it does not.

Mr. MULOCK. Well, I am perfeetly satisfied that the
bon. member for East Grey is an embodiment of greater
wisdom than ail the rest of the House of Commons and the
Senate put together. They thought differently when they
framed that Act. They thought it an Act which would
meet the case. The hon. member for Welland (Mr. Fergu-
son) obtained the assistance of a special committee to pre,
pare that Act; he prepared it with very great care, and it
bas been put into force; and if ho looks into the accounts
he will find the revenues that have come in under the
operation of that Act. Il the hon. member for East Grey
were right, whic hoe is not, the House, I have no doubt,
would cheerfully amend the Act and protect the farmers
from fraud, if it does not do so already. So far as the hon.
gentleman is concerned, I think I have made good my
statement of what he said when ho endeavored to mislead
the House, or perhaps did not understand himself what he
was saying, when ho tried to make this House believe that
the Canadian farmer was not safe to be allowed to go ont at
night alone. This case, I say, is a most clear one, and in
conclusion I desire that its consideration shall be in no way
clouded by being confused with the general question of pro-
tection. While protection may be good as a relative term,
while protection may be approved of, there are of course
cases to which it is not applicable; and in this case, the fer-
tiliser being as has been well said by the hon. member for
East Huron (Mr. Macdonald), raw material to the farmer
and one of the most important aide to hie husbandry, I will
beg the House to come to a conclusion wholly irrespective
of party considerations, to deal with the subject on its own
merits and to remove this tax of from 86 to 810 a ton on
what is a necessary article for carrying on the farming
industry of Cinada.

Mr. SPROULE. I would just like to set myself right
with the House, seeing that the hon. gentleman bas so
emphatioally attributed to me what I neither intended to
say, nor did say. I said that the Act on the Statute-book
at the present time would not prevent any farmer from
sending sway to the United States for a fertiliser, having
it brought in here, and using it himself, so long as ho did
not expose it for sale, without being aware whether it was
of any value or not. I think when I read the clause of the
Act, the House and the country will agree with me. The
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), notwithstand-
ing ail hie intelligence and extensive information, both pro-
fessional and agricultural, would be unable toitell himself
whether such a fertiliser was of any value unless it was
analyeed. The Act says expressly that every person
who manufactures, sells or disposes of, or offers to sell
or to dispose of any agricultural fertiliser, by barter,
exchange or otherwise, shall affix to every barrel,
sack, box or package thereof a stamp. Now, the
farmer does not either manufacture, sell or expose
it for sale, but ho sends hie orders to the United States; and
were it not for the customs law, it could come in here;
but even with the customs law it can come in if ho pays the
duty, and the farmer can use it on his farm without knowing
the value of it. I speak from what I have seen and from
what farmers have told me. One farmer told me that ho
lad paid 860 for a fertiliser, and after ho had put it on bis
land he would make bis affidavit that ho did not believe it
wae lorth five cents. I read the Act very carefully before
I spoke on this subject, and I came to the conclusion thon

that it would not prevent any individual farmer frorn
bringing in and using a fertiliser for himself. It is not to
be expected that the farmer can tell how much phosphoric
acid or other substances there are in the article lie buye.
Every farmer is not a chemist, and it i not to be expected
that he should know; and if we are not bore for the purpose
of protecting the farmera when they are not in a position to
protect themeelves, what are we bore for?

Mr. MULOCK. How does the duty protect them?

Mr. SPROULE. When the farmer pays the duty, there
is no analysis because h does not expose the article for
sale. This Act only applies to an article manufactured in
the country or exposed for sale by the middleman ; but the
farmer is not a middleman.

Mr. MULOCK. How will the duty protect him ?
Mr. SPROULE. It will protect him in this way.

When a man finds that these articles are not worth the
duty ho pays, ho will not bring them in, This Act prevents
middlemen from bringing themr in and exposing them for
sale. There is where the evil is done. If ho exposes them
for sale, they must be analysed, and the analysis muet
show what quantity of phosphorie acid and other elements
are in them. Notwithstanding the statement of the hon.
member for North York, I say there is not an intelligent
farmer who reade that Act who will not agree with every
word I say, that there would ho nothing to protect the
farmer if it were not for the Custome duty.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) Surely the hon. gentleman must
see that his entire argument goes to show that the Act put
on the Statute-book by the hon. member for Welland (M r.
Ferguson) is imperfect. His whole argument goes to
show that the Act requires these articles, if manufactured
in this country, to ho analysed, but if imported from abroad
enables them to escape the operation of the Act.

Mr. SPROULE. No.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If the hon. gentleman's argu-

ment is good, all h. has to do is to get the Act amended.
But I understand him to argue that it is alt right for a man
to import the article fron abroad although it is worthless,
provided ho pays the duty. What benefit can it be to him
if the article is worthless, and he pays 810 on it ? He is
so much worso off. The hon. gentleman knows that the
farmers are practical people, and learn from experience as
quickly as others. If the hon. gentleman's friend importa
860 worth of these fertilisera fron the United States and
finds thern to be worthlees, beside having paid 810
duty to the Government, ho will not import the sane articles
next year. When ho finds the article to be worth nothing,
he will not import it, whether it be dutiable or not.

Mr. SPROULE. He might try another kind next year.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman is altogether

astray. If he wants to make the Act apply to imported
phosphates, lot him do so. That does not touch the ques-
tion raised by the motion of my hon. friend. The question
now is imply whether the raw material, which it is noces-
sary for our farmers to use in the cultivation of thoir land,
should have a revenue tax put on it or not.

Mr. CARLING. I have no desire to take up the time of
the House, as the question bas been very fully discussed by
hon. gentlemen on both sides. But the remarks that were
made by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mill&) should
not, I think, be allowed to go to the country uncontradicted.
The hon. gentleman said ho is prepared to prove that the
value of farm lands in Ontario has, during the last five
years, docreased aO per cent. This I dony, and I think the
bon. gentleman is not able to prove the statement ho bas
made. I find in the returns published by the Ontario Gov-
ernment,-the annual report of the Bureau of Industries of
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the Province of Ontario-compiled by Mr. Blue, that the
value of farm lande in 1882 in Ontario was $642,000,000,
while in 1887 it was $636,000,000

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There is a larger area.

Mr. CARLING. That doos not look like a reduction of
30 per cent. Farm buildings in Ontario, in 1882, were
valued by Mr. Blue at $132,000,000, and in 1887 at $184,-
000,000. Farm implements in 1882 were valued at
$37,000,000, and in 1887 at $49,000,000. Live stock was
valued at $80,000,000, in 1882, and in 1887 at $104,000,000.
These are the valuations made by Mr. Blue, the gentleman
employed by the Ontario Government. The hon. mem ber for
Bothwell (Mr. Mille) said that he could prove by the lead-
ing loan societies of Ontario that hie statement was correct,
and ho referred to the Huron and Erie and other prominent
loan societies. I find in the report of the Erie and Huron
Loan and Investment Society, that the arrearages for last
year were only 4 per cent. of the capital invested, that they
were 22 per cent. less than they were the year before,
that only two.thirds of one per cent. of the capital em-
ployed came back in the shape of property, and that the
farmers in the vicinity of their headquarters had placed
in the hands of the society over t1,OOOOo for investment.
The Canadian Company at its animal meeting held in Janu-
ary last, were informed by the president, first, that the com-
pany had reduced its rate 1 per cent. in 1887, and, second,
that the prices obtained in 1887 from the sales of land were
25 per cent. higher than in 1886. The North of Scotland
Canadian Mortgage Company held its annual meeting in
January, 1888, and in hie address the chairman referred to
the falling off in interest received on mortgage in Canada,
which he explained by the fact that a considerable number
of mortgages made three or four years ago at a higher
rate of .interest have fallen in and the money has been
lent at the much less rate of interest current now. This
company also reported the amount of real estate fallen into
the hands of the company through fbreclosure was but
$30,000 out of $3,000,000, or but 1 per cent. Ail the
companies doing business in anada and reporting to the
Federal Government loaned in 1880 $5,600,000 on real;
estate security in the city and country. This had increased
to $86,900,000 in 1887. Yet, whereas in 1880 the amount
of principal and interest overdue and in default was $4,100,-
000 on$56,000,000, in 1887 it was 83,200.000 on 886,900,000.
This,eoupled with thefact that the amount placed inthe bands
of the loan companies for investment has increased, includ-
ing debentures sold in Canada, from $12,268,300 in 1880
to $25,500,000 in 1887, is conclusive evidence that the
farmers of Canada have been making progres. Now I find
that the etatements that have been made by my hon. friend
and other bon. gentlemen on the opposite side have been to
show that Canada is going backward instead of progressing,
and I think statementa of that kind have a tendency to
injure our country abroad. These etatementR are to be
deplored, as we ought ail to-unite to build up our country
and make it appear as good as it is, and not endeavor to
injure it. I find that the sale by the sheriffof lands in the
Province of Ontario in 1878 amounted to 138 and in 1888
were only 51. The sales under proces of law in the Province
of Quebec in 1878-amounted to 805-nd in 1887 to 302. In
Nova Scotia these sales, in 1878, amounted to 100 againet
90 in 1888. In New Brunswick they amounted, in 1878,
to 62, as compared with 18in 1888; and in Prince
Bdward Island they amounted,, in. 1878, te 71 against
23 in 1888. This comparisbn shows clewly that
our country is in a much mors prosperous condition
under this Administration than j was under the policy of
the Administration of hon, gentlemen opposite. Then, it
ha been said that the farmer must pay higher pries to,
day on everything ho purchases than ho did formeriy.
Now I say, withoat fear of contrndicti4a, thatytaking an

Mr. CARLING

average of,4ie different articles whieh our farmers purchase,
it will be Mnd that they pay 25 per cent. less to-day for
them than$they did in 1878. I have the figures here by me
to prove this:-
ComrAiR&Tiv» BSrATTmNT of Prices of Dry Goode, Groceries,

lIardware 'and Agricultural Implements, in 1878 and
1887:--

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS.

Article. 1878. 1887. Decreae.

5 ~ ets. et&es

.o.er..... ........... ......... 80 00 70 00 10 00
eapers.. 120 00 80 00 40 00

Ilorse rakes ....... ~........................... 33 00 28 00 5 00
Banders............................275 00 160 00 115 00

DRY GOODS AND OLOTHING.

Grey cottous........ ...... 0 07 0 0 0 01
Heavyche ck sbirtings.................... 0 14J 011 0 021Gottonades (not made in Canada)....... .- lOc.to22 ......
Denime............................0...~ .. 014 012 0 02j
Tickings.......... .......... 018 015 0 03
Grey fiannels....... ... . 0 30 0 271 0 07J
Cotton prints, English. ......... 0 11¾ O 09 O 02

do Oanadian (not made)... ............... 6o. toO8 ..............
sanadawool tweeds.......... 075 O 57j 017

do union do ......... ......... . 040 0 27 0 121
do etoffe........... .... 0 55 040 0 15

Etoffe pants....... ............. 1 75 1 50 0 25
do suits.....- ................. 750 675 0 75

Tweed do ............. ...................... 10 00 9 00 1 00
do do ......................... 900 8 25 0 75

Kaitted shirts and drawers, union.... 3 75 2 90 0 85
do do do-. 450 3 25 1 25

RediumgrywooL... .......... 7 50 525 2 25
Eeavy do ....... .................. 900 650 2 50
Plain Seotoh knit............ 12 00 9 50 250

do. ................ 13 00 1000 3 00
Ohildren' mrino............ . 4 50 2 75 1 75

do do ,........................ 500 3 25 1 75
do- do . ............... ......... 550 3 75 1 75
do do .......................... , 6 25 4 25 2 00
do do .................... .. ".. 7 00 4 75 2 25

Ladies' do...... ..................... 8 500 0 80300

GRO0ERIES.

Granulated sugar..... ............ ........ 0 09j Ooq O021
Gretea... 040 025 015
Blaek tea . ..... ....... . 045 030 015
Japautea.. ......... .. 035 020 015
Rice ................. ...................... .... 004 0 03 0 001
Molasses......... ... 0 28 028
Raisins.. ..... .. ...... 0 6i O0t' ..

Soap ................ .................... 003 003
Starch ...... . ............................... ... 00
Jaa coffe............. 030 025 00
codishb............. . 500 350 150
Tapioco.... .. ....... O0 09 O 0610 02J
Sapo......... ... 0 06 0031 002t
sandes ............................ 011 0 006 0 05

HA06¾W0R02

steel ahovels ................ ..

steel spadne... ................
piek Mtd haudbe ...... ..

Tieldhoe ...- ..... ... .......
Gàiden rake. . . ........Gras••th."........-...•••
Grain sythe. ..... .......... ... .. .. .........Grain seythe.
Re.ping book..............-....
gay forks, 3 prong ...............

do 2 do. .............

do 2

1 25
1 25
1 50
0 60
0 70
O090
130
040
065
046
1 00
090

1 10
1 10
1 os
0 45
0 60
0 60
0 99
0 35

085
0 M5
0 65

100
e -

1



COMMONS DEBATES.
HARDWARE0*Ù.4

Article&. 1Ms. 1887. Deeress.

ot. Soets. Sots
Pot-hole augura, each..................... 2 25 1 75 0 50
Steel grain scoop......... ....... ... 1 30 1 00 0 30

Bg kis1 10 0 90 0 20
h pp ngaes 0.. --- .... ...... .. ..... 1 0 075 025

White leadlb..... ...~. ..... 009 007 002
Putty ......... .... ...... ................ 0 04 0 03 0 001
Nal hammer .,............ 090 0 60 030
Horse shoes, ................. 400 3 75 0 25
Horne shoe nails, box.............. 4 25 3 25 1 90

This is pretty clear evidence that the National Policy
has not injured the farmer, and that the farmer ie able
to buy his agricultural implements, his tea, his SUgar
and other articles much cheaper to-day than he ocould under
the régime of hon. hentiemen opposite. I believe these
hon. gentlemen when in power put a tax on tea, so that
every farmer's wife had to pay a tax on the tea ehe con-
sumed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You putit on the tea kettle.
Mr. CARLING. You cannot make tea without the

kettle. I might give a number of figures to show that the
farmers were never botter off than they are at present. I
am satisfied that it is the case in Ontario, and that it is
the case in all the Provinces of the Dominion, and the more
it is discussed and enquired into, it will be found that the
farmers in 1888 are much more prosperous-and are
enabled to purchase everything they consume for 25 per
cent. less-than they were in 18?78.

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. if the hon. Minister
liad remained in his seat, I should not have troubled the
House on this occasion, but, as the hon. gentleman las chosen
to bring forward a quantity of statisticS not having a great
deal of reference to the duty on artificial fertilisers, it may
be as well to spend two or three minutes in referring to the
fallacies, not new, but old and stale fallacies, which ho once
a year inflicts upon this House. In the first place, we will
take his argument, so called, that within eightor ton years
the value of the farms in Ontario rose from 8632,000,000 to
$6 6,000,000. If that did occur, bearing in mind the fact that
in those 8 or 10 years, at least 500,000 or 600,000 acres of
land were added to the area of the Province, it shows
not a rise in the value of land, but a relative depreciation to
a considerable extent. But these statisties, as has been
admitted over and over again by those conversant with
them are necessarily imperfect and little to be relied upon,
and especially those which refer to the first years. If my
memory serves me aright, a couple of years after the first
date to which he refers, the value of farm land& was consi-
derably over $636,000,000, and it has decreased to the
extent of $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 since. I have not the
figures here, but that is my recollection. However, I did not
rise so much to call attention to thi as to make a proposi.
tion to the hon. gentleman. It does not appear to me to be
very desirable that we should spend our time in merely
hurling contradictions acroes the House on a matter of this
moment. I know, I may say, of my own personal know-
ledge and experience that, in at least five or six important
counties in Ontario, there ha& been in the last eight or ten1
years a remarkable depreciation in the value of land. ThatE
I know to my own knowledge, and in many cases to my1
coSt. I know that there has been a depreciation in thei
value of land in the County of Prontens, in the Countyi
of Lennox, in the ounty of Addington ; and in half a dozen1
other counties which I could name, there is nothing like thej
same actual selling vales which wa obtainable ir past1

years. My proposition to the Minister of Agriculture is
ti.s: He disputes the assertions made by my hoS friend
of his knowledge and by myself of my knowledge, and by
many hon. gentlemen of their knowledge. I think
that, for once, a committee might be of vglue, and I would
suggest that a committee should be appointed to ascertain
the actual state of the case. It is of great moment to know
if the value of the 20,000,000 or 30,000,000 of acres in the
Province of Ontario, and the land aleo in the other Pro-
vinces, is rising or falling. My information, derived from
those who are dealing with land, is that, in Ontario at all
ovents, the actual selling value-I do not refer to the
assessed value, which I think is all Mr. Blue bas to deal
with-is much les than it was ton years ago. It is hardly
worth while to go on contradicting each other in this Houe.
Let the matter b. investigated, and let the commit-
tee ask for information on the subject from per.
sons who are conversant with the actual sales that
take place in the different counties. There are many
persons in each county who could give information
on this point, and who, if applied to by a prope-
committee, would give that information. If the hon. gen.
tlemen would grant such a committee, I think it would
serve a good purpose. As to the other argument, that there
bas been a considerable reduction in the cost of certain
articles, we know that the world does not stand stili, and we
know that improvements are made lu manufactures by
which many articles are produced cheaper to-day than
they were ton years ago, cheaper than they were
twenty years ago, and cheaper than they were
thirty years ago; but to say that is because you put taxes
on certain articles it is as absurd a statement as anything I
have ever heard on the floor of this House, and that is say-
ing a great deal-a very great deal. On the other hand, if
the prices of a few articles which the farmer has to purchase
have been considerably reduced within the last few years,
the price of every article the farmers have to sell bas
been reduced also, with very few exceptions, within the
last few years. Our farmers cannot obtain now anything
like the price they did obtain for many of the articles which
they produce.

Mr. CARLING. What are they ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not now speaking

of the sudden rise in the price of wheat, or anything excep-
tional of that kind, but I say that a comparison of the aver-
age prices of beef-cattle and cereals, and other products of
the farm ton years ago, with the prices of to.day will show
that there has been a very considerable reduction. We are
in a position to prove that statement, but it would be
absurb at this time and on this question to enter into a dis-
cussion of this matter which the hon. gentleman has chal-
lenged. If the hon. Minister wants to obtain the actual
facts as to the seling price of farme in Ontario, and through-
out the whole Dominion, these facts can be obtained easily
in the way I have pointed out; and, if that wer.agreed to,
I think it would be found that the statement made by my
hon. friend, which I endorse, is correct, that, over the
greater portion of Ontario to-day, farme have fallen very
largely in value and cannot be sold for anything like as
good a price as they could a few years ago.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I have in my band the valuations
of cleared lands in Ontario from 1883 to 1888. In
1883, the valuation was 8654,793,000 ; in 1887, the valua-
tion was $6â7,883,000 ; while in 1886, it was $648,000,000,
showing the reduction from 1886. to 1887 to be about
812,000,000. But the value of newly cleared lands
in Ontario added since 1883 was 814,210,000, andÀ
if the hon. gentleman will add that to the deerease,
he will see that there is really over 825,000,000 of a
reduction. He has, therefore, evidently not quoted per-
fectly from thebook. Imay give n instanc, tros mry
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own section of the oountry. e bas cited two or three
companies whose lands have not been reduced in value.
Well, I know they have. One of the companies had in my
section a farm on which there was a mortgage for $2,200.
That farm was valued for about 83,200 at the time they
lent the money upon it; they offered it for sale and they
could not get a buyer for it at ail. Eventually there was
a party who made an offer to purchase at $81,600 for
their mortgage of $2,200, and they accepted it, feeling
that it was the best that they could do. Is not that
a positive evidence that the value of land has decreased
in our section? I can give you another. Two days
before I came here a farm that was sold in
my section 7 years ago for 83,500, was put up for
sale, under mortgage, at a reserve bid of $2,850, and they
could not get a buyer. ls not that evidence that the value
of land is receding. I, myself, acted as an executor for an
estate in which there was a farm left as part of the estate.
Ten years ago that man was offered $7,500 for that farm;
we offered it for sale at public auction and we could not get
a buyer at a figure that we thought we would be justified
in selling for, the prices were that low. At last we got from
the Chancery Court an order to selil the farm for what we
could get for it, and it was sold for $4,900. The buildings
were in just as good ord er as they were before, and are stand-
ing there to-day. For the hon. gentleman to say that land is
not receding in value, is to talk about something that he
really knows nothing of, at least so far as our section of the
country is concerned. He bases his theory upon the re-
ports he gets. But the farmers have practical experience
with regard to the shrinkage of the value of lands, and are
in a better position to speak than the Minister of Agricul-
ture. I challenge him to-day to go through any agricul-
tural distrikt in this country, and call a meeting of intelli.
gent f armers and ask them to say whether the price of
land is receding in value or not, and he will find
from their answer, unless they are so blindly devoted
partisans that they would persist in any statement
be might wish-they will say that lande have dimin-
ished in value. I am sorry personally to have to admit
that they are very seriously reduced. A great many men
have lost seriously in lands owing to reduction in value.
The hon. gentleman, perhaps, is a very large land-holder;
if he were forced to sell to-day, h. would not begin to realise
the price he could have got some years ago. But perhaps
he forma his impression from sales made in the city of Lon-
don. Now, h. said that the farmers were getting binders
for 8150 ; but if it were not for his National Policy the
farmers would be able to buy binders for 8100, If the hon.
gentleman will give a committee of this House I will prove to
that committee that one of the largest manufacturera of bin-
ders in this country turned out a lot of binders last year for
$74 each, and h sold them for $150. The actual coat was $74,
and under the National Policy he charged the farmars $150,
simply because they had a protection of 35 per cent. against1
the American binders. In regard to fertilisers, the hon.i
member for Welland said that it was necessary to keep
up the duty because the farmers were so simple, theyi
were so poor judges of fertilisera, that they would
buy bad stuff, and in order to protect them from being vie-
timised it was best to put the duty on and keep the stuff out.
I suppose the Minister of Agriculture will say the same
thing in regard to binders. In order to protect the poor
innocent farmer from buying American binders at 8100
say, if the duty was off, they kept the duty on, and make
him pay 8150 for a Canadian binder. Now, I will give him
another evidence. If the hon. gentleman will make one
single investigation this year, if h. will search the recordsi
in the different counties in this country, he will find that1
there have been more chattel mortgages recorded byf
farmers in the Province of Ontario within six months than1
there have ever been in the same period before. Still, we

Mr. MOKULLEN.

find men for political purposes, even those whio eccupy high
positions in the country, daring to state in the face of an
intelligent people, and those who have the evidence before
ther, that there has been no shrinkage in value; they still
persist in stating that land is keeping up to its full value.
Itisunfair to make those statements; men should blush
when they dare to stand up, and make such statements
before the louse and country.

Mr. PORTER. I did not intend to take any part in the
debate at all, because I considered that the subject before
the louse for discussion was simply a sort of preliminary
skirmish in reference to the subject which will probably
come up in a larger debate later on in the Session. The
hon. gentlemen on the Opposition benches have strayed
away very far indeed froin the subject introduced by the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock). Instead of
confining themselves to the subject according to the rules
of the debate, they have dragged in almost every question
it was possible to bring into the discussion. More especially
they have shown their intention by the subject they
have now introduced of making an onslaught upon
the Government's National Policy. Sir, I do not in-
tend at the present time to defend the action of the
Government on this subject. I have already by my
vote in the louse proclaimed my convictions on that
matter, and the people of the country have recently
proclaimed their convictions on that matter. But there
is one thing particularly worthy of notice in the
speeches of members of the Opposition who have spoken on
this matter; it is this, that they particularly and peculiarily
constitute themselves the championsof the farmers of Canada.
Now, Sir, I object to that. I do not know by what right
they alone speak in the interest of the farmers, and insinu-
ate, nay, almost declare positively, that we on this side have
no regard for the farming interesta of the country. I beg to
assure those hon. gentlemen that -we are just as much inter-
ested in the welfare of the Canadian farmer as they possibly
can be, and if we differ from them in any part of the policy
it is simply a matter of conviction, and not at all a matter
ofparty servility, as they charge upon us. We, Sir, have the
interests of the farmers at heart, we think of them and con-
aider what shall be beat for their welfare in every action
and every vote which we give in this House; and if our
policy and our actions do not meet with their approbation
then we can only say that it is a difference of opinion be-
tween the two parties who are, perhaps, equally willing to
forward the best interests of our country. Sir, there is one
thing most remarkable in this discussion, and more especi-
ally was it distinguishable in the observations of the last
gentleman who addressed the House. He emphasised very
forcibly indeed the decrease in the value of farin lands,
in the Province of Ontario especially, and I may say
also, from his remarks, that to follow the example set
by the ion. member for South Oxford, ex pede Herculem,
that really his opinions went to show that the National
Policy was a great injury to the farmer. If the hon. gentle-
man were not speaking from a party point of view, if he
were not entirely eaten up with partisan rancor, why did
h e not declare also that owing to certain circumstances which
are now pervading the world over, lands have decreased in
value in countries that are pre-eminently free trade
countries ? When he talks of the decrease in the value of
lands in Canada, and the loss this has been to the farmers,
why did he not also cal our attention to the large decrease
of the value of lands in England, Ireland and Scotland ?
These are free trade countries. If the National Policy has
any influence or effect upon the value of land so also bas
free trade, and, therefore, the hon. gentleman's attempt to
fasten the decrease of values on the National Policy was
altogether irrelevant, unealled for and illogical. I was
somewhat amused also with the observations of certain hon.
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gentlemen opposite, I refer particularly to an hon. gentle-
man who bas the honor of representing a section of the
country from which I come. When he was speaking I could
not help thinking of a cartoon I sawin Punch many years ago.
The famous English statesman Dieraeli at one time of his
life was a champion of protection to the farmers in England.
This cartoon represented Disraeli, who was a man amall
in stature but of course quite pugnacions in character, and
behind him there is an English farmer of very ponderous
proportions, tall, well-built, strong and muscular looking;
and the little man before him is turning round and saying:
" Now, do not be afraid my good fellow, I will protect you."
It is very singular indeed that this gentleman should
constitute himself a champion of the farmers of Canada and
ask them to keep their courage up because he will protect
them. 8o many illustrations of the ridiculousnese of the
position which hon. gentlemen opposite crowd upon me
that it is almost impossible to enumerote them, but there
are one or two points to which I will allude. The Minister
of Agriculture made a quotation from the reports of Mr.
Blue. He quoted very correctly. The hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) called in question the
accuracy of those reporte.

Mr. MoMULLEN. No.
Mr. PORTER. The appropriateness of them.

Mr. McMULLEN. No.

Mr. PORTER. I agree very mach with the statement
made that these statistics are scarcely reliable, and that
many people intimately acquainted with the circumstances,
attach very little value to them. In regard to fertilisers, I
agree with the hon. member for South Ruron (Mr.i
MoMilllan) that the time bas not yet come, but is perhaps.
near, when artificial fertilisera will be necessary to thei
carrying on of successiul agriculture in our country.1
Not only do I agree with him in that opinion, but also ini
the opinion that the farmers must look very particularly1
and carefully after the stable manure on their own farms,1
which is undoubtedly the best manure they possess. Buti
if it is necessary to obtain artificial manures, I consider it@
is in the farmer's interest that the best quality off
such manure shall be supplied to him, and it ist
not safe to risk the importation of manures from thosef
who would no doubt take the farmer's money and1
sell him a poor article. I consider the motion ofa
the hon. meinber for North York (Mr. Mulock) wouldr
move in that direction, and is not therefore at all beneficialc
to farmers. In fact, I think it would be very injurious toa
thom. The duty now paid on these articles renders it muchb
more likely that the farmer will obtain a better quality ofv
fertiliser, and at the same time it fosters an industry in our a
own country which will supply him with that article, andi
in that way both agriculture and manufacturing are boue-i
fited. I have no sympathy with those bon, gentlemen who0
make such vigorous attacks on the manufacturera on everyh
occasion; indeed they appear to have a dagger somewhere
about them, and the moment a manufacturer is presentedI
to them they stab him to the heart. Not a word ean be said a
with regard to the trade question, not a single discussion i
cen take place on any commercial matter but the manu-d
facturer is brought before the House and hanged, drawn 8
and quartered. I object to that policy. I consider the manu- i
facturera of every country are a most necessary class of the t
population. It was very well observed by the member for i
South Ontario (Mr. Smith) that we wish to have a consumingS
peopleas well as a producing people, and we know very well S
that if the manufacturera were banished from the country, s
if they were repressed by improper legislation or compelled n
to abandon manufacturing by untoward circumstances, the a
farmers would suffer great hardship and misfortune. So I 
consider the vituperation of manufacturers on all occasions g

not of service to the country, but on the contrary a very
great injury. Hon. gentlemen opposite are not thus render-
ing a service to the farmer, but on the contrary are injuring
him most seriouely. The products of his farm are more pro.
fitable if consumed at home, and the nearer home the botter
for the farmer. So I consider all these are irrelevant issues
introduced into the question of fertilisers, and the hostility
which hon. gentlemen opposite manifest to the manufactu-
rers is unwise and not in the interest of the farmers of this
country.

Mr. MASSON. I do not intend at this hour, after this
matter bas been discussed se long to enter into the wide
field into which hon. gentlemen opposite have endeavored
to drag the discussion. I do not intend, in other words, to
discuss the National Policy, nor yet to prove, which I think
bas been frequently proved, that the National Policy is of
great benefit to the farmer, not only in giving him a com-
paratively higher price for the products of the farm, but
also, as bas been explained to-night, in enabling him to
purchase his goods at much lower prices. That, however,
is not really within the question before the House. The
motion of the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock),
as I understand it, bas reference solely to fertilisers, and in
introducing that motion ho claimed that he and the party
surrounding him were the farmers' friends and champions.
Great importance is given to the question becaase it refers
to an important class, namely, the farmers of this country.
We hear the changes rung upon the farmers of Ontario,
what a most important community they are-and I admit
they are important. I consider them to be of very
great importance. The farmers are of very great import-
tance, not only to one Province, but to all the
Provinces, and especially so to Ontario. So to measure the
importance of this question I thought it desirable to ascer-
tain to what extent the farmers were importing artificial
man tre, and turning tothe Trade and Navigation Returns I
found that the farmers of Ontario for the year ending July,
1888, imported artificial manures to the value of $317, on
which was paid a duty of $69.40. That, to a certain extent,
shows the importance of this question, the duty collected
from importations of artificial manure into Ontario during
that year being only $j9.40. The whole Dominion imported
from various sources artificial manures to the value of
$12,025, on which a duty of 82,405 was paid. So, in so far
as the farmers feel the necessity of importing artificial
manures the quantity imported does not show that they
consider it of very great importance. It may, however, be
said that if the duty were removed a larger quantity would
be imported. I do not think the quantity would be
very much increased, because certain classes of manure
are imported free, and we find that of vegotable manure
imported into Canada duty free the farmers of Ontario
imported only to the value of $18, and the whole
of Canada imported $53 worth. On the other
hand we have fertilisers of our own and we find that
they have been exported largely. Ontario exported of
" bleached ashes "-a very readily applied fertiliser and one
admitted to be of very great value, especially to those
farma we hear gentlemen opposite speak of as being run
down and reduced in value-last year to the United States
$12,571 worth, and Canada exported to the United States,
n other places, $16,222 worth of the same material. If we
turn to "bones," another class of fertilisers, the raw mate-
rial of fertilisera, we find that Ontario sent to the United
States $15,234 worth, and that Canada sent to tho United
States and to other parts $22,261 worth. These questions
show the great interest that the farmers of Ontario must
necessarily take in the free introduction of fertilisera. The
mover of this resolution expressed a wish that the debate
would be confined to this subject; but how did these
gentlemen who with him are supporting the motion
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oarry out hie wish? I find one gentleman launching ont
with the statement that the farmers are the highest taxed
people in this country. That statement has been refuted
time and time again. Wherein are the farmers the highest
taxed people ? They buy what they have to buy cheaper
than they could buy before this policy was introduced, and
thon of the articles which they buy, what do they pay taxes
on? Go into their bouses and look at what they eat and
ask yourselves on what do they pay taxes; on very few
articles of the farmers diet are taxes paid. Look at what
they wear and you will find that on few articles of their
apparel do they pay duty. Look in their bouses and farm
yards and see on what articles which they purc hase do they
pay duty. On very few articles indeed. I ask membera
on the other side of the House, is it right that they should
come forward on every available opportunity-not only
when fertilisers are being discussed but when any subject
is before the House, to come forward as if they were1
champions of the farmers and say that the farmers are the
highest taxod class in the country. We were told appar-
ently with very great glee that the farm lands had depre-
ciated in value. Two gentlemen speaking of their own
personal knowledge told us this, but to my personal
knowledge they are not fariners and thoir knowledge of
the value of farms is rather as mortgagees. It is
well known to all farmers that when once a mortgagee gets
hold of a farm the land does depreciate in value and I sup.
pose it is as mortgagees that these gentlemen speak. Now,
I do not-think the question as to whether farms have de-
creased, or increased, in the Province of Ontario, or what
bas been the cause of the decrease or the increase, unless it
can be proved that the duty placed upon fertilisers has de-
oreaed the value of the farms. If that is so, it is a proper
part of the discussion ; but to bring it in for the purpose of
decrying the country and of sending broadcast over the
Dominion and the world, the statements that the price of
farm lands in Canada, and Ontario particularly, are dimin-
ishing year by year in value, is as unnecessary as it is un-
founded. For what purpose is this done by gentlemen on
the other Bide ? What great gain is it to hon. gentlemen
opposite that they should take every available opportunity
to decry their country and say that our farmers are going
to the dogs, that their farms are diminishing in value, that
they do not get what they should for what they sell and
that they have to pay too dearly for what they buy. I do
not intend to take up time in going over these statements, but
I say that as far as is necessary, I would give each and every
one of those assertions a most emphatic denial. I point
to the country, I point to the farmers of Ontario, I point
to their homes, to their houses, their barns and the stock
on their farms, to prove that they are botter off to-day, that
their wives and daughters are botter clad, and that they
live in more luxury and with greater ease than they did
even eight or ton years ago. It is admitted by every gen.
tieman who referred to the matter on the other aide, that
we have abundant resources in this country for the manu-
facture of these fertilisers, and for what reason thon (even
though it be to offer the farmers of Ontario $69.40) should
this duty be taken off? This motion is only part and par.
oel of a plan of which I see little pieces cropping up in
this House to decry the National Polioy. They have at.
taoked that policy year after year since its introduction in
1879 to the present time. Formerly they attacked the
policy as a whole, but in those attacks they failed, and now
they are going to try to attack it piecemeal. We find one
hon. gentleman striking at the National Policy in relation
to fertilisers, and another gentleman on another item and so
on. That is thoir system of attack in detail. We have
one gentleman attacking the duty on corn, but I suppose
we will have the opportunity of discussing the corn ques-
tisn, when I think it canb. satisfactorily shown that the
fams arenotianzious that oornahould be admitted free.

Mr MAssON.

Mr. SEMPLE. We have hoard a lecture to-night about
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House not adhering to
the text. That assertion was made by the hon. member for
West Huron (Mr. Porter), and I think if there is any mem-
ber in this House that this ecuesation might be justly
applied to, it was the Minister of Agriculture. The ques-
tion under discussion had referene to fertilisers, and he who
is at the head of the farming community and at the head of
the Agriculture Department never attered a single sentence
in regard to the subject. Hon. gentlemen opposite talked
about the large deposits of phosphates overlooking this city,
and which were so easily obtained for fertilisers, but the
Minister of Agriculture never experimentally gave them a
trial, or, if he did, he did not give us the result of his experi-
once. The practical Department of Agriculture in the
Province of Ontario the Opposition there tried to make of
it a factious question. They tried thoir best to make politi-
cal capital out of the Departmont of Agriculture in Ontario,
but in this they failed, and I am very happy to say that as
far as the department under my hon. friend is concerned, he
bas had no factions opposition. We wish to see the Depart-
ment of Agriculture a success, and I rejoice to find that
there are so many members in this House who are
looking after the farmers' interests. There are some
who are looking after a certain class who go around
to seli patent rights on hay forks, lightning rods or some-
thing of that kind, and when a person has been victimised,
and not over one in a trwnship is, a committee is appoint-
*ed and witnesses are brought here to have a good time at
the expense of the country at large. Now, the men who do
these things are not so much to blame as the capitalists.
These agents understand human nature, and know where to
go to get their victime. The men who shave notes at 40
or 50 per cent. and move in high society, they are more to

*;blame than the individuals who go to the farm-
'er with a fair story and induce them to buy
what is of no value. An hon. member spoke of
the small amount of revenue obtained from the duty
on fertilisers. If that is the case, it is a good reason
why the duty should be taken off. One reason why so few
fertilisers are used is their eost, and if there are such fine
advantages for manufacturing them in this country, why
need the manufacturers be afraid of competition ? But it
seems to me that these gentlemen do not wish to give the
farmers the benefit of cheap fertilisers. The miserable
sum realised from the duty is a good reason why it should
be taken off, and doing that would show that there is a
disposition to do something for the farmers. It is
well known that, in former years, after the country was
cleared the soil was rich, but it has been cropped so largely
that now in order to obtain a good yield it is necessary to
use fertilisers, which would not only result in larger crops,
but would increase the value of the land. Now, I think this
is only a small thing to ask on bebalf of the farmers. The
total value of farm property in Ontario is $975,000,000, in-
cluding the implements, buildings, and live stock, and such
being the case, Lhe farmers should certainly receive some
consideration. It haes been asserted that farm lands have
not deoreased in vaine. I know of one case where a tarm of
170 acres was bought five or six yearseago for 810,000, and
was recently sold under mortgage for 86,00. This gives
some idea of the reduction in value of farm land. The
valuation made by the assessors does not give a true idea
of the value of the land, beesuse the assessors very seldom
change the valuation of farms from year to year ; they sim-
ply take the valuation as they receivei it on the rolils. But
people who live in the country and watch the prices at
which farms have been sold are in the best position to
judge. The Minister of Agriculture stated, I think, that
the mortgages on farme in Ontarioeamounted to $86,000;000.
I have .reoeived a return showing that, in that Province,
there are 66 loan and investment societies wiich hold
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mortgages on farms to the amount of something like 90,-
000,000. I am sorry that it is so, but it is a fact, and we
may as well look at the facts of the case as to boast about
prosperity where it does not exist.

House divided.
YEAs:

Mesieurs
Amyot, Edwards,
Armstrong, Eisenhauer,
Bain ( Wentworth), Ellis,
Barron, Fiset,
Béchard, Flynn,
Bei nier, Gauthier,
Borden, Gillmor,
Bourassa, Guay,
Bowman, Hale,
Brien, Holton,
Burdett, Innes,
Campbell, Kirk,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.), Landerkin,
Casey, Lang,
Casgrain, Langelier (Iontmor'
Charlton, Langelier (Quebec),
Choquette, Laurier,
Cook, Lavergne,
couture, Lister,
Davies, Livingston,
De St. Georges, Lovitt,
Dessaint, Macdonald (Huron),
Doyon, McIntyre,
Edgar, McMillan (Huron),

NÂYs:

Messieurs
A udet,
Bain (Soulangea),
Baird,
Barnard,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
Uameron,
Cargili,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chisholm,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Oockburn,
Colby,
Corby,
Oostigan,
Ooughlin,
Coulombe,
Daly,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,

Motion negatived

Dupont,
Ferguson (1lenfrew),
Poster,
Freeman,
Gigault,
Girouari,
Gordon,
Grandbois,_
Guillet,
Raggart,
Hall,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Hudspeth,
Jamieson,
Joneq (Digby),
Landry,
Langevin (Sir Hector),
La Rivière,
Laurie,
Lépine,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Macdowall,
Mcoulla,
McDonald (Pictoria),
McDongald (Pictou),
McDougall (C. Breton),
McKay,
McKeen,
McMillan (Vaudreuil),
MeNeill,
Madill,
Mara,
Marshall,

Momullen,
Meigs,
Mille (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Neveu,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Rinfret,
Robertson,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Semple,

cy),Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Turcot,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),
Welsh,
Wilson (EIgin),
Yeo.-71.

Masson,
Mille (Annapolia),
Moffat,
Moncrieff,
Montplaisir,
O'Brien,
Patterson ( ssez),
Perley,
Porter,
Putnam,
Riopel,
Roome,
Ross,
Small,
Smith (Ontario,
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thérien,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tisdale,
Tupper,
Tyrwhitt,
Vanasse,
Wallace,
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Brockville),

Woodi ( Westm'i d)-101.

ADJOURNMENT -COMMERCIAL TREATIES.

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

Mr. LAURIER. There is on the Order Paper a very im-
portant motion of my hon. friend the member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) on commercial treaties.
Perbaps we can arrange for a day to take up that question.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I had some com.
munication with my hon. friend in reference to that, and I
think we agreed that next Monday would be a convenient
day.

Mr. LAURIER. And continue it from day to day?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that we
can do that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Probably in that case
we had botter make it the Fiist Order.

Sir JOBN A. MACDONALD Yes, make it the Firet
Order of the Day. Let my hon. friend move that it be the
First Order after Routine.

Mr. LAURIER. I move, thon, that the motion of Sir
Richard Cartwright, with rofer once to commercial treaties,
be taken up as the First Order af ter Privae Bills on Monday
next.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 10:40 p m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TRURSDA, 14th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Threeo u'lock.

PRAYERS.

BALLOT BOX COMMITrEE.

Mr. HESSON moved:
That the names of Adam Brown and Dr. Landerkin be added to the

Committee appointed by the Hous to enquire into and report on the
ballot or voting box construc.ed by direction of this House.

Motion agrced to.

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 29) to amend the Mlitia Act. He said: The
purpose of the Bill is to amend the Militia Act and to make
further provision for the payment of expenses incurred in
calling out the Militia in aid of the civil power. Before
tho Militia is called ont, a deposit must be made by the
municipality to meet the expenses to be incurred by the
calling out of the Militia. Another clause provides that the
permanent corps or the training schools shall not be
called ont without the canton of the Minister of Militia.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to bring in a Bill amending the North-West
Territories Act, so as to secure to the Territories Govern-
ment powers as full as those of the Provinces, with the
exception of the power of borrowing money ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the intention of
the Government to bring in such a Bill this Session.

REBATE OF DUTY ON CORN.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion:
That whereas distillers are allowed a rebate of duty upon corn import-

ed for use in the manufacture of spirits tor export, it is, in the opinion
of this House, but just and right that farmers and stock raisers who
import corn to feed cattle or other stock for export, should also receive
a similar rebate.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Mr. Speaker, when you left the
Chair, last evening, I had called the attention of this
flouse for a few minutes to the resolution I have the
honor of submitting. I had given some reasons why I
thought the farming community should be placed in the
same position as any other class in Canada; andIpointed out
what I considered to be an injustice to the farmer in this
regard. I thought that if a duty was imposed for the pur-
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pose of raising the price of the pro lnctio- s of the farm, it
was very unjust to the farmers that this duty should be
commuted to any class in the commurity that wore import-
ing it as a raw material to enter into their manufactured
goods. I think that if it is right, if it is just, and if it is in
the interests of the country that the distillers should get the
duty refunded to them, I cannot understand how this flouse
can refuse to refund the duty to any other class in the
community. If the distillers were manufacturing an article
that could not otherwise be produced, and if it was an
essential element to the welfare of this country, thon there
might be a reason for overstepping the ordinary course
that should be pursued by this House. But the article they
manufacture is not of so much importance as the produc-
tions of the farmers, and I pointed out then how unfair and
unjust it was to the farming community that they should
be brought into competition with those who are allowed a
rebate on the duty. If it is right to allow the distillers a
rebate on the duty, it must certainly be right to allow the
farmers a rebate also, providing they wished to use the
corn for the purpose of foeding stock that they intend to
export. i cannot understand why it is that the distillers
should ho thus favored. It is well known that they have a
very high protective tariff, that has been imposed by this
Government for the purpose of preventing others from en
tering into competition with them, and I cannot see why it
is that they should have, not only a high wall of protection
thrown around them, but also have a rebate given to them
over and ebove that. I bave not a word to say against the
distilleis, nor against any other class of peoplo in this com-
munity. My bon. friend, the Minister of Finance, will say
anythirg that is to ho said agaitst them, although ho is not

to conceive and to place before the country. It was the
acme of perfection, one of those systems which was likely
to stand and be loved and revered by the people of this
country for ail time to come, that there was no ntcessity
for tinkerirg with it, that it would become an established
fact and the law would remain on the statute-book as the
promoters placed it there for time immemorial. But what
is the fact ? Day af ter day we have deputations here asking
for changes in this beneficent law, asking that the duty be
reduced in many instances, and in other instances be raised,
and we have had abundant deputations during the present
Session. I will, if the House will permit me, point to a number
of the deputations that hve waited on the Government this
year with a view to obtain changes in the tariff. We had a
deputation waiting on the Government from Cape Breton
asking for an increased duty on bituminous coal. Another
deputation came asking that the item under which
worsted yarn came in should be changed and a duty be
imposed on dyed or finished wool. Another deputation
from Montreal asked for an increased duty on fine leather
Another from Hamilton asked an increase in the duty on
bent felloes. A deputation came from Bryson asking that
thoroughbred dogs be put on the free list. We supposed
i hey were g ing to let loose the dogs on farmers' sheep.
Ther e was a deputation from London asking an increase on
chuins and dairy material. From Toronto we had Mr.
Poleon, who wished that certain iron and steel articles used
in steamship building be placed on the free list. When the
Government increase the duty they say they lower the
price, and wht n tby take off the duty they say they lower
the price. Su:h are the utterances of the supporters of the

ovotrnmet Lt in th s House. Here is a gentleman asking
working in the line of temperance that ho formerly used to that the duty be taken cf. I do net know what excuse
advocate very strongly in this House, and I believe ho does hon, gentlemen opposite will give, but I admit they are
not advocate it just as strongly now as ho did some years clever at giving excuses. If thero is eue thing I
ago. The giving to one class of the community their raw admire about the Goverument and thoir supporters
material free, and taxing the raw material of another class, it is their ability te make excuses; ami whether a
is a principle which this House should not readily assent duty is iucreased or dccieased the samo excuse je
to, though it is a well-known fact that on many occasions a given, and it goos down with the Governmont sup.
majority in this House- porters. Thon we had a deputation frm the boot

aud shoe manufacturera cf Ontario protesting vigorously
MEMBER INTRODUCED. against auy duty on fine leather. So wo had a deputatien
CuÂLESWELETCOLER Esuir, embr fr he lecorl Dstietasking fer an increase cf the daty, and anot ber asking, forCHAnnLus WIMsta COLTZIR, Esquire, Nember for the Electoral Distict,,Z

of Baldimand, introduced by Sir Richard Cartwright and Mr. Charlton. te removal cf the duty on fine leather. We had a deputa-
tion froni. Goderich asking an incroaseocf the duty on fleur.

Mr. LANDERKIN-That is another protest against We have had a resolution bronght jute this fouse asking
class legislation, Mr. Speaker. That is another evidence that fortilisers ho placed on the froc list, acd we have aise
of a desire on the part of the people to have extended had a deputation cf Tory members aeking that fortilisers be
trade relations, and it is a further evidence that they net placed on the troc liet. A nether very important mat-
desire to have fair play accorded to their representative. ter under the National Policy apparently is that relating te
The gentleman who was just introduced into the House doge, fer we first had a deputation cf deg lanciers on the
bas been elected on three occasions before, but by some subjoot, thon a deputation of Tory memhersasking that the
hocus-pocus arrangement ho has been deprived of rights duty on collie doge ho removod. We have also had a depu-
that ho was elected by the people teoenjoy. It will ho tation skiug that the duty on emal fruits aud bernes ho
gratifying to the Government to find that the principles re-imposed. Thon we had a deputation, iutroducod hy col.
that we are advocating in this louse are meeting with a Donison, asking for groater protection on piano actions, aud
hearty response in the country. This is the third indication Iast a deputation lunfavor cf combines. Thus we have had
we have had of it during this Session, and still they are doputatiens asking for greater sud for lessor protection. I
coming. I will refer briefly to some of the views that are do net propose te ask auy change in the tarif in the ro-
advanced by our friends from the other aide of the House, lution I tubmit te the flouse. I do Rot propose te trike off
in reference to the tarif. When the tariff is increased on a duty or te add a duty. 1 propoie te show the duty te
an article, and when the Minister of Finance tells the flouse stand, bui ask this House te take sueh stops as wilI onsure
that the increase of that tarif will reduce the price of that that net enly the farmer but every other clase b. placed in
article, nearly every one behind that hou, gentleman will the same position. I ask nething for eue clase that I am
say, that is so. When the tariff is taken off an article and net willing te give te another. I aek that tho advantage
the hon. gentleman says that it will lower the price of the given by the Goverument te ene claEs lu the cermunity
article, every hon. gentleman bhoind him will say, that ever every other clase should ho removed se that every clae
is so. If the tariff is put up, or if the tariff is put shah have a fair field sud ne favor.
down, the same effect is produced in the minds of the hon.
gentlemen who support the Government in this House. Mr. WOOD (Westmor<Iaud). I desire, as the hou. gen-
We were told when this tariff was introduced that it was tieman bas brought this subjeet te the notice of the Govern.
the mostrfect tariff it was possible for the mind of man ment and the Rouse, te say a few wordz il regard te the

thtth ut etae cf d otko wa ecs
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question of the duty on corn. While I cannot endorse
every statement the hon. gentleman has made, especially
with regard to the general effeet of the tarif and the dis-
atisfaction which he seems to think prevails in this country
in regard to its varions provisions, I shall yet be glad to
assist the hon. gentleman in so far as I can in any honest
attempt to improve the tarif, which I believe has had a
very beneficial effect upon the country at large. I would
be very glad indeed if the Government, in revising the tariff
as they may find it necessary, could see their way clear in
some way to remove the duty on corn when imported for
feeding purposee. As hon. gentlemen are no doubt aware,
the raising of stock and dairying have become very im-
portant branches of agricultural industry in the Mari-
time Provinces. While the climate and soil of the
Lower Provinces are admirably adapted for root crops,
and while we have hay in abundance there, the farmers
engagel in fattening stock are obliged to import a consider-
able quantity of other feed in order to carry on their opera.
tions successfully. They have long felt the duty on corn
to be something which weighs heavily on their industry, and
there is a general desire that this duty should be removed,
It is true that their importations at the present time do not
indicate a very general use of corn, but if the duty were
removed the consumption of corn for feeding purposes
would be largely increased. I scarcely think that the
plan proposed by the hon. gentleman on the resolution
1,ow before the House would be practicable or workable,
but some arrangement might be made by whieh corn for
all purposes except for distilling would come into the cour:-
try free. It is in the interest of the Maritime Provinces
that the duty on cornmeal should be reduced or removed
entirely. Some years ago i advocated the adoption of some
such policy. I desire, as this matter has come up again, to
express these views, and I trust the Minister of Finance
will take up this matter seriously and adopt some means
by which this duty can be removed.

Gen. LAURIE. The hon. member for North Grey (Mr.
Landerkin) has, in the first place-if he will permit me to
refer to one of his remarks-pointed to the new member
who was introduced this afternoon as one of the proofs that
this country is against the present fiscal policy of the
Government. He aiso alluded to the fact that there were
two other proofs that the people wore against this fiscal
policy. It is quite possible there were those proofs; but
were there not also proofs of approbation of that policy ? I
think my presence here speaks for itself. There are others
beside me who also discussed that question before their
constituents, and they, like myself, bave been sent to this
louse to defend this fiscal policy. The hon. gentleman's

position is a little illogical and inconsequential. He stands
before us as the mover of a resolution which he declares is
not to interfere with the tariff, in fact he appears before us
as a free trader, and yet he does not wish to see the duty
removed from corn. I want to go further. I stand here as
a defender of the National Policy. I hold, however, that
corn is a raw material for manufacture. And speaking of
that, I believe it is a reasonable position for a defender of
the National Policy, as I am, to take, that the duty should
be removed from corn altogether.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Hear, hear.
Gen. LAURIE. The hon. gentleman says, "hear, hear."

Why dc es ho not propose it ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. I wish to explain to the hon. gentle.

man that my motion covers that, and refers specially to the
duty as regards class legislation. I did not say I was
opposed to corn being put on the free list.

Gen. LAURIE. If you amend your resolution so as to
make it read that the duty should be removed altogether,
I will be happy to support it4

Somc hon. MEMBERS. Move an amendment.
Gen. LAURIE. I prefer to let this resolution stand. I

have plenty of time to take further action in this respect.
This House will sit for some time yet, and it will be quite
within my power to do so at a future time.

Some hon. ME KBERS. Do it now.
Gen, LAURIE. Why should I do it now? I believe I

am within my own discretion in this matter, and I can do
it when I think proper.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Move the amendment now.
Gen. LAURIE. I am obliged to the hon. gentle-

men for the promptings I receive, and I hope when the
time comes that I shall have their support for such a mo-
tion. I can see that this, to a very large extent, is a Mari.
time Province question. When we corne te consider the
figures of the importation of corn, and te what Provinces it
is imported, we will find that it is mainly to the Maritime
Provinces that this importation is made. I find that in the
last lour years 512,000 barrels of cornmeal were imported
into Canada. Of that I find that Ontario only imported
25,000 barrels, Quebec, 6,500 barrels, Manitoba and the
North-West, 3,958 barrels. In ail, the Upper Provinces,
fron Quebec to the west, have imported .45,000 barrels of
cornmeal ; while the Lower Provinces, New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, imported 477,000
barrels. Therefore, I say it is largely our question and I
trust that the members from the Upper Provinces, who re-
cognise that we are prepared to meet them in supportlng a
duty on articles which they produce, will be willing to con-
cede their support to us in obtaining, free of duty, articles
which they do not produce. As I have shown before, the
total import of American manufactured cornmeal into
Canada was 512,000 barrels, of which 477,000 barrels were
imported into the Lower Provinces. During this same nu m-
ber of years we ground in our own millis only 200,000 barrels,
so that out of the total consumption of 677,000 barrels in the
Lower Provinces, we ourselves ground less than one-third,
I claim, Sir, that it would be a verygreat advantage te us if
the duty was taken off this grain so that our people could
be employed in grinding that corn in our own mills. I do
not ask that the duty should be taken off cornmeal, but I
ask that corn should be recognised as a raw material, that
it should be free of duty, and that we thon should have an
opportunity of grinding it ourselves. If we examine the
question further we will find that if such were the case
that our own mills would have 200 per cent. more employ-
ment than at the prosent time, to the amonut of 850,000 im
labor for putting up that -grain and grinding the meal in
our own mills. I have already brought the matter t,> the
notice of the Government, and I am informed it is under
consideration. I sincerely trust it will receive such con-
sideration as will result in the removal of the duty on corn
and in the recognition of what I believe to be the true
principle of the National Policy, that raw material should
come in free to be manufactured hore so that our own
people may be employed. As regards the request that I
should make an amendment now, I beg to say that I prefer
to leave the matter in the hands of the Government, in the
hope that when they take it into consideration they will see
th ir way to foster our industries to the extent and in the
direction I have indicated,

Mr. McàLILLAN (Huron). Mr. Speaker, in rising to
speak te this motion I would say that the object of the
farmer is to improve the soil and to produce as much growth
as possible on a small quantity of land, as well as to raise
live stock for the market. As this question includes the
fattening of stock for the English market, allow me te refer
to its bearing in this aspect and to say that this is a very
important industry in Canada at the present time and one
that is rapidly increasing in importance. I find that in
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1878 ve only exported 29,900 head cf cattle, and of that Province is more interested in the removal of that duty
number only 7,400 were sent to the Euglish market as fat than the Province of Ontario. I find that in the year 1888,
cattle. There was the large number of 17,000 sent to the the whole amount of duty paid on corn imported into the
United States. When we consider the extent of this trade Dominion, was $173,3S4, of which the Province of Ontario
at the present time we see the importance of this industry paid $143,215, leaving only $30,100 to be paid by the other
and the rapid increase it bas made in Canada. We find that Provinces. But wben we come to corn meal, I find that in
in 1888 we exported over 100,000 head of cattle, and of 1888, the amount of duty paid in the whole Dominion on
that number 54,000 were sent as beef cattle into the English that article was $53,837, of which Ontario only paid 83,419,
market and 40,000 were sent into the American market as while the Province of Nova Scota paid $42,z21; and that
stockeis. When we take those figures into consideration, is a duty on the food of the fishermen and workingmen of
it must be apparent to every gentleman at all acquainted that Province. Now, Sir, when we take into consideration
with agriculture, or with the condition of the country that, according to Sir John Lawr, one of the foremost
at the present time, that this is a very important agriculturists of the British Islands at the present time,
and a rapidly growing industry and one that requires one ton of cornmeal bas a manure value of £t Ils. or
every encouragement from the Government and from $7.44, we can see that it is of the utmost importance
all other sources that possibly can give it encouragement. to the farmers of Canada to get a cheap feed for cattle
We find, Sir, that the quantity was more in 1F885 and 1887 and also to increase the supply of manure, seeing that
than it was during 1688. We find that during the year 1888 we do not produce this article of food in our own bor-
the whole amount of cattle exported was only $5.000,OO ders, to make it as free as possible to our people.
worth, while in 1887 it had reached $6,000,000, and in 1-85, Now, we find that last year 40,000 stock cattle, and the
$7,337,000 worth, showirg that the export of cattle bas not previous year 4à,000, went into the United States from
increascd during the last year or two. The view of a great Canada; and one reason why the fecders of the United
many of the most progreLsive farmers of Canada, to-day, is States are able in this way to purchase our cattle, pay a
that fattening cattle does not in reality pay the farmer. If duty of .0 per cent., and take them into their own country,
any means could be adoptcd for giving the farmers a is that they possess this chesp food. It is not because the
cheaper feed for their cattle it would be a great benefit to United States require our cattle, for they are large ex.
the farming community. If the feed thatthey are not able porters of cattle themselves. We find that the United
to raise on their own farms could be cheapened, and an States export to the British market 241,360 head of beef
arrangement made whereby they could sell their own pro cattle; so that the 40,000 they take out of the Dominion of
duce and invest in cheap feed, so as to give them better Canada and fatten in their own country, either goes to the
returns in raisirg catile. it is the duty of the Government English mai ket to compete with our bef there, or they
to adopt suchu means. We fiîd that at the present lime Fupplant a cetain number of their own cattle. Therefore,
corn, in the United Stats, is sold at 33 cents per bushel, in order that we may be ab e to hold our own in exporting
and within the lasit two or three weeks it bas been sent to beef and carry that important industry to a succesful issue,
the western part of the Provir ce of Ontario at b9 cents a it is the duty of the Government to give the farmers this
bushel in bond. But, when wu add 7J cents per buwhel to relief. It is only in jrstice to oureelves that we ask this.
that price, it raises the 1 oice to more than 46 cents, But it may be said that there are certain portions of the
and it is not in the power of the farmers to pay such Dominion which would be injured by the removal of the
a price for it for feeding cattle and to get a profitable duty, as proposed by the hon. member for Shelburne.
return. Let us enquire into the facts and see whether or Well, i take exception to the statement. There is no proof
not the imposition of duty on corn has had the effect of that the duty has increased the price of corn to producerh.
reducirg the cor sumption of corn brought into the country. By the Trade and Na.igauon Returns, I find that in 1878
I tind that ihet dty basreduced the cousumption of corn by corn was bioueht into Canada at 47¾ cents a bushel; and
one million and eighty eight thousand bushels between 1878 exported at 66J etis, showing a profit of 19 cents per
and 1860. Wîth those facts before us we will see that it is bushel ; and I ind in an abstract which has been placed in
eertainly the duty of the Government togive us some relief, the bands of every member, that in 1881 corn was 55 cents

especialy m hen we find that there is another class of the per bushel in the Unitei Sates, while i was 66 cents per
community not so importanta class as the farmers; a class bushel in Montreal; but when we come down to 18"t6 we
that does not increase the welfare of the country in the find that corn was 49 cents per bushel in the United States
same ratio as the agricultural clais do, and who yet are and 49 centsin Montreal. Certainly it is proof positive that
more favored. I refer to the distillers. Since they are the duty on corn has not benefited those who produce corn
favored with a rebate of the daty up:n the corn that they in Canada, but rather the opposite, when we find that the
manufacture into spirits and export from the country, I do producers of corn in Ontar io under the National Policy did
notsee why thefarmers should bedenied the sameprivilege, not get as bigh prices as they did before the National
seeing that they are the greatest producers of wealth and Pol.cy came Into existence, when compared with prices in
the greatest exporters of produce out of the Dominion of the United States. There is another proof that the im-
Canada. There is another view which bas to be taken in position of duty on corn bas injured the trade of the coun-
connection with this subject. We must remember that the try. We find that in 1878 thete was a profit of $790,000
distillers, besides getting a rebate on corn, have the grains made upon corn, which for one item is certainly no insig-
left to feed their cattle, and the distillers use thiis feeding to a nificant sum, whereas in 1888 there was only $138,000 cf
large extent. They have this aliso free of duty of any profit on corn ; so that besides not benefitting the farmers,
description, which is a further injustice to the farmer, the duty injures the trade of the country. There is another
They can even enter the markets, and, by buying stock very important induîsty in the country which at the
stcers and feeding them, enter into competition with the present time requires to be nurtured in every possible
fai-mers of Canada. We are certainly entitled to that shape, that is, the dairy industry. The experience of
consideration at the bands of the Governument, and I was those who have entered into that induatry for the last
very much pleased indeed to see the bon. member for Shel- two or three y(ars is that it is an actual necessity
burne (Gen. Laurie) rise and state that he would favor, to sow a very large amount of corn for green feed and
not only the rebate of the duty to the farmers of the Dom- 1 ensilage, which is being adopted very rapidly in Canada,
inion, but the removal of the duty entirely. He stated that thereiore i hold that it is the duty of the Government to
the Lower Provinces are more affected by the duty on corn allow corn to cone in free, steing that all the seed we get
than the people of the other Provinces; but I say that no for sowing, both for fodder and ensilage, comes from the
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United States. Any gentleman who has paid any attention
to the dairy industry within the last few years knows that
the farmers must supplant their pastures if they are to be
succeseful. Now, I am just going to speak of another
feature of the National Policy, and them I am done. I have
been actually astonished atstatements that have been thrown
across the floor at us on this side of the House. One of
those statements is that the farmers of the country pay
almost no taxation. The hon. member for North Grey (Mr.
Masson), no longer ago than yesterday, stated that the
farmers paid almost no duty. "Go to the farmer's
house," he said, "and see his table, and see what quan.
tity of things are on that table on which duties have
been paid." I would ask if the farmers of the Dominion of
Canada do not set as respectable a table as any other class
of the community ? I would ask if the farmers of Canada
only feed upon the husks of the food that goes to supply
the tables of those not engaged in that industry ? And
yet, Mr. Speaker, I find farmers sitting on the other
side of this louse who are willing to swallow the
bait and take down every indignity thrown at them as a
class. Then, again, we are told that on their clothing the
farmers of this country pay no duty. Why, Sir, let the
hon. gentleman examine the tariff, and see if the clothes
worn by the farmers and farm laborers of this country do
not pay a higher duty than the clothing of those in other
positions. I say we are taxed more heavily on these goods
than any other class in the Dominion, and I say it is an
indignity thrown against the farmers of this country to
point to their table or their dress as an indication that they
do not pay an equal amount of duty to that paid by any
other class in the country. We were asked last night by
the hon. member for the south riding of Ontario (Mr.
Smith), what we would do with our cattle if we did not get
a large population into the country to consume them. i
beg to inform that hon. gentleman that the export
cf our fed cattle is rapidly on the increase, and
that whatever other effect the National Policy
may have, it has had no eflect at ail in keep-
ing our cattle at home, despite the assertion by the hon.
the First Minister, when introducing that policy, that not
only our agricultural products, our butter and our cheese,
but our cattle, would be consumed in our own country,
when all these tall chimneys would be in full play. Well,
we have had ten years' experience of the National Policy,
and yet to-day we export more of that class of produce than
we ever did, and the exports are continuing to increase.
We were told by the hon. the Minister of Agriculture that
we can purchase goods 20 to 25 per cent. cheaper now than
we ever did, but we cannot purchase them as cheaply as
tbe reduction in the old country markets, which I have
visited three times within the last four years, would warrant.
I have been told there that the improvements in machinery
and in methods of manufacture have reduced goods more
than 30 per cent ; so that, even admitting the statement of
the hon. gentleman to be correct, we do not get the full
benefit of the improvements in manufactures which have
been obtained in other parts of the world. I hope the
Government, therefore, will see their way, if they cannot
remove the daty on corn, to give to our farmers a rebate
upon the amount used in feeding cattle, as soon as they
prove atisfactorily to the Government that the cattle have
been exported.

Mr. MASSON. The hon. gentleman who has just
spoken made reference to the debate of last night, and to
the statement which fell from me that the farmers, as a
class, pay but little of the import duties. I expected that
the hon. gentleman, when he challenged that statement,
would at least have advanced some argument in behalf
of the contrary contention, or have brought down some
detail or some facts to show wherein our agrioultural

community pay anything like the import duties that other
ciasses do. Ho referred to nbe workingmen in our cities.
Well, I say that the laboring classes in our cities pay
more of the import duties than do the farmers. When
I pointed to the table of the farmer, the hon. gentleman
contended that I wished to infer that it is not as well fur-
nished as that of other classes. I did not mean anything
of the kind, but we ail know that the farmer produces a
large proportion of what he eats, and that no duty is paid
on that. It is only begging the question to go off on tan.
gents of that kind and make broad and sweeping assertions
which are not backed by any fact or argument. Let hon.
gentlemen opposite point to the articles of diet, and of
clothing, let them p int out wbat there is to be found
around the farmer's p'ace which is imported. The hon.
gentleman said that the farmer pays a duty on woollen
goods. I would ask, do the farmers, do the laboring classes,
or even the professional classes, as a rule, wear imported
woollen goods ? No, tharks to the National Policy, our
Canadian woollen goods have taken the place of the im-
ported articles, and are worn by all our laboring classes
and fîrmers and by our professional men. As to this reso-
lation before the House, I agree with one portion of the re
marks of the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood),
that it is impracticable, and to that point of the resulution
I will address myself first. We are a-ked that a rebate be
given on imported corn which is fed to cattle that are ex-
ported, and not on that fed to cattle slaughtered and used
in this country. Now, that would mean that the farmer
would import a certitin quantity of grain to be fed to cat tle
to be consumed in ihis miarktt, nnd a certain quaitity to b
fed to catile to be exported. There would have to bean in.
spector in every farm-yard, as there is in every distillery
now, to find out bow much of the corn was consumed for
the one purpose and how much for the other. It is
clear that it is uttes ly impracticabie. We have in-
spectors in the distilleries for various purposes, so
that there is not much expense in having them
take note of the quantity of corn used there ; and
there is a great dimtinction between the two classes as
regards the consumption of corn. One of the classes being
composed of men who arc under the direct scrutiny of the
Government from the rime the raw material comes in until
their product is exported, it is in their case easy tracing
how much corn is used for that purpose; in the other, the
effect of making any distinction would be to allow corn in
free for ail purposes. For once the corn came into the
bands of the retailer ho would sell to people feeding lor
export and for home consumption. How could the line ob
drawn ? A young animal is fed for two years-when
can it be said hie is to be fed for exportation ? If ho is to
be fed from the calf for exportation, ail that ho consumes
should be free of duty. The whole thing is impracticable,
and if there is any object in the hon. geotleman's resolution,
it is to bring about covertly the frec importation of corn.
What the effect of the free importation of corn
would be to the farmers of Ontario is perbaps a
matter that requires very close investigation. I have
for some time been trying to satisfy myself asto what
the result would ho, and I have come to the conclusion
that it would be a serious diraster. The reason is this :
corn, as a grain for feeding purpcses, would then come
directly into competition with our oats and other coarser
grains, the pi ices of which would be thereby reduced. On
a former occasion in this Hiouse I went into considerabie
detail as to the effect of the free importation of oats. I
then made, as a summary of my remarks, the statement
that the difference between the price of oats in Chicago
and the price in Toronto and Owen Sound and other lake
ports was, on an average, from 12 to 14 cents, that it was
seldom under 12 and frequently over 14 cents. I ind in
yesterday's paper that in Toronto to.day oats are quoted 36
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to 37 cents, and in Chicago they are quoted at 25 cents,
which shows a difference of from 11 to 12 cents. What is
the cause of that? Why are oats lower in Chicago than
here ? The reason iQ that in Chicago they have to come
into direct competition with corn which is quoted to-day at
34 to 35 cents in that mai kct. Therefore the relative pro-
perties of feeding being greater in corn than in oats, it is
not to be expected that oats would continue to fetch 36 to
37 cents in Toronto, if corn which is selling at 34 to 35
cents in Chicago was allowed to bo imported free.
The result of that would be that, in my opinion, the effect
of the free importation of corn would be to reduce the price
of oats in Ontario at least 10 cents a bushel. Now, if that
would be the effect on the price of oats, we have to consider
the quantity of oats grown in Ontario in each year. We
export from two to three million bushels of oats a year, but
that alone would not be affected to the extent of 10 cents a
bushel. Every bushel the farmer has to sel, amounting to
between twenty-five and twenty-eight million bushels, would
mean a loss to him of 10 cents a bushel. That would be a
serions matter. But that is not the only grain which wmuld be
affected by this. In many parts of Ontario they grow large
quantities of peas, and I think they do the same in the
other Provinces. Twenty years ago, the north-western
States of the Union, the State of Michigan particularly, grew
a great quantity of peas. Michigan is not so situated as to
enable the people to grow corn. They cannot grow corn,
but they can grow oats and peas. Ontario, up to the pre.
sent day, does grow a largo quantity of peas, and the
farmers find it not ory a g>od profiable crop, but a good
crop in regard to the imprjvement of the land. What his
been the effect of the growLh, or the increase in the growLh,
of western corn on the pea crop of the United States ? It
bas actually driven it out of existence, so that last year our
neighbors took off the duty on peas in order to allow peas
to be bronght in and aillow the Boston belle to have her
pea soup. Yon find now that peas are not in the American
market reports, they are not in the market in Michigan
or in any of the northern and eastern States. It is a serious
matter for farmers to consider. These few men who have
gone largely into stock raising and are specially interested
in stock leeding, because that is what is more referred to
than stock raising, want to get the corn admitted free for
food. They wi-h to buy their gruin and feed their stock
at the expense of their neighb>rs who are not interested in
that way, and who trust to the sale of their grain We
have no evidence that the grains we grow in Canada do not
turn ont as good cattle and as well-fed cattle as any cattle
can be. We know that our cattle take the markets of
England, and that the cattle which are so fed are well
reeeived here in Canada. Why, then, should half a dozon
people in a township-because I doubt if there are many
townships in Ontario where you will find more than half a
dozen, or a ilozen at the outside, wbo devote their attention
to stock fecding and do not grow the grain they feed-be
benefited at the expense of ail the others ? I heard one
man say that if ho could buy corn, he would soli his oats.
Yes, but be could not soli his oats at the same price, for
the lumbermen, and ail those who want corn cheap,
would not buy oats at ail unless oats were proportionately
cheap; so lb is absurd to say that we would gain by the
importation of coin. I think the result in a few years of
carrying oat this proposal would be that the value
of oats would sirk to the level of the Chicago market.
that i8, 10 or 12 cents below what oats are worth now, and
that our peas would be driven from the country. I do not
wish to detain the House much longer, although this is very
important. It is only one of the kicks which hon. gentle-
man are giving at the National Policy. They have at.
tacked it as a whole and bave been foiled. The country
has repudiated them and sustained the Government on the
general ground, and now they are making an attack upon

Mr. MAsox,

it in detail, they are attacking it piecemeal, and this is one
of the attacks on which they hope to catch the farmers'
vote. If this were adopted, the farmers of Ontaio would
not have to thank those bon. gentlemen a year hence. The
houn. gentleman who took bis seat just now said that the
duty had not increased the price of corn. If that is so-and
I had not time to check bis statements in order to seo
whether that was true or not-why it is that the Americans
are forcing their corn on the market ? Whenever they get
a drop in the home market and have corn on their hands,
they thrust it in to take possession of our markets. We
import large quantities of oats and corn. My bon. friend
from Shelburne (Gen. Laurie) stated that Nova Scotia and
the Provinces by the sea did ail the importing of corn.
Perhaps he referred more to cornmeal. It is Ontario that
does most of the importing of corn. Of the 2,331,667
bushels of corn which were imported according to the last
returns, Ontario imported 1,909,540, leaving ail the other
Provinces a little less than haif a million bushels. What is
that imported for ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. Distillation.
Mr. MASSON. A great deal of it is imported to be

greund, but, if the people of Nova Scotia import it only for
the purpose of grinding, the duty of 7j cents per bushel
would not much increase the amount paid by any family,
and would not be a very serious burden. The hon. gentle-
man says hoeis willing that allowance should be made for
what we grow in this country. We in Ontario have allowed
duties to be put on as part and parcel of the National
Policy, The people of Oatario have yielded item alLer item
in favor of Nova Scotia.

Mr. MITOIIRLL. What are they?
Mr. MASSON. And those people have insisted on the

exchange being made.
Mr. MITCHELL. Tell ns what they are.
Mr. MASSON. They want to set off ail these duties by

the duty on wheat.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the hon. gentleman permit me

for one moment ? Will you tell me what they are.
Mr. MASSON. If the hon. gentleman will only possess

his seul in îputience, I wili answer in due time.
Mr. MITCHELL. Tell us what they are, then.
Mr. MASSON. There is one matter which is clear to

every person in Ontario. There is one duty from
which we hoped to reap a beneft in time, but at first it
was entirely to the benefit of the Lower Provinces, and that
is in reference to iron. The duty which was put on iron
was put on with special reference to the Lower Provinces,
where they have both the coal and the iron. In Ontario,
we bave the iron, and wC hope to develop smelting works
and ail tbat kind of thing in time, but the Lower Provinces
are reaping the benefits now and they ask us to be satisfied
with the duty on wheat and to crowd out ail the other pro-
ducts. Ontario sends supporters to the present Govern-
ment in quite a large number. Quite a large majority sup.
port the right hon. gentleman here. Compare those behind
the Treasury benches here with those who support Mr.
Meredith, the leader of the Ontario Opposition, and repre-
sentative of the same party in the Ontario House, and sec
the great difference, one with a handful at his back, a
large majority against him, while here the large majority
is on the other side. Ail that results from the support
given to the National Policy of the Government in the
matter of proteciion to the larmers. That is the matter
which they control, it is the rural dietricts which have
made the change, and not the manufacturing centres.
We find the representation of the cities mach
the same in both Houses, but when you come
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to the rural districts you find the farmers supporting burdens are to be imposed; but where favors are to'be
the Conservative party, because they see and can under- received, we want our own share. I think it is to the in.
stand that it has affected favorably their home markets, as terest of the farmers of Ontario that their coarse grains
compared with other markets. When they see, as the should be protected, and I think that our friends down by
farmers in my riding did see, Chicago oats, at the opening the sea should not object to that protection.
of navigation, coming into their harbor on the first vessel
thet entered it, and a drop take place in one day from 40 Mr. FISHER. I have been much pleased to hear the
cents to 28 cents-that is something that they recollect. speech of the hon. gentlerran who has just sat down. I was
Now they see the price in their market from 12 to 14 cents much surprised, however, to hear that hon gentleman, who,
above the price in the Chicago market. They point to the I believe, represents an agricultural constituency in the
National Policy and say, that is how we keep our markets Province of Ontario, describe the firhermen of the Lower
up, and have our home market protected for ourselves and Provinces as a class of people who desire to have their
for our own benefit. It is for these reasons that the bread buttered on both aides and a little jam thrown in to
National Policy bas received the sanction and support of help them. He said that in that respect they were similar
the farmers of this country. Now, I think that the free to the farmers of this country, who wanted more protec.
importation of corn would not be to the advantage of the tion from this House. Sir, it comes very ill from an hon.
Ontario far mers. The other point which might be taken gentleman who pretends that he represents a farmera' con.
out of this resolution is that it is unfair that the dis. stituency, to intimate that the farmers are so unjust, so
tillers should have a rebate on their corn which they illogical, in their demands for fair play. I do not believe
produce into spirite for exportation. Now, I am willing that is in any sense a fair or a right representation, either
to agree, to some extent, to that part ot the resolution. of the fishermen of the Lower Provinces, or of the farmers
I do not myself see any particular reason why the distillers of this middle part of the Dominion of Canada. The far-
should be allowed that rebate. I know the theory on which mers are perfectly ready arA willing, and able to stand by
it is based, which is, that if so much grain i3 imported into themselves and work for themselves, to earn their own
this country as araw material, and is manufactured bere into living and to be content ed with it. But in earning
spirits, and these are exported, the operation gives labor to their livirrg they do not wis.h to be obliged to
so many men in this country. I do not think thatwhen we work at a disadvantage witn the other people of
look over the distilling business and find it is in the hands the country; and wben, as the hon. gentleman himself
of a few men, large concerns, scattered here and there over statcd, we find that in this particular instunce the farmers
the country, and when we find the exporters reduced down are working ut a direct disadvantage in competition wh a
to about two-at least in the Province of Ontario; because certain class of the community, the distillers, I think it te-
when others export they do so in small quantities only-I hcoves that hon. gentleman, who represents, I suppose,
cannot see that it can be a great bonefit to the distillera. many more farmers thari he does distillers, to work for their
When we find that so few persons are teneftred, I cannot interests, and to see that their interests are promoted. In
see that there is any real corresponding benefit to the rest connection with ibis que-tion of the distillerp, I canr.ot re.
of the community. As pointed out by the hon. mem ber frain from pointiig oit ut once thut theîe is a very unfair
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), a large portion of that competition on the part of the distillers, who obtain their
material, and perhaps the mLst profitable portion of that corn free of duty, against the farmers who are ma'e to pay
material, is brought in duty free, or the duty is entirely a duty on the same corn. We ail know very well that in
rebated-that is, the refuse that is used for feeding cattle, this country there is a large number of distillery.fed cattle
and we find that this is used in competition with other exported to the old land. These cattlei, re fed with the re.
feeders; so that I do not myself see any particular reason fuse of the distillery, and in ihat refube we I1 now thiat ihere
for that rebate being continued, I only give that as my is a large portion of th soiid ingredients of the orn imhich
individual opjinion. I can see the theory on which it is the distillers hac e imporLtd, ard upon whiih they have not
based, but, practically, I do not see that it is of rruch paid the duty, and which they feed to those cattle in the r
benefit. Although I am not a supporter of my hon. distillery berna, and in this way they erter into
friend's motion, made last night, for total prohibition, competition with the lai mers who are obliged to
I am not one who would say that the distlllers are a buy corn and pay a duty on it, and then feed
class that shound be particularly favored, and for that it to the cattle which they send to England. I
reason I do not see why a rebate, that amounts to a very contend that the distillers stard to-day in the position of
large sum of money, sbould be given back to these mon, having obtained an unfair advantageover the farmers, with
merely for the purpose of increasing their profits. I think whomn they come in direct competition, in regard to feod-
also that the excise duties increase the price of their pro- ing cattle. It is an unfair state of things, that the distiller
duce. That duty is a direct tax, and they take advantage of who fe< d animals for the English market should not be
that, and these gentlemen, I believe, take an undue obligod to pay duty on the corn which he partially uses in
advantage of it, that they increase the price on all their that feeding, while farmers who feed animals onu an adjoin-
brands to the full amount of the excise duty. Therefore, I ing lot are obliged to pay the full duty upon their corn.
do not see any reason why this rebate sbould be continued- The burden of the argument of the hon. gentleman who
speaking personally on the subject. However, the resolu- has just resumed his seat, against the or iginal motion is
tion in its present form, as I have said, is certainly imprac- that it is an entirely impracticable motion, that it is not
ticable, and the only result that might follow from adopting possible to enforce it because it would be impossible that
it would not be beneficial to the class that it is intended to the corn fed to animals exported could be accurately
help. Now, I know that our friends down by the sea make measured. I agree, to a certain extent, with the hon. gentle-
a cry about their fishermen. Their cry is much like that man, not that it would be an impracticable motion were
about the farmers-they are the two classes without any it carried, but that it does not go quite so far as I would
protection. INow, if I am right, I think the fishermen do like to see Parliament go. I quite agree that this motion
receive protection ; I think there is something like Ashery would not dispose entirely and adequately of the injustice
bounties and all that sort of thirg. Surely if that is so, it under which the farmers lie, as compared with the dis-
is an offset to the 7î cents a bushel on corn that they have tillera and other protected industries. As a matter of
to pay. I do not see that they can ask to have their bread fact the motion would only apply to those farmers who are
buttered on both aides, and then a little jam thrown in. In feeding stock for expert. It happens that I come from a
Ontario we are quite willing to bear our own share whero section of the country where the feeding of cattle is not
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largely car ied on; but we have another indumtry which ih
perbaps even more irrporiant : I allude to the great dairy-
ing ininstry. Any une who is familiar with the export
trade knows very well that the products of cheese and
butter are greatly in excess of the value of the meat we
send to the old country. I contend that if farmers choose
to buy cornmeal and corn and feed it to cows instead of to
oxen designed to be slaughtered, they ought to obtain i
rebate of the duty paid on that corn just as much as the
farmer who feeds it to stock or the distiller who puts it into
whiskey. Believing this to be the case and granting, as 1
do franikly, that it would be rather difficult tto find the exact
measure of the corn which would be cntairned in the butter
and the cheese or the animal exported to the old country.
and wishing to go further tuan the original motion, I propose
te move an amendment to the motion to place corn on the
free list. I think that would meet any suggestion as to the
impracticability of the motion and also remove the objection
i myself feel that this motion does not go far enough in
protecting all classes of farmers in this country and re-
moving ail discriminations against them and in favor of the
distiller. The hon. gentleman who just resumed bis seat
made several remarks with rogard to the question of corn
being free. lu that connection ho specially dwelt upon the
danger that such action would interfere with the ruling
prices of peas, oats and barley in this country. In regard
te the section from which I come, I do not think it would
matter very much, because we in the Eastern Townships
are not a grain-raiing community; but I am quite willing
and desirous ot piotecting ail portions of the farming com-
munity, although I may not be personally interesteýd. Ii I
thought serious inj iry would a ise to the great bulk of the
farmers I would not urge tlis proposition, but I have fail
confidence that it would not do so, and I regard the hon.
gentleman's argument in rerard to the prices of peas, oats
and barley as whol!y unl2uteable. lu the tirt place, before the
tariff was instituted, bote e the diuty was placed on corn, oui
peas, barliy and oats entered into compotiion with corn and
maintained their prices in comparison îvit corn at that time,
and as a matter of tact, as we expoit ta very large poi tion
of our barley and oats, and a cousidt rable g uantity of peas,
the pricem of t ho-e articles in a general way are regulated by
the expoit pries. I mattrs ot whether eorn is bouht
a littie che aper( or dearer. Il it is the faut that the prices
of those grains are largely dopendent on export prices,
then the pr:ce of corn for feeding purposes woulu not
influence their prices. Where there is one farmer who
buys other grain for feeding purposes there are 7 doz,'n who
endeavor te buy corn for leeding purposes tor cattle and the
ordinary prosecution of bis basiness. Furthermore, it is a
well-known fact that for fattening put-poses, and largely for
dairying purposes, corn is one of the cheape.t feeds for
animals, and in a general wtay it would pay our iarmers
better to sell their peas and barloy for other purpses, to
sell their barley for malting puIr poses and to expor t ihuir
other coarse grains and buy coroi, and lin that way they
would reap thefuli benefit, not ouly ofteir ki!l if) growing,
but of their business bkill in securing as intuh profit as
possible. ln the present stage of our fartuiîig th; is abs
lutely necessary. Not only must our farmters3 be eficuient
tillers of the soiu, but they must conduct their business
according to the best business methods known in the couaut y.
The hon. gentleman who just resumed his seat also allu led
te another fact, which is well knotwn to ail of u and in
regard to which our farmers and the country may well be
proud-that otir cattie enterinz England have a groet
advantage as compared with the cattle of the United âtutes.
It has been our good fortune to avoid covtagious diseases
in our cattle, which are not scheduled in England on laniding
as are those of our neighbors to the south, and this is an
advantage which I hope and feel confident we shahl be able

Mr. Fisuna.

to maintain. If that i the case, there is ail the more reason
why our fat meis should be able to reap the fullest and best
advantage in regard to cattlefeeding, and if we are able, by
importing feeding staffs from the United States, to fatten
our cattie aud send them to England under better conditions
and more favorable circumstances than our rivais in the
U, ited States, then iet us not only retain the trade we
already have, but let us, I was going to say, steal
from our neighbors a certain portion of their cattie
business. It we can raise beef in this country, and retain
the manure hom the cattle to enrich our soil, we are reap-
irng a double advantage, and Parliament should afford every
Iacility possible to our farmers to reach that position.
Some hon. gentlemen wbo have spoken, have declared they
are in lavor of free corn. I sympathise with the hon.
mem ber for Shelburne (Gen. Laurie), and also with the hon.
mem ber for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), and if they desire
to have the opportunity to express their opinions on this
question, by their vote, I will give them that opportunity
as soon as possible. I believe the people of the Maritime
Provinces, and the people of my own Province especially,
as weil as the farmers ail through the country, are going to
be benefitted by having the free importation of coina, sa as
to be able to buy the raw material in the cheapest market
and from it manufacture beef, cheese or butter. I move in
amendment :

That all the words after ''that " be atruck out, and the following
substituted:-'' That corn be placed on the free list."

Mr. CORBY. I understood the member for South Huron
(Mr. McMlillaîn) to say that the duty collected on corn in
Ontario was 6 02,000 Let me tell him that the distillera
in OLtario out of that sum pay over $90,000, and this leaves
a comparatively small amount for the farmers of the Pro.
vince to pay. Hon. gentlemen have spoken about the amount
of rebîte on exported spirits and the rebate on the corn to
the distillers. There is not more than $150 allowed to the
distillers in Ontario as rebate on exported spirits. The
distiliers have been referred to very frequently in the course
of this debate by hon, members, and I just state these facts
to show the exact position in which they stand with regard
to the duty they pay and the rebate given them.

Mr. FLY NN. While I agree with the member for South
Grey (Mr. LIndorkin) and the member for Brome (Mr.
Fisher), I would go a step further in this matter and express
a desire that the duty ?hould be taken off cornmeal. There
is ne portion of the population on whieh that duty bears
more beavily than on the people of the Maritime Provinces
and it affects more especially the poorer eliass of the com-
munity. Let me point out that the duty on cornmeal is
aitogether out of proportion to the duty on flour. While
the duty on tue finest grades of fLour is only 50 cents a
barrel, the duty on cornmeal, which, as a rule, is about
halt the prive of flour, is about 40 cents, making it
nearly double the duty on flour. We were told at the time
the National Policy was introduced in !879, that if a duty
was put on flour and cornmeal we were given a compensa-
lion, inasnuc as a duty was also put upon coal, aid that
if the people o the Maritime Provinces had to pay a duty
on flour and curnmual, the people of the Upper Provinces
would have to pay a duty on coal. We ail know that the
duty on anthracite coal was struck off two years ago, and
1 considered then, together with some gentlemen who sup-
ported the Govertnment in the policy o1 tajiing cornmeal,
that when the duty was taken off anthracite coal it should
be taken off cornmeai as well. I move that the following
words be added to the amendment of the member for
Brome (Mr. Fisher) : -

And that cornmeal b3 admitted into Canada free of duty.
Mr, CASEY. Before proceeding to the motion actually

before the ouse, I caniot help spending a few moments
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in calling attention to some remarkable statements made as some others. Then, if we go out of doors, we find that
by the hon. member fop North Grey (Mr. Masson). He there is a duty of 35 per cent. on his farm implements.
said that the farmers pay very little duty on the articles Hon. gentlemen say that is nothing, because we do not im-
that they consume, or use. He told us that he believed port farm implements, and competition has run the price
that even the laborers in cities pay more to the revenue down so that the farmer pays no more for them than he
of the Dominion than do the farmers, and he asked us to would if there was no duty. Doos anyone suppose, when
look at the farmers' tables, and to see that they produce American implement makers can send implements to Mani-
nearly everything they eat, and that therefore they must toba, even with the duty, that we could not get our imple-
pay much less duty than the laborers in town. The hon. monts cheaper if that duty was off ? I do not say that we
gentleman has forgotten that a man does not live on bread would import thom, but the manufacturer would soel them
alone, nor on meat alone, nor on maple sugar, nor on "gar- cheaper, and in most cases he could afford to do it and make
don sass," nor even on milk alone. There are a great many a fair profit. On the more elaborate machines, such as har-
things that even a farmer wants to use that he does not vesters and binders and other patented machin 3s, I do not
grow on his own farm. For instance, he does not grow know that tbere is snc a large profit; but on cheap forks,
sugar, nor tea, nor spice, nor coffee, nor tobacco, and there hoes, scythes, axes, and other ordinary implements, a
is a thing that some farmers use-though perhaps they specifie duty amounting in many cases to from 75 to 100
should not use it-but on which they bave to pay a per cent. is imposed. Everything the farmer uses is
tax-that is, spirituous liquors, or fermented liquors, at taxed, and if he does not pay the duty into the Dominion
all events. I think it would be found, &s a general rule, treasury, he pays it into another treasury where it does
that people pay into the revenue of the Dominion, in the not benefit the country at large. It would be muah botter
first place, according to their wealth, and in the second if he paid it into the Treasury of the Dominion than into
place, according to the number of the family they have to the pockets of a few manufacture e whom this Government
provide for. If the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. have put over him with the right to collect taxes from him.
Masson) means to intimate that the farmers of his county Well, Sir, I think that is enough for me to say in connection
are not, on the average, richer than the laborers of the with the remarks of the hon. member for North Grey
city, I think he has mistaken the condition of the fLrmers (Mr. Masson). Now I wish to speak briefiy on the general
of the county, and that he will have a little trouble ex- :question. My hon. friend from South Grey (Mr. Landerkin),
plaining that to them. What if the wealthy tarmers who who introduced this motion, is merely attempting to carry
live on 200 acres of land-and some of whom are worth out the alleged principles of the National Policy as
$1 ,000 or $20,000 in bard cash, if they were sold out-are explained to us when that measure was introduced into this
told that their reprosentative in this louse says that they House. It was to be a policy for the encouragement of all
pay no more into the revenue of the Dominion than the sorts of industries-the agricultural, the min ing, the mana-
laborers in Toronto. facturing, and every other. It was not to be a policy for

Mr. MASSON. I did not say that. the manufacturer alone, but a policy to encourage all
industries equally, and to make them ail prosperous. It

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman's statement is in the was pointed out that as a general raie the raw material of
Ransard and he cannot get out of it by any means in his each industry would ba admitted fro or at a very low
power. HRe says that the farmers produce ail they eat. duty, while the finished product would b protected suffi-
Suppose that they eat nothing but the produne of their ciently to yield the producer a profit. This was to be
flocks, and hord@, and fields, does ho suppose that they eat off done equally all around : every mau's raw material was
the bare table with their fingers? I do not think that the to come in free, and every man's finished product to
farmers of Canada, as a rule, eat with their fingers, and be protected. I may say incidentally that my hon. friend
least of all in that highly intelligent constituency of North the Minister of Customs las no doubt found out by this time,
Grey, which lias sent such a representative here as the hon. perhaps more fully during the last few days than bafore,
gentleman. I cannot believe that they eat their food out of how difficult it is to decide what is raw material and what
their fingers. They have surely a table-cloth on their table, finished product. He bas found that one man's finished
and they are taxed on the table-cloth. They have some product is another man's raw material, and I fancy ho las
nice delt plates (if they do not go in for china to put their not had a bed of roses to lie upon in dociding the question.
food on) and they are taxed 66 per cent. on those delf plates, But that is the Nemesis which has come upon the Govern-
while the china brought in for the use of the rich people of ment for undertaking to admit every man's raw material
the city-the laborers, for instance-is only taxed 30 per fre while protecting every man's finished product; and I
cent., but the farmers' crockery has to pay 66 per cent. must say it serves themn right ; when they have found a
duty. The farmers generally have knives and forks in way to square the circle, they will be able to do that. But
their houses, and there is a heavy duty on cutlery. They this policy has been carried out with some attempt at fair-
generally bave spoons, and there is a duty on spoons. They ness in the case of the manufacturera. Many articles are
generally have chairs to sit upon, and there is a duty of 35 admitted free because they are the raw material of the
per cent. on furniture. They generally have a best room manufacturers. The total importations under the free list
with a carpet upon it, and there is a heavy duty on the amounted last year to over $33,000,000, nearly all of which
carpet as well as on the furniture in that room. There is a wore the raw materials of some industry or necessary
duty on the wall paper that goes on the wall, and I believe articles for carrying on manufacturing industries. For in-
a duty on the very glue that goes into the whitewash which stance, over $3,000,000 worth of cotton wool, over $1,000,-
is put upon te walls of the house. There is a heavy tax 000 worth of tin, and $ 1,250,000 worth of steel rails, were
on the glass in the windows, a tax on the stove, a tax on the allowed to come in free, these being all raw materials to
tongs, a tax on the poker and a tax on everything he those who use thein. But this rule was not carried out
uses in his house, from the ground floor up te the attie. with regard to the farmer. The manufacturer of cotton, the
If he uses iron anywhere, or nails, there is a tarif manufactuer of woollens, the manufacturer of varions other
on these. Everything in and about his house is taxed articles, and railway men, got thelargest proportion of their
-evtrythirig that the farmer uses, from the cradle he raw materials and plant in free; but the manufacturer of beef
rocks his baby in to the coffin he buries his grandmother bas still to pay a duty on the raw material of his industry,
in-or bis mother-in-law, as my honu friend suggests, and I insist that this industry should be recognised as much
although perhaps ho would not mind that tax so much as any other. Too often, on both sides of the House, in dis-
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cussing the question of the National Policy and cognate
matters, the word industry has been taken to mean merely
a manufacture. Now, what is an industry ? Is it not any
occupation which gives employment to capital and men,
and which produces wealth in the country ? I think that
is the only sound definition of an industry. Now, which
of all the industries in Canada is the most important? Un-
doubtedly, as the Trade and Navigation Returns show, the
farming industry. For the last ten years we have been
protecting the manufacturing industries, both natural and
artificial, paying millions of dollars every year out of our
pockets for that purpose, and now let us look at the rgsults,
How much net wealth has been realised for the benefit of the
country by those protected industries ? Let us judge by
the exports -by what they have sold abroad, and brought
value for into the country for the enrichment of the
country. Last year the manufacturing industries of the
country exported only $4,16 t,000 worth of goods. Now
look at the exports of the farmer. Leaving ont $2,000,000
worth of furs, the exports of animals and their product,
have amountcd to 822,732,000, and the exports of agrical-
tural product t> $20,875,00, or, in all, $43,607,000 worth of
pruducts of the field and farm. Compare the two-compare
the exports of 84,000,000 by the manufacturers, with, the
exports of nearly $44,000,000 by the farmers, and tell me
which is the lcading iLdusty of the country-and whether
the farming industry or the manufacturing industries, taken
altogether, are the most de-erving of protection. Why, one
is about eleven times more i mportant than the other, as:shown
by the products they have sent out of the country for which
we have received value. Again, compare the exports of
84t,000,00 of farm products with the exports of $16,609
worth of whiskey and other spirits with which we are more
particularly concerned just now. Which of these industries,
the 844,000,000 industry, or the 816,000 industry-
apart from all moral questions connected with the
two-which of the two, in regard to wealth and
importance, deserves the most consideration at the bands
of this House ? The former, I should say, most decidedly,
and yet here, as in every other case where any kind of
manufacture comes into rivalry with the manufacturing in.
terest, the former has been favored. The distiller has been
allowed, not only to manufacture corn free in bond into whis-
key for exportation, but to use the bye-product of that free
corn to feed cattle with, and thuscompeto with the farmers'
cattle. There is where the greatest injustice comes in.
The distiller is not only given a rebate of duty on the corn
converted into whiskey, which he exports, but he is allowed
to keep the greater bulk of that corn still for the purpose
of feeding cattle. I have been through the place of Mr.
Walker, of Windsor, and saw as many as 2,800 head of
cattle, which were being fed there. Gooderham & Worts
have still a larger number, and all these swill-fed cattle be-
ing thrown on the market at the end of the feeding
season, greatly derange the market to the disadvantage of
the farmers. Swill-fed cattle destroy the farmers' market,
yet the distiller has had a large portion of the food which
he has given to those cattle free of duty, while the farmers
are compelled to pay a duty on what they feed to their
stock. Not only is the raw material admitted free in this
way to distillers, while the farmer is not allowed to import
his free, but raw material of a great many other kinds,
which compete with the farmer, is also admitted free. For
instance, 81,320,000 worthof wool, $1,619,000 worth of bides,$258,000 worth of walnut timber, were imported last year
free of duty. Other articles also which I might mention,
if the list were not too long, come under the same cate-
gory, making a total of over $3,250,000 of raw material for
the use of different industries which has been admitted
free and which comes into competition with farrn produce.
In the face of all these facta, on the basis of the National
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Policy itself, even if we are to adr it that the principle of
that policy is sound, we are comnpelled to ank, in regard to
the motion directly before us, whether the firming or the
distilling interest does most good to the country. We are com.
pelled to ar-k which adds most to the wealth of the country,
which gives most employment to labor, and which uses the
ureatest amount of capital to the greatest advantage. If the
House decides that the distilling industry is, on ail moral
and material grounds, to be preferred to the farming
industry, they will maintain the scandalous discrimination
which now exista in favor of the distiller against the farmer.
If they decide otherwise, they have two courses open to
them. They may put all corn on the free list or compel
the distiller to pay the duty as the farmer does. Of the
i wo, I prefer to put corn on the free list altogether. I take
this stand as the representative of a county very largely
interested in growing corn. The county of Elgin grows a
great deal of corn, but we do not grow it largely for export;
we generally manufacture all the corn we grow into beef
and pork on our own farme and export it in that shape.
That is the most profitable way to handle corn, even in the
counties of Kent and Essex, or anywhere else where it is
largely grown. You get a better price when you export
in the shape of meat, and you have the bye-products of the
manufacture left to enrich your farm. For that reason, I
have no hesitation in supporting this motion to put
corn on the free list, even though it should have the
effect of somewhat reducing the cash value of that
article in my own county. But I do not believe it would
reduce it to any appreciable extent, and even if it did,
I would vote for the motion, as it is botter for our farmers
to turn the corn into meat than to sell it direct. The hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Sp-oule) said the admission
of corn free would reduce the prices of other coarse grain.
Oats and peas are the only other coarse grains,which would
be affected thereby. I do not see any quotation of peas in
to-day's Empire, but I find that there is only 2 cents or
3 cents difference in the price of oats between Buffalo
and Toronto, and that represents the freight between the
two points. There is no reason to suppose there would be
any considerable difference in the price of oats, for, after
all, corn and oats do not come into opposition to anything
like the extent some people imagine. A bushel of corn is
of groater value for feeding purposes than two of oats, and
is used for purposes for which oats are not used at all.
There is, therefore, not much danger of competition between
the two. For all these reasons, 1 have great pleasure in
supporting the original motion of the hon. member for
South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) to remove this scandalous in-
justice from the Statute-book. I would alseo support it with
the addition proposed by the hon. member for Brome (Mr.
Fisher); and even if the addition proposed by the hon.
member for Richmond (Mr. Flynn) were added to it, I
would support it even more heartily for the sake of the
people in the Eastern Provinces who would benefit thereby.

Mr. GIGAULT. The majority of the members of this
louse and the electors of Canada consider that the protec.

tive tarif has had a beneficial effect upon the country. I
am of that opinion, and I believe that if we are to retain
the protective tarif, it must be general and be applicable
to al Iagricultural produce competing with our own Cana-
dian agricultural produce. We muet not deal with this
question from a provincial standpoint, but in dealing with
it we must try to promote the general interests of the coun
try. For that reason, I was sorry to see the hon. member
for Shelburne, (Gen. Laurie), take the stand he did. We
have nO coal mines in the Province of Quebec. Would that
be a reason for us to oppose a policy which develops the
coal mines of Nova Scotia ? We do not produce in
the Province Of Quebec enough wheat for our ow-n con.
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sumption. Would that be a reason for us to oppose a duty
upon foreign wheat? Certainly not. So I believe that the
hon. member for Shelburne (Gen. Laurie), if he is favor-
able to the maintenance of the protective tarifi, is wrong in
attempting to remove the duty upon foreign corn. The duty
upon foreign corn is beneficial Io the farmers of Canada.
It is not only my opinion I express here, but I express also
the opinion of some Liberal members of this House, because
in 1878 they made a motion in this louse to impose a duty
upon foreign corn and oats. On the 9th April, 1878, Mr.
Béchard moved in amendment:

" That bir. Speaker do not now leave the Chair, but tat it be re-
solved that a large quantity of corn and oats having been imported into
Canada within the last few years, this House is of opinion that the in-
teresat of Canadian farmers would be promoted by the imposition of a
duty upon the importation ofithose products."

There was a division upon that motion, and, among the
members who voted for it, I see the names of Messrs.
Baithe, Béchard, Bourassa, Coupai, and some other mem-
bers. The member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard), in making
his motion, made a speech and a good one. He said thut
the Canadian manufacturers were protected, but that unfor-
tunately the Canadian farmers were not protected, and for
that reason he wanted to have a duty imposed on foreign
corn and oats. Well, I am of the same opinion as the
member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard). I believe in a pro-
tective tariff which protects not only the Canadian manu-
facturers but alsothe Canadian farmers, and I believe that
the imposition of a duty on foreign corn is very beneficial
to the Canadian farmers. The free traders resort to
some queer reasoning in opposing the protective tatiff.
They say that the duty on wheat has not the effeut
of raising the price of wheat. They say we raise more
wheat than we can consume, and therefore the imposition
of a duty on foreign wheat is completely useless. On the
other hand, they say that the imposition of a duty on corn
is useless and is detrimental to the interests of the country
because we do no produce enough corn for our own consump-
tion. Sometimes, when they oppose the National Policy,
they do not want us to favor the development of manu-
factures for which we have not the raw material, such as
cotton manufactures, and yet not a long time ago, when we
wanted to favor the development of industries for which we
had the raw materials, they said that the imposition of a
duty upon foreign artificial fertilisers was useless and that
they were not in favor ofsuch a policy. I need not add
any more, but, like the mem ber for Iberville (Mr. Béchard),
I say that the existence of a duty on foreign corn is of a
nature to favor the interests of this country.

Mr. LISTER. So far as the motions before the louse
are concerned, there is no member here who cannot vote
for one or the other. Hon. gentlemen who are in favor of
placing the farmer in the same position as the distiller in
regard to this matter, can vote for the motion of the hon.
member for Grey (Mr. Landerkin). Those gentlemen from
the Lower Provinces who think that corn should be admit-
ted into this country as a raw material will have the oppor-
tunity of voting squarely on the question, and they cannot
shirk the vote; while those who think that cornmeal as
well as corn should be brought into Canada f ree of duty
have also the opportunity to vote in favor of their view.
During this discussion it was mentioned that the election of
the hon. member for Haldimand (Mr. Colter) was a con-
demnation of the policy of the Govornment, and the bon .
gentleman from Shelburne (Gen. Laurie),whom, if any gen-
tleman on this side of the flouse is to represent that county
in this Parliament, I am as glad to see here as anyone, feit
it to be his duty to inform the House that bis election was
an approval of the policy of the Government. There hap-
pens to be a newspaper published in hie section-they are
an intelligent lot of people there-and that paper is pub-

lished in the interests of the Conservative party, and I tir d
that after the hon. gentleman's election the paper came out
approving of that election, and I find that the m)ttoes-
because they erected arches in that county in honor of the
hon. gentleman's election - were such as these: "Sir John
A. Macdonald," "General Laurie," "The Farmers' and
Fishermen'a Verdict," "Unrestricted Reciprocity."

Gen. LAURIE. It was: "Unrestricted Reciprocity Con-
demned."

Mr. LISTER. Does the hon. gentleman say that was the
motto ?

Gen. LAURIE. I distinctly say so, as an eye-witness.

Mr. LISTER. I quoted from the issue of the 26th Oc-
tober, 18t88.

Gen. LAURIE. If the hon. gentleman looks at the
same paper three issues later, he will find that was correc-
ted. That paper is not printed in my county. The hon.
gentleman is entirely incorrect.

Mr. LISTER. It does not matter where it was pub.
lished. It was printed in the hon. gentleman's Province,
and I have no doubt that in that election ho was, as ho has
avowed himself over and over again to be, a froo trader,
that he was as much in favor of unrestricted reciprocity
as the man who was opposing him; and thieo days after-
wards it is all very well for him to say that this was a mis-
tako. To-day ho is in favor of fi-ee corn, and to-day ho will
have the right to vote against the Government, and let him
seo that he doos not shirk it. That hon. gentleman,
that warrior, is too honest to deceive the electors of
that county. Surely he would not tell them that he
was in favor of unrestricted reciprocity, when in
his soul he was opposed to it, and yet that is
what h. wants us to understand to-day. I am not going
into an argument as to the whole trade policy of the
Government. This motion is only for the purpose of placing
the farmers on the same ground as the manufacturers and
others who are allowed t, obtain their raw material free of
duty. My hon. friend from Hastings (Mr. Corby) should
not have any objection to this motion, because a very amat
portion of the whiskey manufactured in this country is ex-
ported ; but I was surprised to hear the hon. member for
North Grey (Mr. Masson)-that staid and logical gentleman
-argue as he did. I hope in the discussion of his cases ha
brings more logic to bear than he brought bere in regard to
this matter, when he told the members of this House,and told
the country, that the laborers, and the farmers, and the con-
sumers of Canada pay no duty, because they wear garments
which are manufactured in this country and becauso thease
garments are made from wool raised in this country. Dues
he not know that for every dollar received by the Govern-
ment upon goods brought into Canada, 83 are paid into the
hands of the manufacturers of Canada ? Does he not know
it to be a well accepted fact when the duty is placed upon a
commodity manufactured in this country, the effect of that
duty is to bring the price up equal, or nearly equal, to the
cost of the manufacture, plus the duty, and that the
consumers of the country have to pay that ? Does he not
know that natural competition does fnot come to bear in
the sale of these goods, because, in a small country like
ours, the manufacturera are able to combine for the purpose
of keeping up the prices, so far as the consumera of the
country are concerned? Ie says that the duty doesnot
keep the price itself up. If it does not keep it up, if it is
not obviously keeping up the price, why is it that the duties
are imposed and the tariff becomes a tax on every man
that eats, drinks, or wears anything ? Every man that buays
any commodity proteoted by that tax contributes to the
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revenue of the country, and is taxed to the extent of if the first proposition is a good one, if the first proposition
the impost by the Government. So when ho tells the is right, there certainly ought not to be any objection to
people, and the members of this House, and when placing the farmers upon tho same footing. If it comes to a
he tells the country that the effect of the duty is not question of grauting favors to any partica'ar class, I think
to raise the price, he states what is manifestly not the there eau b no doubt whatever that the favors should be
case. Sir, the hon. member for York (Mr. Wallace) has granted to the larger number, and to those who are doing
introduced a Bill for the suppression or regulation of com- the most good to the country; and there eau be no question,
bines. Why is it needed ? Because the manufacturers of looking at it in that light, that the farmers should have the
the country, highly protected as they are, form combines favors if there are any to be granted. But not only should
for the purpose of extorting from the people of the country they have those favors on that ground, but also because
all they can, and he has introduced an Act making these they employ a larger amount of labor, they give employ-
things illegal, in order that there may be a fair ompetition, ment to a far greater number of men than the distillers,
s0 far as the manufacturers are concerned. Everybody and if any favors are to be granted at all
knows that is the case, everybody knows that these are the they should oertainly go to those who are doing the most
facts, and they are so plain and so clear that it is impossible good to the country. Now there is another thing. The
to controvert or to contradict them, The people of the farmers, as has been statec before, are a class of manufac-
country are taxed, and they are praying those taxes to the turers, and if the object of this motion is to facilitate the
manufacturers of the country. It is not only the man who manufacture of wheat for instance, for the home market,
wears imported clothing, but it is every man who wears there ought to be no impediment and no obstruction of any
anything that is manufuctured in the country, or who uses kind put in the way of the prosecution of that laudable
anything that is manufactured in the country, that is enterprise, but it should b encouraged by all the means
taxed; that man pays the duty as well as the man who that we can bring to bear upon it. But while I take this
buys a foreign article, the only difference being that the ground, I also contend that it is a great injustice to the
man who uses the home made article pays the duties into farmers of this country that the distillers should be allowed
the pocket of the manufacturer instead into the public to import their corn froc. I say it is a crying shame that
treasury. Now, Sir, these are merely side issues of this a class of people that are making such large profits as the
question. The only point here, as I stated before, is whether distillers of this country-for I venture the assertion that
the farmer should be placed upon an equal footing with the there is not single branch of industry, there is no large
reet of the community, or whether they should be placed in manufacture that can b ongaged in, that will return such
a position of unfairness, having their interests prejudiceci. large dividends as the manufacture of spirits-therefore, I
Sir, so far as i am concerned I am prepared to support the say, it is wrong for the Government of this country espe-
motion and the amendment. cially to favor that particular class of individuals. I also

Gen. LAURIE. M on. friend from Lambton read an e thgrund that it wrong bcause it lowerng the
Gen LURI. yhe.fedfrmLmonra prive cf corn that is raised by the farmere cf this country.

extract from a nowspaper of which ho vouches for the There is ne question in my mmd that the imposition of the
accuracy. Now, I am a little surprised to find that my duty upon corn dees increase the price te the farmers cf
hon, friend assumes that 1 defended unrestricted reci- thie country. 1 think thoro ean ho ne question whatever
procity. He must surely be a little puzzled whon he about that, when wo look at the quantity cf cern imported
fluds that the name of the Right Hon. Sir John A.sud exported ln this country we fiud that tho quantlty
Macdonald and mine were associated with unrestricted cf cern raised lu the Province of Ontario averaged for the
reciprocity, as being supporters of it. I think, at any rate, laet five years, about 5,630,000 buehele, and wo have
it could hardly bc said that the electors of Shelburne aise entered for home cousumption, lu the year 1888,
discovered that the First Minister was a supporter of that no lees than 2,311,000 huehels. I take tus ground, that
policy. At the same time, I wish distinctly to state that if w do net raise sufficient for cur home cousumption
this question was the principal issue raised at that election any duty you place upon su article will necessarily en-
between my oppouent and myself, it was the question of all hauce tho value cf it, sud 50 far as our farmers are con-
others that was placed beore the electors. My opponent ceruod the prive of corn leeuanced by the duty. I fur
was supported by the Provincial Secrotary of Nova Scotia, thor take the grouud that thie je tie oniy ceroal thore je
who, over and over again, advocated unrestrictod reciprocity. the pricof which lenhauced thereby. I have ne hesita-
I asked him what ho meant by it, and the only answer that tien in eayiug that the arount of duty plaoed upon whest
I could obtain from him was that bu meant unrestricted doos not ouhance the value cf it to the farmors. Lut yoar
reciprocity, and hoesupposed that was an answer. Now, the importe cf wheat for homo cousumption were 32,042
Sir, I challenged the question. We met on that issue, and buehele, whist we exported cf wheat ne Ioss han 2,164,000
I am bore ; and I say that is the distinct answer of the buehele. I question vory muci whether thero je any hon.
electors of Sholburne to the question whether they approvod gentleman who wil sa that when we have 2,160 06a
it or not.yy 11h ornet.bushels more than we roquire, the placiug cf s duty upon

Mr. LISTER, Thirty-five majority-that is not much theemaîl quautity irportod las any effect in raising theTvaluhereo. q Iue as been stated that the placing of theduty on e dt increses the value thereof to our farmers. Iof
Gen. LATJRLE. Quite enougli for ail practical purposo net think thatestatem nt can o substantiated. Why? Be

cause we exported cfstoutstyear ne les than 566000
Mr. CAMPBELL. As this je a very important question bushele, while we importod euly 10,422 hushels. 1h le, there-

affectiug the inhereetis cf the people lu the county that I fore, obvions that w had a larger quantity of ats than we
have tho houer te represent, 1arn sure the House wili bear requirod and vnsequently the prics we btained for what
with me for a few moments while I defend the position that wo exported iu ail cases would rgulate the price f the
I iutend te take upen this question. Looking ahit upon iLs homo preduct. Thon again, Ihlas Ion stated that the duty
face, I do net soc how auy hon, gentleman eau ebjeot tetic on poe incroasd the value theoroof to the farmeosm I diffor

rpoiticn made b ythc hon. member fer Grey (Mr. with that statoment, bocause I find lu the Trade sud

any dty yu plaeiupnïan arcewlncsarye-

Landorkiu)e that isthut whereae the distillere are allwed Navigation Rturne tiat st year o imported 7660
a rebat. upon corn irported for the manufacture ef spirite buerele, while wo exported no les than 2 66,ebte bushel.
for expert, it je ouly rigit sud fair that tho farmers should 80ther again we h d a large quantity tn ceral th
beo plaoed in the. mre position. ew I tako this ground, thatme arumeont will stand thre, that. I wv nodhei

dr.o tiern t.h e i the farm e . L sye
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for our surplus is what regulates the price of the wbole
Then again, it has been stated that our farmers are protected
by the duty upon wool. I say the present wool duty is
one directly opposed to the farmers of this country. We
raise a certain grade of wool in Canada. We exported last
year of wool no les than 954,000 pounds, but there is
a duty on the particular grade of wool grown here of
3 cents per pound on all ooming into the country. The
fact is we do not import any of that particular wool;
to be precise, we imported 508 pounds, on which a duty
was oollected of $15.25. At the same time we im
ported of ihe finer grades of wool no les than 8,398,000
pounds. If the .Government want to protect the interests
of the farmer, and encourage the wool and sheep growing
intereste of this country, they would fnot allow these finer
grades to cone in free, but they would place a duty on ail
wool imported and thereby raise the value of the praduot
grown in this country, thus giving a botter price to our
farmers. In regard to the amendment, I repeat that the
only cereal raised in Canada to-day in regard to which the
farmers are benefited by the duty imposed is corn, and as
the oounty I represent is largely interested in the raising
of corn I feel it would be against the interests of my con-i
stituents that I should vote for the abolition of that duty.i
I find that the quantity of corn raised in the County of
Kent averaged for the last three years nearly 1,000,000
bushels. I arn glad to say that, owing to the good weatheri
last year, the crop bas been very largely increased, andi
this year I think the quantity wilI reach about 1,500,000
bushels. This being the or.ly article in regar: to
which farmers are benefitod by the National Policy, I thiik
it would be wrong on my part to vote for the abolition of
that duty. If the Government will free all the articles, if
they will place the farmers on an equal footing with other
classes, if they will remove the duties from tools, impie-
mente, household goods and the articles used by our farmers
and which they must necessarily buy, then I say they
would be able to paddle their own canoe and compete in
the markets with our neighbors to the south or with the
people of any country. I consider it to be my dut y,
rotwithstanding the fact that my friends and hon. gentle-
men I very highly respect have seen fit to take another
course, to support the original motion and retain the duty
on corn coming into Canada and also on cornmeal. Corn-
meal is a business in which the rillors of Canada are sorne
what largely interested. If you want to encourage them
yon must maintain the duty, and, therefore, for the reasons
I have stated I shall vote against the amendment.

Mr. BECHA RD. I did not expect to take part in this
debate, but as the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault)
has referred to a motion I had the honor to submit to Par.
liament in 1878, I desire to say a few words in explanation
When I made that motion I was satisfied that I was doing
right, and I have no reason to regret it. I believe to-day
that if my motion had been adopted and duties generally
imposed on the importation of cereals in this country, the
elections of 1878 would have resulted otherwise than they
did. When I made that motion I did not intend that it
should be made part of a great protective system to be
adopted in this country. It was confined to the interess
of farmers. Tho hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Giganlt)
says to-day that we must not touch that duty on corn be
cause it is part of a large protective system which has been
aiopted by the Parliament of this country. If the hn.
gentleman will look at the fact that distillers import corn
free of duty, or that the duty they pay is refunded to them,
which is equivalent to paying no duty, ho will find, I think,
that the great system of protection for which ho has so mucht
admiration has been greatly encroached upon by his own
friends. I thought in 1878 that the manufacturers of this coun-
try wee uffiiently protected for the development of thoir

industries, and I think so still. I am ready to stick to the
policy, advocated thon, of imposing a duty upon the import-
ation of corn, proviied that polley is applied to ail classes
in Canada; but I fiod that the duties imposed upon the im-
portation of corn apply to farmers and other classes, except
those who manufacture whiskey. If it is found justifiable to
give a rebate to the manufacturer of whiskey who imports
corn, it is equally justifiable to refund it to the farmers who
are the mnost important body in this country. Therefore I am
prepared in thitis case to support the motion which is made
in accordance with the proposition of my bon. friend from
South Grey (Mr. Landet kin), if the policy of refunding the
duty on imported grain to the distillers is maintained. I
have one word more to say. Times nhange. In 1,78 there
was no talk of reciproeity w:th the United State.t; to-day a
good deal is said about it, and 1 have roason to believe that
the people of this country will yet pronounce themselves in
favor of reciprocity with the States. I am in favor of such
a policy, because I think there is nothing which would so
promote the interests of all classes in Canada as reciprocity
or free trade with the United States, and the adoption of a
liberal policy towards that great county would, I think, ho
the best way to induce them to establish free commercial
intercourse with Canada.

Mr. MITCHIELij. I have listened with a good deal of
attention to this det>ate, beause the question involved in it
is one that for years past I have annually brought before
this House, either in the shapo of a motion or by referring
to it whn ithe Estimates wore up and we were discussing
the duties which were to be a.pplied. Sir, ii the matter ot
cornmeal which, bifore the duty was put on, formed a very
large element in the food of the people of the county from
which I come, I fol that the imposition of a duty upon that
article-which, as the member for South Grey (Mr. Landor-
kin) admits, is not raised in this country -was imposing a tax
on the people of my county, which it was unjust and unfair to
apply to the food of'the people. In discussing this ques-
tion on the many former occasions on which it became my
duty to bring it before this House, I commented on it at
greater length than I shall do to-day. I am not going at
this hour of the evening to enter largely into the discussion,
because the question has been amply and fully treated of
by gentlemen who unders'and the bearing of it, quite as
well as I do myself. I have risen on this ocmsion renrely
to reply to some of the remurks of the member for North
Grey (Mr. Masson) when ho spoke of the compensa.
tion which the Maritime Provinces received for the
imposition of the duty upoi the food of the people of those
Provinces. When the hon. gentlemn male the statement
that the people of the Maritime Provinees receive.l full
compensation for the imposition of those duties which pro-
tected the farmers of Otitario, I rose to ask the hon.
gentleman would he please enumerate in what particular
the Maritime Provinces derived any special ben'3fit not
derived by the other p:>rtions of the Dominion of Canada ?
but I was met with quite a number of voices calling
"order, order," and i was prel7ented from getting a dis.
tinct reply from the hon. gentleman at the time. But later
on ho gave me an answar, an 1 h, enumerated three cseas
in which ho said the people of the Maritimo Provinces had
a special benefit. He enumerated the duty on iron, ho
enumerate ithe duty o coal, an i'the bounties that are
given to our fishermen. [ot me answer those in detail.
[ do not see the member for N>rth Grey (qr. Masso.) in
bis seat, but I will sta te to the louse what the facts of the
case are as far as the duty on iroa is concerned. He says
that in Nova Seotia the iron and coal lie close together and
that great industries will b3 developed which will give
vast employment to the peopIe. I challenge the gentle-
men on the other side of the lieuse to point to a single
new development of the iron and o indstry which
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the National Policy bas created in Nova Scotia I do transaction as not to know that the money wbich went into
not think they can enumerate one, yet whon some Sessions those fishery boanties did not corne out of the revenues to
ago these heavy duties on iron were imposed we were told which Ontario contributes. Lt is a portion of the money
about the villages which were going to crop up through the wh e h the Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and
Province, about the number of bands it would give employ- Prince Edward Island, as weil as Newfoundland, ciaimed
ment to, about the population wh:ch would flow into us and tbey were entitled to; and Newf')undtand received directly
about the capital that would come from abroad to establish a million dollars as her share atone of the compensa.
that industry in the Province. I repeat again that I do not tion which was due for the fi-bsries having been opened to
know a single one of that class of industries which bas been the American people. Does any man pretend to pay, then,
established in the great Province of Nova Scotia by reason that that paynent should be considered as an offset for the
of this policy. I frankly admit that in N va Scotia iron duties tbey have to pay on the food they consume? That
and coal lie close together, and I freely admit capital ought, money wai paid by a foreign country, and our fishermen
on account of the close relationship ot those two elements, got only a smau portion of what they were entitled to,
flow into the country and a flourishing industry ought to be Now the people of my ceunty are not a manufacturing
the resuit, but that result bas nt taken place. I think we people. Tbey are a bard working, industrions people, oom-
might very well find a reason for that in the fact that our posed chiefly of fishermen, lambermen and farmers, a great
small community of fivo m>lions of people are unable to find many of whom do a littie lumbering and farming together
consumption for the large outlay which would be necessary and others a littie flshing and farming together. There is
to carry on that industry and to compete with the manu- scarcely a mannfacturing industry in the county, beyond
facturers of other countries where they manufacture on se one or two very trifling ones, and 1 say it is untair of tha
much a larger scale that ail the facilities which exist in Gavernment to initiate a policy, and maintain and carry out
Nova Scotia are counterbalanced by the fact that the a po!icy, which imposes on those people, a great many very
material car. be transported from Liverpool or the porpeope,the necessity of paying atax upon the ebeapfood
Clyde, or the Bristol Channel, across the Atlantic for they used, and the importation of which has beau stopped.
less money than we can carry it trom Pictou to 1 could quite understand that if this were a corn-grewing
Montreal. Who asked for that heavy imposition of country, we migbt have a duty imposed on corn; but wben
duty on iron which was applied some years ago? Were there is ne corn grown in the country to any extent-for
there petitions flowing from the people asking for tbis duty the corn grown in the connty of my hon. friend behind me
which levies a heavy tax on every farmer and every lum. is chiefly consnmed in that district, and cannot core into
berman who requires ihe use of an nxe, or sledge shoes or competition with the cern imported-tbe duty is ofno
horse shoes to carry on his business, and which also im poses benefit te anyboly. The hon. and gallant raember for
a tax on the fisherman who requires the iron and the nailé Shelburne referred te the statements read by the hon.
in the construction of the boats with whicb he floats over gentleman inmy eye. lesaiditcouldscarcely be possible
the seas in pursuit of his calling? Did these people ask for that Sir John Macdonald and himself could be coupled te-
the imposition of this duty ? No, Sir, it was conceived in gther as beîng in favor of reciprecal trade. Re pointed to
the mind of a gentleman who bad a great deal of influence Sir John Macdonald as a man who was opposed te it. Sir,
in Nova Scotia, and who thongbt that it would be a capital Sir John Macdonald is an oppertuniat. He knows that
idea with which to tickle the fancy of the people of that wben ha stsrted thetheory of a protective poliey, he epenly
Province, and to induce them to support the Administration stated over snd ever again that he did it for the express
of which the right hon, gentleman is the head. Were there purpose e using it as a lever te force the Americans into
petitions from the people to have that duty imposed upon free trade or rociprocal trade. Over and over again that
coal ? No, Sir, there were not, and I am not sure that was stated by him, net only in Ontario and Quebec, but by
there were petitions even from the coai owners. But a reselution in this fouse. Sir, do yen suppose ihat I with
I am satisfied that there were no petitions on the my free trade notions wauld ever have consented te go on
p art of the general mass of the people of the Lower and impose duties as they have beau irposed under that
Provinces for the imposition of a duty on coal. I will policy? One of his statements was that a maximum
tell the hon. gentleman from North Grey (Mr. Masson), of 25 per cent. would be levied; and when I
that so far from the imposition of that duty on coal baing a was led into supperting that poliey, I was led te
benefit to the people of the Maritime Provinces, it bas been believe that ne duty wold be imposed on the
a positive tax on every bousehold in those Provinces that food of the people at any rate. Sir, 1 suffered frern
uses coal. Outside of Nova Scotia we have no coal in the tbat; I lest MY election in 1878 for supporting tue National
Maritime Provinces; in neither Prince Edward Island nor Poliey, and from that time te this I have neyer ceased, as
New Brunswick is that industry carried on toe such an rany here know, in my endeavers te induce the Govern-
extent as to make it a commercial pursuit. If any Province ment te remove what I believed te be a grosa outrage on
has benefited by the imposition of the duty, it is Nova the people of the Eastern Provinces. This discussion bas
Scotia, and my impression is that the operation of the duty taken a very wide range, but I tèlt that I would net have
is a tax even to the people of Nova Scotia. It is a benefit tobeau doing my duty if I had net taken sore part in it. I
the coal miners, no doubt, because it enables therm to get that did net expect it wonld take this shape, and 1 was net pre.
much more for their coal in the markets of Montreal and pared for it, for I intended, and ray stili take an eppor-
Quebec; but I do not think it can go much farther than tunity, te deal with thîs question on geing into Sapply, if
Montreal, because beyond that point it begins to come into it were net taken up by some ether gentleman. Sir, 1 do
competition with American coal. but in every town and net think any eewiil 55 that what is new called the
hamiet where there'is a manufacturing industry in those National Poliey at 9i1 resembles the thing that was pro-
Provinces, the fact of the imposition ot a duty on foreign peunded when the right hon, gentleman was lecturing
coal keeps up the cost of production and increases the price throughout the country in 1878. Did any man then dream
of coal to the people who consume it. I think I have dealt that there would have been an average duty of 45 per
with the first two points in the argument of the hon. mem- cent, ou iren, one of the articles rost necesary in this
ber for North Grey. Now, I wish to say a few words on civilised ace? Did any man ever contemplate that the
hie third point, which is, that the people of the Maritime farmers ofDthe country would have te pay 35 per cent. on
Provinct s received compensation for the duties they their implernts, 35 per cent. on their cetten geoda, that
have had to pay on their food, in the fishery bounties which vast fortunes would have been made by the refiners
weregiven to them, Is my hon, friend so ignorant of that of this ooantry, ad that the people would have

trnsctonasno o no tatth mny hih en it



COMMONS DEBATESe
to pay twice as much for their sugar as it can be
bought for in Liverpool or London? No, Sir; no man
imagined anything of that kind. If anything of that kind
had been imnagined, there is one man who would not have
supported a man who attempted to get into power by such
false pretences. I do not want to take up the time of the
House, but I want to reiterate the arguments I have before
used on the floor of this House in regard to this matter,
for a great many members of this Parliament are new mon
and young men, who may not have heard the matter put
forward so fully before, not merely by myself, but by other
hon. gentlemen as well. I ask hon. gentlemen who are
listening to me to take the matter home to themselves and
place themselves in my position. I would ask them if
they represented, as I do, a county composel of an indus-
trious people who have no facilities for manufacturing and
are mainly consumers, would they like to see the taxes on
everything these people eat and use or wear grow from
year to year until in some cases, as I have been informed
by a respectable wholesale merchant, a man of truth and
reliability, they have reached 125 per cent. on certain
c!asses of goods imported and not manufactured here. If
the Government are going to let cotton in free, which is a
raw material arid not grown in this country, why not let
corn in free, which is aliso a raw material and not grown in
the country ? If they are going to give rebates to the
distillers, why not give the farmer a rebate on the raw
material with which b feeds bis cattle for exportation ?
If they want to protect the farmers, let them do it, but do
i;ot let them deceive the farmers in this House and in the
country.

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

After Recess.

the effect which would result if the iron tarif were placed
in the position in which it now is, namely, that it would
greatly stimulate the efforts and the energy of those en.
gagod in that trade and increase the output immensely.
Those predictions and views have been fulfilled, and when
the hon. gentleman says that the iron industries of Canada
have languished I want to tell him -

Mr. MITCHELL. I never said that.

Mr. BROWN. It is the policy of the bon. gentlemen
opposits to torture language and to torture facto, and to
allow the public to draw their own inferences from these
distorted statements. But so long as I oocupy a seat in
this House I will never allow an opportunity to pass, when
I see endeavors made to convey false impressions to the
people, without rising in my seat to denounce such en-
deavors. In Hamilton, perhaps the city in whieh there
are more iron manufacturers than anywhere else in Canada,
we have rolling mills, iron pipe foundry, forge works, bridge
works, besides other iron industries, and I am prepared to
state that in every case these companies bave very largely
increased their capacity, and in some cases have actually
dIoubled their capacity since the introduction of the iron
tariff in 1887, are all fully employed and have orders ahead.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the hon. gentleman persist in
misrepresenting me ? I do not think he would like to do
it willingly, and I will set hirnright again. The remarks
I made about the coal and iron industry were in reply to
the hon. member fer North Grey (Mr. Masson), who
stated that the lower Provinces had got compensation for
any duties on corn and provisions by the fact that they
had received protection upon their coal and iron mines, and
I simply deait with those two questions. I never dealt
with the question of whether under protection the manu.

fcaf.lt"n me r," ,%fý1 ".- 1nA nn ý«à ad d
Mr. BROWN. The hon. member for Northumberland iuLU li pipes or oi ru-roiiiig olu iruu UUL inUre an

(Mr. Mitchell) contended before recesa that no good ieults developed or not.
had come to the iron trade from the tariff imposed by this Mr. BROWN. All right; the hon. gentleman attacked
flouse, but that the iron industry had languished-. the policy and declared there had been no results. I have

Mr. MITCHELL. What I said was that no new iron no doubt the hon. gentleman who will follow me in the

industry had been developed and no new coal mine bad defence of their position in the Maritime Provinces will

been opened since the increased duties were put on under show to the hon. gentleman exactly how they stand in

the National Policy. regard to the remarks he bas made as far as those Provinces
are concerned, îiasn.uch as the iron question was tounhed

Mr. BROWN. I did not so understand the hon. gentle- and the idea conveyed to the House that the iron tariff bas
man, but at aIl events I challenge his statement even as he not been productivo of any good. I wish to say to the
now puts it. The whole drift of the hon. gentleman's speech liouse that seven of the firms engaged in the iron industry
was to prove that the iron tariff was a failure. I am not in Canada, which bas been developed and brought to a state
g ing to refer to his remarks respecting ihe coal industry, as of great vitality by the iron tariff, have $3,000,000 of money
that subject will be referred to by those who are more con- invested in their business and give employment to 2,500
petent to speak concerning it; but in addressing this louse operatives, who work full time. When that tariff was
on the progress made in the iron industry under the tariff pasitd these men felt they had to battle against one serious
I know of what I am speaking and can substantiate by element. The Governument allowed the importation of iron
facts what I say. It is ail very well for hon. gentlemen for a iniumber of months, and the importers brought large
opposite, in their caucuses, to lay their heads together and supplies Irom Englard. Theso men had, therefore, to fight
seek to discover some side wind by means of which they against these large importations. Now, however, these
eau attaek the National Policy and make literature which importations have been exhausted, and the mille are sup-
they think will pase current with the people But they plying the country with iron from Halifax to Vancouver-
have been attempting to pass for silver money of brass in notonly with good iron, but, not'withstanding theprodictions
this country during the last twenty years, and the people of hon. gentlemen opposite that the people would be taxed
have too well diseovered the worthlessness of their coin to and ground to death under this tariff, they are supplied
be deceived by these issues which they raise after a good with iron at less money than it can be imported for. I
deal of sitting and hatching. On three great occasions the have a letter in my band from the Ontario Rolling Mille, of
people have ratified the National Policy in a most unmis- Hamilton, in which they say :
takable manner, and are not going to be shaken in their .,We are now selling iron to large importera at considerably lower
faith by any side issues which bon. gentlemen Opposite prices than they could import for, and are giving them entire oatistac-
may bring up, they have nailed their spurious coin to .ion, which feeling is often expressed to u by sorne who were tne moat
the counter. The hon. gentleman sought to convey to this rabid at the time the tarifr change ws maie on iron and steel."
House that the iron tariff had been a failure. When this The predictions of hon. gentlemen on this Bide have all
subject of the tariff was before us, I ventured to make a come true. We stated that proper protection to native
prediction, and I then read the views of those engaged in industries would not raise the prices to the consumer, but
the irori industry in the western part of our country as to atht the competition among those industries would result
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in lowering the prices. Wby, in this article of iron we are
able to supply the people with as good and perbaps better
iron at a lower price than it could be imported at. State·
ments have been made by bon. gentlemen opposite regard-
ing the prices which the people bave to pay in consequence
of the bigh tariff under the National Policy. I do not pro-
pose to enter into that subject at all. It bas been threshed
ont over and over again in this House. It has been thi eshed
out before the people, and the people have given their deci-
sion in a manner unmistakable to bon. gentlemen opposite.
These hon. gentlemen may try as bard as they like by side
issues to counteract this decision, but until they change their
policy so as to suit the views of the people, they will re
main in the cold shades of opposition for many a long year.
I do not propose to occupy the time of the flouse at any
length on this subject of corn, but, as an outside observer
and one not very conversant with the subject, I may say
that it occurs to me that any proposition for the admission
of corn into this country in the way hon. gentlemen are
advocating would very materially injure the interests of
the fbrmer. What is the fact to-day ? Western corn can
be laid down in Canada for 46 cents a bushel of 56 pounds,
psying a duty of î cents a busbel. Peas can be laid down
for 54 cents a bushel of 60 pounds, and oats for 24 cents to
30 cents a bushel of 34 pounds. Is it not transparent that,
if the duty were taken off this article of corn, the price of
peas and oats would relatively fall, and would not that bo
an injury to the farmer ? The low price of corn, moreover,
affects the interests of barley, and that is a very important
matter for Canadians to consider. By som, recent dis-
covery in the United States, they are malting a proportion
of corn with a proportion of barley, and are so affecting the
price. A reduction in the price of corn would seriously
afect the interest of the farmeis in respect to their
other coarse grains. I would lhke to hear from the mem.
bers who represent such counties as Kent and Esser, what
they have to say as to the admission of corn free into this
country. A great deal has been talked in reference to
this corn question, and I am sorry to see that there crops
up now and then a certain amount of provincialism. I am
happy to believe that this Luse is buing educated to a
higher view than provincialism, and takes the view that
we have to regard the whole Domiiion and not any pai ti-
calar section. No man is fit for a seat in this louse who
seeks to confine his views to the narrow confines of the part
from which he comes We should legielate for the whole
Dominion, and I feel that I am as mach representing Van.
couver or Halifax as the city of Hamilton. That is the
spirit which ought to animate ail the members in this House.
What affects the one should affect the whole. That js the
broad view which we should take, and we should not logis.
late from any narrow or selfish standpoint. I only rose to
establish the view that our industries bave prospercd under
the tarif of 1887, and I bave on my desk before me the
testimonies of men engaged in all these industries that this
policy will be capable of greater development so that it will
bable to meet the demands of the whole country no mat-

ter how great the trade may be, and to develop the iron
industries of the country and keep the labor within our
own borders. We have now the proud satisfaction of know-
ing that iron and steel for our wants are now produced in
this country, and I hope the day is soon comng when ever y
steel rail required on a Canadian railway will be manufac-
tured in Canada.

Mr. CHARLTON moved the adjournment of the louse.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am pleased that my hon. friend bas
ven me an opportunity, legally and properly, withont my
ing called to order, of replying to the extraordinary

speech of the hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown). He
opened by saying he was going to refute the statement and
the misreesentaions made by the member for Northum-

berland, and ho went on to speak of certain misrepresenta-
tions batched in canous-I suppose he meant by myself.
Let me tell him that I have never attended a caucas since I
attended the one in 1873, when I refused to vote for the elec-
tion of Sir John Macdonald as our leader two days after we
fell. Since then I bave not attended a caucus on one side
or the other. That should relieve his mind of the idea that
I have been hatching anything in canons. What is the
general effect of the speech of the hon. gentleman? HRe
bas created a figure of straw to battle with and to knock it
down. Hie bas put words in my mouth which I never
uttered. Hie lias answered statements which he says I made
which I never made. His whole speech was a tissue of
answers to what I must call misrepresentations of what I did
say. What I said I will repeat, and I say that every
statement I made before recess on this subject was
founded upon facts, and the expressions that I gave
utterance to were the honest convictions of my mind.
What I did say in relation to the iron and coal industries
of this country-and what I said had reference alone to
those-was in answer to my bon. friend the member for
North Grey (Mr. Masson), who stated that ho was speaking
of the removal of the duty on corn and cornmeal which
was sought for by the Maritime Provinces. He stated that
the Maritime Provinces had no reason to complain, that
they had received compensation by the duies which were
put on coal, by the duties put on iron, and by the bounties
that were given for the fish they caught. I answered the
hon. member for North Grey, and, while I admired the
force and vigor of the hon. gentleman's speech, I felt that,
when he referred to these compensations, ho was speaking
of a subject ho did not quite understand, and I want him to
understand it now. I took up first the question of bounties.
I said that the bounties which were given to the Maritime
Provinces, as ho ought to know if he does not, were given
as compensation for the privileges which were taken from
the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces when the Wash-
ington Treaty was made and the American fishermen were
allowed to come in to compote cn our fiLhing grounds. la
tbat any matter of compensation when we are entering
into another question of a great and grosa grievance which
exists in regard to which our people are unfairly taxed ?
No; the money which was granted by the arbitrators
at tialifax was the money of the people of the Maritime
Provinces, and the proportion of it which they received
was nothing like what they were entitled to It is enough
to prove what I said on that subject to point out that of the
total amount of 85,500,000 which was awarded, $1,000,000
was granted to Newfoundland for giving up her fishing
rights. The balance came to Canada, but the Maritime
Provinces claimed that it was their money, and should b.
spent among the fishermen there whose business had been
greatly reduced by the facilities afforded to the Americans
to come and compote with them. The amount which was
voted by way of bounty was given as the just right of the
fishermen of the Maritime Provinces, and I have never re.
cognised and never will recognise that that is to be put
against any class of duties which have been unjustly im-
posed upon them, because they received those bounties
from money which was their own. I come next to the
statements, or rather the misstatements made by the
hon. member for Hamilton (kr. Brown). He has
taken me to task, and bas put words in my mouth which I
never uttered. He said ho would prove that the iron in-
dustry is flourishing. I never expressed an opinion,
whether it was filourisbing or not. What I said, and what
I repeat is that, since the imposition of the duties under
the National Policy, not a single new iron industry, or a
new coal mine had been opened or developed in the Mari-
time Provinces, that, as far as my own Province is con-
cerned, we have no iron industries or coal mines, and the
same ia true, in regard to Prince Edward saand, and htM
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if any benefit was derived, it was a benefit derived by|the member for Northumberlard, trying to repeat state-
the Province of Nova Scotia. Then, Sir, I said : What ments of mine which I did not miake, to put words into my
bonefit was derived by the Province of Nova Scotia from mouth which I did not utter, and endeavoring to draw
any additional stimulus that was given to the coal mines ? conclusions which the facts and the statements would not
I said, and Itrepeat it now, that if there were any bonefits warrant. While I am on my feet I may say a word about
derived from the bounty upon coal given in Nova Scotia, it the National Policy. I did not intend to speak again upon the
was a benefit and an advantage to the coal owners, the coal subject, and would not have done so had I not been forced
proprietors, the monopolists in coal, and not to the masses into it. Lot me explain to the coal men, some of whom
of the people at large. That was my contention. I say the misunderstood my remarks. I explained to one of them
same thing about iron. There has been throughout Canada privately, who di3cussed the matter with me since I spoke
no new development of smelting works at all. The only before recess, and I assured him that I did not say what
one I know of existing is that in Londonderry, and I would they seemed to have understood me t > say. They soemed
ask: Is it for that single institution that this whole to ho under the impression that I stated that the imposition
5,000,000 of people, that all this Canada is to of half a dollar a ton on coal was no benofit to the coal
be taxed from 40 to 45 per cent. on an average industry of Nova Scotia. I never said that, I said it was no
for the purpose of building up one mammoth industry benefit to people at large, that the coal owners got the
and making millionaires of the mon in connection with benefit of the additional imposition of 50 cents, I admit that;
that industry ? These were the contentions that I made, but are we to be taxed that in order that a few coal owners
and I defy my hon. friend, I defy any one on that side of may get the benefit, and grow rich at the expense of the
the House to refute the propositions I have made. I do not people at large, fattening themselves out of the sweat and
wish to have either the iron mon or the coal mon get up industry. of the people? I say no; that is not what the
and put words into my mouth that I did not utter. I never National Policy was imposed for. The National Policy, I
said for a moment that the imposition of these duties upon repeat again-I am sorry that the Premier is not present to
coal coming into the country had not benefited somebody. hear me-the National Policy, when it was put for-
Who is it ? It is the coal owners, the owners of the mines, ward, was not to exceed the maximum of 25 per cent.;
those dozen men, or dozen proprietors, who own, probably, it was put forward as an argument to be used to force
a dozen mines throughout Nova Scotia-thoy get the bene. the Amoricans to givo us reciprocity in trade, or free
fit. Does the people of Nova Scotia at large get the bene- trade. That statement was made publicly not alone by
fit? No; I will be told they give advantages to the work- the right bon. Premier throughout his travels in Ontario
ingmen who work in the mines. True, they do. I have and Quebec, and elsewhere, but it was made on every plat.
no doubt that, to that extent, it benefits a few peoplo in forni y overy orator who followed him, or was associated
Nova Scotia, but does it benefit the people of Nova Scotia with him during those campaigns-it was put forward for
at large? Doos it bonefit New Brunswick? Is it any that purpose. What is it to-day ? It is a protective tariff.
benefit to Prince Edward Island? These are the three He bas abandoned the National Policy, he has abandoned
Maritime Provinces to which my hon. friend referred. I the name by which ho used to call it, and he calls it
say no, and so far from benefiting them, the effect is exactly by the honest name which it deserves, a high protective
the contrary. Every ton of coal that is used by every policy; and let us all understand that when we are dealing
workingman, by every citizen in those Maritime Prov- with it we are no longer dealing with the National Policy
inces outside the immediate range uf the coal slides, with which the hon. gentleman started out, and with which
is a tax upon the people who have to consume it and use it. he inveigled the country into placing him in a position to
i think that ought to ho an answer to my hon. friend. I enable him to impose higher duties than had existed before.
say thd same thing about the iron men. My hon. friend That is the truth of the case, and I wish to say to my hon.
quotes letters from Hamilton. Since I came into this friend that whenever ho wishes to deal with my remarks I
chamber to-night I received a letter which I have in my shall be only too glad to have him do so, and to be put right
pocket; unfortunately it is marked private; it is the opi- if I am in the wrong, for no man in this H1ouse is more
nion of an iron man as to the effect of this National Policy. ready to get up and own it when he is proved to ho wrong;
lie says it is a ruin to the trade, and will ho a ruin to the but do nut let him make these statements about me, and do
country. Sir, I do not doubt that my hon. friend can get not let him, draw conclusions that my language has not
sheaves of letters from theso protected men from the city warranted.
of Hamilton from which he comes, and which he represents
so well-because I think ho does reprosent them well wben Mr. MOKEEN. I simply wish to reply to a statement
he makes such bold, bare-faced statements as he has made, made by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
putting words in my mouth that I never uttered, and draw Mitchell), and in doing so I have no desire whatever to
ing conclusions from my remarks which they will not bear, misquote or misrepresent any assertion ho has made. If
and creating an impression in this House and among this I understood that hon. gentleman aright, ho stated to this
audience that I have made statements that are not war- House that the duty on coal was no benefit to the Maritime
ranted by the facts, and which he has attempted to refute. Provinces, but was a positive tax on the Provinces of New
Does any man doubt that the industries in B.am- Brunswick and Prince Edward Island. I do not wish to
ilton have been increased ? I know they have, I admit it. misquote the assertion made by the hon. gentleman, but
But how have they been increased ? At the expense of the that is the way 1 understood his remarks. Now, I think the
people of the country, at the expense of every far mer in hon. gentleman must have spoken without duly weighing
the countiy who requires iron in the prosecution of his the statements that ho bas made. No one who is cognisant
business-for his ploughs, his harrows, his cart-wheelp, for with the progress that the coal industry has made since the
the nails when ho builds a stable. Does any man doubt but inception of the National Policy, but muet be aware of the
that the great nail.makers, both in Montreal and Hamilton, great advance made by that industry during those years.
and in other cities, have been benefited ? Yes; and how What have we got, Sir ? Take the 4 or 5 years previous to
have the people suffered by paying additional prices for the National Policy, and you wili find that our average sales
what they required to use. That is the way the thing of coal were some 700,000 tons at the outside. Since that
works, that is the benefit to which my hon, friend refers time the business has advanced at the rate of about 60,000
as resulting from the National Policy--this national ourse, tons per annum. In 1880 the output of our mines in Nova
I call it. Sir, does my hon. friend want any more informa- Scotia footed up the immense quantity of 1,600,000 tons. I am
tion about it ? Let him get it before ho gots up to answerspeaking from memory, and &abject to correction, but Iknow-e
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I am very near the mark in making these statements. Now, I contend that protection for revenue purposes or any
ofthequantitythatweminedlastyearIfindthatsome700,000 other purpose, which enables us to develop the coal in-
tons or thereabouts, came up into the Gulf of St. Lawrence. dustry, is right and just in the interests of ail concerned.
That coal came here under the protection of a duty of 60 I did not intend to offer any extended remarks on this
cents per ton ; there is no hon. gentleman who will deny question. I take exception to the statement made by hon.
that statement. Previous to 1878 our exports to Montreal gentlemen with regard to the coal trade, and I will ba
and the St. Lawrence were under, if I mistake not, 80,000 borne out in the statement by every member from Nova
tons and there hias been an increase in the St. Lawrence Scotia, that this protective duty has done much to develop
trade of 62,000 tons per year since the inception of the the coal industry. I do not know any other industry that
National Policy. Will any hon. gentleman undertake to has advanced in like proportion since the inception of the
say in the face of these figures that the National Policy has duty. What other market is open to us than those of the
done nothing to develop the coal industry of our couutry ? St. Lawrence and the lower Provinces ? We have no show
Why, we have in Nova Scotia fourteen mines now in active in the Armerican market. In the autumn of last year I
operation. They are capable of supplying even much failed to place a cargo of coal in Boston at $2.30 per ton,
larger markets than those we possess. lu reply to the duty paid. That will show the condition of the American
statement that the duty of 60 cents per ton operates against market, which is from time to time held up to us as
the consumer or householder in New Brunswick or Prince being for our advantage. It is impossible to obtain any
Edward Island, I can say that the competition existing in foothold in that market, and, therefore, the only
Nova Scotia between the mine owners is such as to keep market open to us outside of the Dominion is New.
down the price of coal. I venture to ask the hon. gentle- foundland. I contend that any attempt to remove this
man to make enquiries with regard to the subject, and he duty would be perpetrating a wrong on any industry that
will find that during the last ton years householders in New is doing a great deal to develop the resources of the
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island have supplied them. country. As regards the iron industry, Ithink the strictures
selves with fuel at lower rates than ever before. I am of the hon. gentleman opposite will be replied to by hon.
speaking from memory, but I know that at no time in the gentlemen who are probably more conversant with the
history of the coal trade has coal for domestic business than I am; but I may say that we believe that in
purposes been sold at lower rates than during the last due time the iron resources of our country will be largely
ten years. The question is whether the coal trade to-day developed through the protection now afforded to the iron
is of any benefit to Nova Scotia. These 700,000 tons industry. We must not, however, be too impatient-in.
enable you to carry on your works. The only outside dustries cannot spring up in a day. We know that in order
mat ket which the coal owners in Nova Scotia and Cape to secure the proper development of the iron industry and
Breton possess, namely the St. Lawrence region and New- to build smelting works time is required. I have it on the
foundland, is due entirely to the protection of 60 cents per authority of a gentleman who has been working up an iron
ton. I think those statements will be borne out by the property in the County of Pictou, that in the course of a few
opinions of the largest coal consumers of Montreal, At the years or less time there will be large smelting works es-
present time, on account of low rates -of freight and a tablished there. I hope the whole House and country will
direct lino opened to Pittsburg mines, foreign coal is not only see that the protection is continued to the coal
offering at lower rates thau ever before. I contend that it industry but that they will be heartily in accord in having
is necessary to our coal interests that we should have this that duty continued. As to the motion before the House,
protection. In regard to the staternent that the duty bas I am not acquainted with, and know little about corn or
benefited only a few coal owners, such is not the case, for cornmeal ; but I know this, speaking from a miner's stand-
we have the fact that some 15,000 or 20,000 of men, point, and every miner in the country would support'me in
women and children are dependent for existence upon this that statement, that we would to-day rather pay a duty of
industry. So we must admit that the whole benefit is not $1 per barrel on cornmeal than have the duty removed from
going into the hands of a lew monopolists and capitalists. coal.
Every one admits that no industry can be developed
in any country giving employment to a large number Mr. CHARLTON. As the representative of one of the
of people which will not benefit the country by the corn-growing counties in the country lying north of Lake
amount of money disbursed and by the employment given Brie, [, perhaps, will he excused by the House if I say a few
to the people of the different districts. Take for instance words in relation to the motion now before it. However, I
the town of Springhill. It has grown within two years, I crave permission at the outset to make a few remarks in re-
am told, from having a population of 300 or 400, to a pop- ply to the observations of the hon. member for Cape
ulation of 5,000 or 6,000. I am speaking from memory Breton (Mr. McKeen) with respect to the coal duty. That
now. Can anyone dispute the fact that the protection hon. gentleman informed us that some 15,000 or 20,000
afforded has not done good in distributing money and giv- people derived their subsistence directly or indirectly from
ing omployment to our people ? It is absurd for anyone the business of mining coal in Nova Scotia. That business,
to argue the contrary. The statement has been ventured I bolieve, is confined to three counties in that Province, and
here that this is a positive tax for the protection of coal the duty designed to protect fifteen or twenty thousand
owners. It will be admitted by every one that a revenue is people in three counties in Nova Scotia is made to bear
necessary to carry on the business of the country, and, if with extreme severity upon many important manufacturing
such is the fact, I would like to ask why a revenue should industries, and upon the interests of the general publie in
not be paid on coal and iron as well as on other articles ? the Dominion at large. Our importations last year of coal
This coal, if I understand the trade aright, is used not so much amounted to 1,325,000 tons, the value of whieh was $3,644,-
by householders in Montreal and in the St. Lawrence district 000, and upon the whole of this vast amount of coal im-
as by the larger corporations. Is there any reason why those ported a duty was exacted for the benefit of a portion of
corporations should not contribute part of the revenue the population of three counties in one of the Provinces of
by the country afforaing protection on coal as well as this Dominion. Now, Sir, the imposition of that duty upon
on any other article? I have heard it contended, and I have coal has a direct tendency to render unsatisfactory any
heard it admitted even by free traders, that a duty on kero- attempts at engaging in iron manufacture in this country.
sene oit was right and proper, but yet that coal used for a Coal is a raw material, and from coal is produced the cokesimilar purpose, namely, in the manufacture of gas, should which it is necessary to use in the reduction of iron oregot pay aay duty. I do not see the force of the argument. j1into pig iron; yet the Government by imposing a duty upon
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coal and upon coke, a product of coal, used in' the manufac- only imported in large quantities because it can be brought
ture of iron, have almost if not entirely neutralised the pro- in at a cheaper price than the coarse grain can be sold for.
tection it affords, by a duty upon pig iron and by bounties. We have been told that the importation of corn depreciates
I hold, Sir, that coal is a raw material, and that the imposi- the price of coarser grain, but the figures which I have given
tion of a duty upon it bears unjustly upon the whole will contradict that assertion. Here was corn admittel at
population of this Dominion who require to use coal as fuel, 51 cents a bushel, and during that year we find, from the
and with unju8t and undue severity e pon the iron interest Trade and'Navigation Returns, thatoats were worth 42 cents
and the other industries in this Dominion where coal is a bushel, barley 71 cents a bushel and peas 85 cents a
used either for the conversion of ores into metal or as fuel bushel, and the differenoe that I have shown between the
for propelling machinery. 1 repeat that I consider this an price paid for the corn imported and the price received for
impolitic and an unjust tax. Now, Sir, with regard to the grain exported of $1,438,000. The farmer is not in.
the corn question on which I rose to say a few words. A jured by the importation of corn for ho is simply permitted
good deal has been said to-night about the disastrous effects to sell one kind of a coarser grain at a higher price and
oaused to the agricultural interests of this Dominion by the buy another at a lower price and make money by the trans-
importation of corn free of dnty, and about the necessity action. He was permitted in the year 1877 to sell peas at
for the imposition of the duty in the interest of the farmei. 85 cents and buy corn at 51 cents. He was permitted to
I propose to go back to the period anterior to the imposi. sell oats at 42 cents and buy corn in their place for
tion of duties upon corn, and to phint out the effect upon the 51 cents. He was permitted to sell 48 pounds for 71 cents,
agricultural interests of the Dominion that the admission of and buy 56 pounds for 51 cents. He was permitted in all
free corn had in the year 1877. This was the year when those cases to make a large sum of money upon the trans-
the largest amount of corn was imported of any year in the action, and to trade oats or peas or barley for corn; and ho
history of the country, and a year wben the effect of the or somebody elise made nearly one million and a half dol-
importation of a large amount of corn on the agricultural lars in 1877 bocause the trade in corn was wisoly untram-
interests of Canada may very fairly determine the question melled by duties. To-day, at the present prices, if corn
as to whether the importation of corn is a disaster to the were admitted to Canada free of duty, with oats at 34 cents
farmer or whether it is not. I go back to the year 1877, a bushel and corn at 40 cents per bushel (the price at wbich
because it is just anterior to the introduction of the National it can ho laid down without duty in Toronto), there would
Policy. In the year 1877 wu find that the net import of be a gain of 12 cents on each bushel of corn exchanged.
corn, after deducting cornmeal, was 5,176,000 bushels, and At the current rate there would be a gain for the exchange
the average price was 51 cents a busbel. The importation of peas for corn of 16 cents a bushel, and a gain of 24 conte
of that corn enabled this country to sell the whole of the a bushel on every bushel of corn exchanged for a bushel of
export of oats for that year amounting to 2,970,000 bushels barley. This, Mr. Speaker, is the state of the corn trade,
which was equivalent in weight to 1,800,000 bushels of corn. and we sec how much it is in the interest of the farmer
Thus 1,800,000 bushels of corn filled the place that would to leave the importation of corn untrammelled by duty,
have been filled by the entîre export of oats and which for the farmer can sellb is coarser grains at a high
would have to be retained in the country but for the impor- price, and buy corn at a lower price, and corn suite
tation of the corn. Thon again 1,745,000 bushels of peas his purpose botter as a food at the low prices. I do
were exported that year, and that export was replaced with not know, Sir, that I have anything further to say in
1,870,000 bushels of corn, to fill the place that would other- relation to this question, except this, that my experience is
wise have to be filled by the peas. The balance of the that the duty bas had no effect whatever in raising the
import of corn, amounting to 1,506,000 bushels, took the price of corn in the county in which I live or in any of the
place of 1,736,000 bushels of barley that would have been other counties of the corn producing belt ; but the price of
required for food for stock or for other purposes had corn is actually lower now than the current rates that pre-
the corn not been imported. Had it not been for the vailed before the imposition of the duty. It bas had no
importation of corn we would have had to use ail the oats effect in raising the pric 3when the farmers had a surplus
and peas we exported, and then we would have had to to sel, although they do not raise it for the purpose of
feed up 1,736,000 bushels of barley to fil the place that selling, but for fattening stock ; but it has interfered with
was taken by the corn we imported. The net result of this the privilege and right which the farmer formerly pos-
importation of grain is as follows:-We bought 1,800,000 sessed of selling his oats, bis peas and his barley at a
bushels of corn at 51 cents a bushel, and sold 2,970,000 higher price relatively than the corn cost him, and making
bushels of oats at 42 cents a bushel, leaving a difference.-in large sums of money each year in the transaction of ex-
favor of the country of 8250,000. We bought 1,810,000 changing the one for the other.
bushels of corn at 51 cents a bushel and sold 1,745,000
bushels of peas at 85 cents, leaving a difference in favor of Mr. HESSON. I do not propose troubling the House at
the country of $523,000. We bought 1,506,000 bushels of any great length on this question which bas been so
corn at 51 cents and exported 1,730,000 bushels of barley thorougbly debated in years gone by. I had supposed that
at 71 cents, leaving a difference in favor of the country of not only had the corn question been thoroughly threshed
$466,860. We imported 292,843 barrels of meal, at $3 a out, but every other question relative to the National
barrel, and exported in its place a corresponding amount of Policy introduced in 1879. But hon. gentlemen opposite
flour at $5.5O a barrel and the gain from this source was seem to have iearned nothing from the past. They again
8632,107, making a total gain in consequence of the import- attempt, though in another and I muet confess a more dan-
ation of corn and the selling of the coarser grain, of which gerous way, by removing one brick at a time, to destroy,
it took the place at a higher price, of 81,8.73,000 in the if possible, that noble structure which has been created for
year 1877. If you take from that sum the cost of the the advantage &i the people of Canada. Now, Sir, this
transportation of the grain from the port of entry to the apparently very harmless and modest resol ution of the hon.
points of distribution all over the country and the member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) has in it a sting
cost of transporting the coarse grain from the point which I think is of a very dangerous character to the
where the grain was received to the frontier, and National ?olicy. The hon. gentleman, in a way peculiar
which I estimate at $445,000, we find that the to himself,-for he is a very able man indeed-and in a
net gain to Canada in 1877 from the importation of corn was way by which he would catch the popular ear if he were
not less than $1,438,000. The truth is that the importation not answered, has endeavored to damage the farming com-
Of corn is an advantage to the farmers of this country, it is munity in this country, while at the same professing to be
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their very best friend and supporter. Sir, I claim that this
is not a question between the distillers and the farmers,
as the hon. gentleman's resolution would seem to imply ;
but it is a wider and greater question than that. I am sure
the House bas heard enough on this question to have ar-
rived at all events at this conclusion, that for the insignifi-
cant sum of $300, which is about the amount paid by the
Government as a drawback to the distillers for the corn
they have imported in bond, the hon. gentleman would now
attempt to draw a red herring across the track in order to
remove, if possible, the keystone of this great National
Policy whicn the people of this country have favorably
pronounced upon. Now, Sir, it has been demonstrated by
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, and ought to
have been acknowledged by hon. gentlemen on that side,
that the quantity of corn imported into this country under
the National Policy has not been anything like the quantity
imported under the old free trade system; and I think I
shall be able to prove to the satisfaction of every hon. gen-
tleman in this House that it is not to the advantage of this
country to permit any larger quantity of American grain
of any kind to come into this country without the imposi-
tion ofsome restriction upon it. What are the facts ? The
bon. member for North Norfolk (R[r. Charlton), who has
just taken bis seat, states distinctly that under the free trade
policy of the Reform party in 1878, corn was imported into
this country at a cost of 51 cents a bushel to the consumer,
and be admits to-day that. in the face of a tariff of 7j cents
a buEbel, it can be laid down in this country at 46 cents
a bushel. The hon. gentleman sbould learn from that that
no policy can be made so sure as never to require revision
or consideration again. Hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House have repeatedly burled the accusation against
us that we are continually tinkering at the National Policy.
Well, Sir, if we do it is with the sole object of making it
as perfect and complete as any policy can be made while
the circumstances of the people and the country are chang.
ing from time to time; and what might not now be a very
serious drawback to the farmers of Canada, might drive
them to destitution and poverty and ruin in the circum-
stances in which they stood in those dark years from 1874
to 1878 under the administration of hor. gentlemen oppo-
site, when Canada was a free market for the grains of the
United States. I say it is a most dangerous position to
assume in this country, and the Governament I have the
honor of supporting, I am glad to see, are endeavoring
not only to benefit the manufacturers of this country who
are an important branch of industry, but the farmers,
who are the greatest and best of ail. Hon. gentle-
mon opposite always pose as the friends of the honest
farmer and his only friends. It is a most remarkable
thing that the farmers have not been convinced by their
arguments. They are wise in their generation ; they
are not the fools they are thonght to be. I tell you
from my own experience in the county where I have lived
for nearly half a century, one of the best districts of Ont-
ario, that I know the feelings of the farmers there on this
question and they will never consent to send a member toi
this House who will not support a National Policy which
will prevent all those products of American farmers from
coming into our market and destroying the best and great-i
est interest of all, the agricultural interest of this country.1
Now, let us see for a moment what the effect would be.1
Hon. gentlemen stand up here in the presence of this in-E
telligent House and pretend to be the farmer's friends, buti
they wili again see the same result throughout this Dom-
inion. I ltil you distinctly that I know what the farmer's
feelings are. I move among them a great deal, and having
had the experience of farming among them myself, I know
where they require the assistance of this louse. I said Iû
would endeavor so show the great interests at stake in thism
matter. I dare say that many hon, gentlemen from the

Mr. BLao9.

eastern Provinces do not suppose that we in Ontario
are producers of corn to any great extent; but I take
up the report of the Bureau of Indu-tries, publisbed
by the Reform Legislature of Ontario, which I believe
to contain accurate statements, because they are made
up from the returns of the farmers themselves to
that bureau, and from that report I learn that in the past
six years, from 1882 to 1877 inclusive, no less than 11,29,-
601 bushels of corn have been produced annually in the
Province of Ontario; and when I tell the House that a
large portion of that corn is grown in the western portion
of Ontario, I am sorry to sec hon. gentlemen from that
district rise in their places in this House and to take upon
themselves the responsibility of declaring that they are
opposed to the protection of that great interest, the corn
interest of their own Province. I am not here to advise
those gentlemen, but I fear that in some counties in the
west, the Coun ties of Essex, Kent and Elgin, which produce
Po less than 5,000,000 bushels annually, the people will not
thank these gentlemen for asking that the Canadian
mat kets be thrown open in order that American corn may
be allowed to compote with our own productions. I say
further that the coarse grains which are raised by
our farmers are of the utmost importance, and the effect
on them of the free admission of corn could not faià to
be very injurious. The hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) was bold enough to admit that the free
admission of corn will displace our coarse grains, which
would have to be sent to a foreign market; but our endeavor
bas always been to give our own people the control of our
own markets, and I am sure it is not to the advantage of
the farmer that he sbould be compelled to send bis coarse
grains to a distant market and take bis chances tbere. I
find that the oats produced in Ontario, during the last six
years, averaged 54,419,000 busbels, that the peas and other
coarse grains during the same years averaged a production
of 12,932,450 bushele, and that the production of corn aver-
aged 11,250,000 bushels annually. These great interests
must be preserved, and if we have admitted some 2,300,000
bushels of corn into Canada during the past year, that
import bas yielded a revenue to the country, and our farmers
have been protected to the extent of seven and a half cents
a bushel. Hon. gentlemen opposite need not presume
to be greater friends of the farmer than we are. We all
know that we have to live by and through them, and I
am glad to say, from my experience, that the farmers,
throughout the Province of Ontario, stand in a better
position to-day than they did under the old free trade
policy, when our markets were competely at the meroy of the
Americans, who could swamp them with their supplies, from
time to time, as they chose. Of that 3,271,000 bushels of
corn that came into Canada, 1,600,000 bushels went through
the distilling process. From that the Government had a
revenue of seven and a-half cents a bushel, and the whole
debate in this House has arisen mainly upon the fact that
the farmer has not got the advantage of the importation of
free corn as well as the distiller. We fir d that the Gov-
ernment, whether wisely or unwisely, passed an Order in
Council whereby any quantity of distilled corn or liquor
exported out of this country and manufactured out of the
imported corn shall bave a drawback, I presume upon the
value of the corn as iimported, seven and a-half cents per
bushel, and -the total amount refunded by the Government is
someth ng under $300. I have not touched one of the most
important branches, in so far as the farmer's interests are
concerned yet, and I would like to ask hon. gentlemen op-
posite to consider what the effect might possibly be if Ame-
rican coarse grains were permitted to fiod our market. In
Chicago oats are worth 25 cents and in Toronto from 36
cents to 37 cents. What then would be the advantage of a
market like that to Canadians ? The American oats can be
laid down in Owen Sound for 1 coents to 2 cents a bushel,
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and for 3 cents a bushel in Toronto. What advantage
would it be to our farmer to compote with a market like
that ? What would be the advantage to him in the market
of Toronto, where he is accustomed now to receive 37 cents
or 40 cents a bushel for bis oats, to be told tbat if he did
mot choose to accept 28 cents, Aaerican oats could be laid
down there at that figure. Hon. gentlemen may say it is
mot fair to make a contraat between Toronto and Chicago,
but the difference existing in prices is 12 cents and 13
cents, and the freight is only about 3 cents. Let us come
nearer home and contrast the Buffalo market with ours. In
Buffalo to day sellers are asking 32J cents and buyers are
offering 29 conts to 30 cents for oats, while in Toronto oats
are selling at 36 cents and 37 cents. Wae that the case in
the years between 1i74 and 1878 ? Was there ever a year
during that period in which the prices in Toronto were for
oats and wheat and all coarse graine except barley higher
than in the American market? No; just the opposite was
the case. To-day, however, our prices are infinitely bigher
than the Americans for almost every product of the farm.
I said that one of the most important interests had been
omitted in the calculations of my hon. friends opposite. Iti
is true that the farmer muet have cheap feed for his stock,
and that, if circumstances and seasons are favorable, he
will make proper provision for the stock he has. He knows
he bas to rely upon himself. The more labor he can put
on hie farrn and the more employment he can give to those
who are about him, the rieber the country will become, and
it will be so much the better for him if he eis ot dependent
upon the fluctuation of foreign markets. What do I find in
reference to one of the most important industries in con-i
rection with the farms-that is the cultivation of root
crops-according to this Statistical Record ? I find that no
less than 7,460,475 bushels of mangois hare been raised1
per year for the past six years; that the ave ra"e produc-
tion of carrots for the same period has beon three millions
and a half, and that turnips averaged thirty-cight millions
and a quarter. Do hon. gentlemen reflect what it means
to cultivate and raise crops of such importance and value
to the farming interest of this country ? What does it
mean to the feeder of stock ? It gives hiru a much botter«
quality of land after raising such crops as those instead ofj
depending upon the imports of corn from the United1
States, and not cultivating his farm except for the1
production of oats and peas and matters of that
kind. Wben those crops are raised, which are of the
utmost importance to the farmer, the farm is botter culti-
vated and gives more employment to those who are upon it
and the farmer is more independent of the American mar- j
ket. I do not desire to dttain the louse. This is not the
last occasion on whieh we shall bave the opportunity of
discussing this question, but those hon. gentlemen have
formed a policy which is probably wiser than that of at-
tacking the whole National Policy at once. They are now
attacking it here and there, and endeavoring te take a brick
out of thet noble edifice at a time, hoping that they will
tumble the whole building down about the ears of the citi i
zens of Canada. I believe there are men in this Bouse who i
would be gratified to do that although the country mightQ
suffer very disastrous consequences. I fear there are some 
gentlemen who would not object to see a disastrous result t
and to see the farmers put in the position they were before t
of being under the heel of the importer, and o have it t
brought to their attention and to their memory that the o
Americans would purchase at prices which gave them bot- b
ter profits. The farmer had to submit to that at a time s
when they required that attention which it was the duty of %
the Government to give them. t

Mr. BRIEN. I have never been, and I am not yet, a sup- s
porter of the National Policy, and I wish to b. consistent c
with the position I tookilast year. I am still asmuch ing

favor of reciprocity with the Tnited States as I ever was,
but, so long as this country Pees fit to maintain a National
Policy, I think this industry is just as important as any
other industry in this country to be protected. We have
been, of late, acustomed to follow the dictates of the Na-
tional Policy, which telle us, as far as the action of the people
is concerned in the past, that you are to get all you can and
keep ail you have. I think I shall be consistent, tberefore,
in voting against the motion and amendments which are
now before the House. As fai. as tbe farmers of the coun-
try in general are concerned, I think there bas been an in.
.uetioe dore o them in this matter. The farmer has not
en granted the same privilege which has been granted

to tbe distiller. I would not propose W the farmers W take
the course which tbey might, which would be to ask for the
abolition of the rebate on corn granted to the distillere, an
increase on the duty on corn, and the formation of a combi-
nation of the southern counties to raise the prie of corn.
The total amount of corn raised in Canada in 1886
was 10,805,305 bushels, of wbich the county I represent
raised 2,347,000 bushels, or about twenty-five per cent.
of all that was raised in the country. In 1887 there
were 8,404,000 bushels produced in this scountry, of
which Essex produced again nearly 2,000.000. This
is a very important industry, and it would be rather
unfair, wbere al] other industries in the country are pro-
tected, to remove the protection which is pretended to be
placed on the corn industry. The hon. member for North
Grey (Mr. Masson) ihas stated the position, in whieh I cx-
actly agree with him, that, by allowing a rebate on corn to
the farmers, it would bring the American corn into direct
competition with the Canadian corn. The fact is that the
protection to corn has not had its proper effect because of
the rebate allowed to distillers, the result of which bas
been that American corn ha4 been brought into competition
witb Canadian corn; and, if that holds good in one case, it
will hold good in another. Only 2,311,000 bushels of corn
were imported into this country during the past year, and,
if the southern counties improve in -h future as they have
in the past, they will be able to supply ail this quantity.
I say to my friends who are anxious to have the best corn
in the worid and to raise the best stock, that ail they bave
te do is to come to the Cointy of Essex, where they will
have ail the opportunity they desire of raising the best cbrn
and the best st' ek, and I am sure that we will be able to
find ioom for thaem and will be glad to welcome them there
and so o gratify their ambitlon. I did not intend to make
any lengthened remarki on this subject, but I desired to
justify the position I take. It is not often that I find my.
self in accordance with my bon. friends on the other side,
but on this occasion I feel, like some who have spoken, th it
my loyalty is to my constituents rather than my party.

Mr. WITE (Renfrew). The motion which bas been
placed in your bands, Mr. Speaker, by the bon. member for
South Grey (qr. Landerkin) is one of a series of reso-
utions which, according to the organs of the Reform party
t is the intention of the Opposition, during the present
Session,'to place before the House and before the country,
avowedly to endeavor to create the impression in the coun-
ry, and more particularly amongst the large and influen-
ial clams to which so much reference has been made
o day, that the present Government are dealing unjustly
with them. Now, Sir, there are two points that have
been brought to the attention of the House by the discus-
ion which has taken place to-day. In the first place
we have, I think, learned that my hon. friend, the leader of
he third party, has entirely recanted the faith which ani-
mated him in 1877-78. You, Mr. Speaker, as well as my.
elf, having had a seat in Parliament during those years,
an remember very well what aid and assistance the hon.
entleman gave to the Conservative party during those
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yèars, by his eloquent voice and by his vote in Parliament,
in supporting the propositions which we thon laid down,
advocating the policy which the Conservative party have
advocated from 1876, down to the present time. I am a
littie astonished that my hon. friend the member for
Northumberlar.d (Mr. Mitchell), the leader of the left
centre, has not been able to give to the House, and to the
country, botter reasons than ho bas given upon the floor of
Parliament to-day, for tbat recantation, the exhibition of
which ho bas given upon the present occasion. A great
statesman like my bon. friend, leading a great party as ho
does, ougbt to take a broader view of these ques-
tions than ho has exhibited on the present occasion. If I
understood bim aright he took the ground that be would
support the two amendments which were made, first
the amendment to remove the duty altogether on corn, and,
secondly, the amendment to remove the duty from corn.
meal, not because ho thought it would be in the interests
of Canada that it sbould ho done, but because it would be in
the interests of the electors of the County of Northumber-
land.

Mr. MITCHgLL. I did not express an opinion about
supporting either of them.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Well, thon, if my hon. friend
does not intend to support them.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not say I did not intend.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Certainlv ihe bon. gentleman's
speech iudicated that ho did interid to support them, and the
reason why ho intended to support these amendments was be-
cause it % as in tb interemts of ihe electors of the Counîty of
Northumb. rlad. I say Sir, that the leader of a great party
such as the bof. member for Northumberland, ought to have
taken a wider and bruader view of this question than be ha-
done. It it not mv inte.,tion to enter into the general discus
ston whih bas arisen upon this motion with reference to the
trade policy of the couuntry as it affects other interests than
those that are especialiy referred to in the motions which
are in your hands. I listened with a goud deal of attention
to my bon. triend rom \orth Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). I
have heard that hon. gentleman make many speeches upon
the floor of Parliamuent; I have heard him first taking one
line in regard to the discussion of a trade polry, and the an.
other line; I have heard him make maty caloulations as to
the effect of different policies upon the interests of the people
of Canada ; and to-night we have heard him again giving to
the House a series of figures from which ho proves to
his own satisfaction, at all events, that the policy that
prevailed during the time that the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration was in office, was more beneficial to the farmers than
the policy which at present prevails. He gave us certain
figures respecting the effoct of the importation of corn in
1877, having admitted, as ho did at the time, that we im-
ported during that year a very much larger quantity than
we now import, and we aliege that the diminution in the
importation since the imposition of the duty, bas inured
to the benefit of the fsrmer. The effort which the bon.
gentleman made in bis speech before the House was to
prove that no such benefit had inured to the farmer from
the diminution of the importation of corn, and ho told us
that through the large importation of corn we were enabled
to export from Canada in 1877 nearly 4,000,000 busbels of
oats. But in his calculations, and in the information which
ho was giving to the House, ho forgot to tell us that in that
year 1877 we imported 1,697,000 bushel of the same article.
You will find, Mr.Speaker, and my hon. friend for North Nor-
folk will find, the same to be the case if he examines the Trade
and Navigations Returns ; that the export of oats from the
country during that year was only some two miliions of bush-
els more than we had imported, and Sir, the whole of that
importation of oats has now ceased altogether, We do import

Mr. WmT (Benfrew).

hardly a single bushel, during the past year we importel
only 20 000 bushels altogether. Thon ho told us that
we exported in 1877, 1,753,000 bushels of peas, but ho for.
got to tell the House and the country that we exported
during the last year ending 30th June, 1888, of the same
article, 2,164,069 bushels. The contention I make in re-
gard to this matter is this-I do not speak from the stand.
point of an eastern Province man. Whon we were discussing
the National Policy in Opposition; when we wore discussing
the probable effect of the National Policy, 1 think theb hon.
member for Northumberland concurred that it would be
impossible, unless the difforent Provinces agreed to a
certain lino of policy, and if each particular interest, if the
interest of each particular Province was to be consulted-it
would bo impossible ever to arrive upon a basis protecting
the interests of this great Dominion. We did arrive upon the
basis of taxing Ontario for the benefit of Nova Scotia, the
iron and coal industries of that Province ; at the same
time we agreed on the policy of advancing the interests of
the farmers of Ontario and Quebec by imposing a daty
upon the agricultural products which were largely import.
ed previous to that time.

Mr. MITCHELL. When did New Brunswick and Prince
Edward come in ?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My hon. friend goes back. I
see ho bas enlarged bis views from the County of Northum-
berland to the whole Province of New Brunswick. I will
tell him where it affects the interests beneficially of the
Province of New Brunswick. Lot him go to the great
cotton mill of Mr. Gibson down in the Province of New
Brunswick, let him go to Moncton, and he wili find that the
National Policy bas, to a considerable degree, beneficially
affected the interests of hie Province.

Mr. MITCHELL. What dividends have they paid ?
That is the point.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I am not aware what dividends
they pay, but I know this much, that whother they bave
paid dividends or not, they have paid the hands that
have been employed in those factories in the prosecution of
these industries.

Mr. MITCHELL. Two or three hundred hands.
Mr WHITE (Renfrew). Whether it has inured to the

benefit of the promoters of those industries, it has inured to
the general benefit of whole Province of New Brunswick.
But, Sir, it does not lie in the mouth of my hon. friend to
taunt us that no dividende have accrued to the promoters of
those industries, when he and bis friends have been telling
us for the last ton years that we bave adopted and main-
tained a policy which has been in the interest of the great
cotton and sugar lords of the country, and against the
interests of the people of Canada. I say if it has added to
the distribution of money, if it has added materially, as it
has added, to the employment of labor in the Province of
my hon. friend, it has thereby materially advanced the
interests of that Province. I am endeavoring, however, to
confine myself more particularly to the question before the
House. I say that as far as my observation goes, the
imposition of a duty upon coarse graine coming into Canada
bas been more boneficial to the farmers of this country than
any other portion of the tarif policy of the present Govern-
ment regarding the importation of any other article into
Canada. And when it is shown, as can be conclusively shown
by the Trade and Navigation Returns, that the importation
of corn has been reduced from upwards of 8,000,000 bushels
in 1877, down to a little over 2,000,000 in 1888; and that the
importation of oats and other coarse grains has been reduced
from 1,690,000 bushels in 1877, down to 20,000 in 1888, I
think no more conclusive argument can ho offered to the
farmers of Canada that the policy of the Government in
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reference to this matter has been beneficial to them, in that
respect at all events. But I need not have labored to con-
vince the Opposition that the policy of the Government
with regard to this matter had been beneficial to the far.
mers. Why, notwithstanding the fact that from 1879 down
to the present Session we have heard from the other side of
the House of Commons the statement made year after year
that it was impossible that the imposition of duties on grain
coming into Canada could be beneficial to the farmer, yet to-
day we have the extraordinary spectacle of hon. gentlemen
supnorters of the leader of the Opposition rising and telling
this fHouse candidly that while they agree with the
motion of the hon. member for South Grey (Îlr. Landerkin),
they do not intend to vote for either of the amendments
made to that proposition, thereby giving the most positive
evidence it is possible for hon. gentlerten to give that they
bave been convinced by the logic of facts that the policy
we adopted in 1876, and which I am glad to say the present
Government has maintained down to the present time, bas
been beneficial in the direction in which we intended it to
be beneficial. So much for the question as to the amend-
ments which have been submitted. As regards the main
motion itself I am quite free to admit there is a good deal
of reason in the proposition laid down by the hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin). It does not seem to be
an unreasonable proposition that if we admit the system of
drawbacks at all, it ought to apply not in a limited but in
the fullest sense possible. I may say I am not favorable
to the system of drawbacks; I do not believe the system is
a wise one or one in the interests of any cou utry; but whilst
that system exists and is upon the Statute.book it must be
applied by the Government, I presume, in the best manner
possible.

Mr. MILLS. That is against the farmer.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Yes; the hon. gentleman tays

for the benefit of the farmer.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Against the farmer.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Let me say this : that in the

r solution submitted by the hon. member for South Grey
(Mr. Landerkin) and that which was submitted a day or
two ago, the Opposition bave given evidence that they
cannot rise very high in regard to matters of trade policy.
I am not going to refer to the discussion which took place
yesterday on the motion of the hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock), but I may say that the whole export
of spirits, as I am informed and as I gather from the public
documents, upon which a drawback is paid amounts to
about $16,'0j, and that the whole drawback paid to
the distillers amounted to about $300 or $100. I do noti
pretend to say that because the traie is so small in its pro-1
portions it alters the principle in the slightest degree, bat(
I do say that I believe if yon are to apply the machinery
of the Minister of Customs, which is somewhat cumbrous,c
and which we sometimes think a little arbitrary, to they
feeding of cattle in bond, I think you would very soon find,
and hon. gentlemen opposite would very soon find, that the
farmers would say : For G>d's sake do not give us any
drawback on the feed we give our cattle, but let us feedt
them as we choose.N

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is hard on the Minister of
Customs.t

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Perhaps it is hard on thet
Minister of Custome. I am standing here as an independ-
ent member, and whilst I give the (Governmont an inde-

pndent support because their policy meets with my views,
I think I have a right to criticise even the actions of my ownu

leaders.a
Mr. MITCHELL. But you should be bere..

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The reason I am not there is i
because the policy, or rather the non-policy, of hon. gentle- 1

men opposite does not meet with my approval, and the
generai poliey of hon. gentlemen on this side does meet
with my approval; ard wbilst I am quite free to criticise
their acts when they are not in the publie interest, their
general policy is such that it would be disastrous not only
to the interests of my own constituents in North Renfrew,
but to the interests of the whole Dominion if they were
turned out of office and hon . gentlemen opposite took
their places. For this reason, although I am free to
admit there is a great deal of plausibility in the motion
of the hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin), I be-
lieve it would be impossible to apply it in such a way as to
benefit the farmers, and, therefore, I will vote against the
amendment which has been submitted and against the
main motion itself.

Mr. CHIISROLM. I do not desire to reply to remarks
made by hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House,
but I should like to say a few words in regard to the view
we take on t7iis subject in the Province from which I come.
£he fact of the matter is that previous to the adoption of
the National Policy our farmers were struggling and were
very poor. They had to compete with farm produce
brought across the lines, and farm products were brought
in which slaughtered our market. At that time the wild
lands on the Fraser River were worth about 85 an acre, at
the present time those lands are worth 830 an acre; culti-
vated lands at that t'me were worth about $-0 an acre, at
the present time they are selling at about 875 to 8100 an
acre. I was sorry to heur the other evening that land
had depreciated so much in vaine in this part of the
country, for such is not the case in our Province, and since
the National Policy has been in operation lands have
been advancing rapidly in price from year to year, until
the day before I left a f arm of 160 acres
on an island in the Fraser was sold for 8100 an acre. That
shows that the National Policy has been good for our Pro-
vince, and we are in favor of it. We are in favor of it in its
entirety ; we do not want to do away with any part of it.
If I made any other statement in this House all the far-
mers on the Fraser River would bring me to a severe
account indeed. In my statement I will bo supported by
every hon. member from the Province, a constituency of
which I have the honor to represent, and so far as the
National Policy is concerned 1 witl support it in its entirety.
I believe it is a good way to raise the revenue which is
necessary for every Government, and it is desirable to
protect all the industries in the country, whether agricul-
tural or manufacturing. With these few remarks, and
without offering any comment on statements made by
hon. gentlemen either on this side of the House or on the
Opposition side of the House, I conclude bydesiring that
the flouse should know how we in British Columbia feel
on this question, and the view held in the Province from
which I come.

Mr. AMYOT. I think it proper that so long as the
United States protect themselves against us we must pro
tect ourselves against the States. I hold that this country
would be greatly benefited if we were allowed to trade
freely with the States, but for my part I want one thing or
the other: either protection against the States or free
trade with the States, the latter of which would meun a
partrership between the States and ourselves to protect the
whole 65,000,000 of people, which would be the united
p:>pulation, against the rest of the world, and the giving to
as of an immense market in the whole market of the States,
and giving the States the mai ket of Canada. But I do not
believe that we should smash up into fragments our
system of protection so long as we do not obtain free
trade with the United States. Of course, if yon
take in detail every article of the tarif, yon will find
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that some p arts of the country would be benefited by
a change, but we must take the tariff as a whole.
Some parts of the Dominion produce a largo quarntity of
corn, and if you admit the corn from the States free it will
be detrimental to those who produce corn. Il you admit
cornmeal free of duty it will be against Ihe interests of the
millers of Canada and of those employed in those milis. I
do not think, however, it is necessary to go into those
details, but we should rather look at the question in
its broad view. Last year I voted against admitting flour
free of duty on the same principle. Of course those who
do not produce wheat would beriefit by having it a little
cheaper; if the tariff makes any change in the final resait
of the market, but we must remember that those who pro-
duce wheat pay duty on coal and other articles. I hold
that as long as we have not free trade with the United
States we must protect ourselves. If yon take the question
of corn you find that you may marufacture it and export
it, and if you take fertilisers, on which we voted yesterday,
we find that we can manufacture them here and export
them to the States or elsewhere with profit to ourselves.
I believe that we should have free trade with the States,
and that is the sentiment in the part of the country
which I represent, but so long as we have not an entire
systemof reciprocity of commerce we must have reciprocity
of tariff; we must protect ourselves as the U..ited States
protect themselves agairst us. It is the duty of us who
believe in free trade with the United States to let that
country know that we are ready to deal with them on that
score, but so long as we do not ob!ain this reciprocity we
must support the National Policy for our own proteouton.
The National Policy was introduced in 1876 as a means to
obtain reciprouity with the United States. I hope that
very soon we will have that reciprocity for the benefit of
the country, ard that we may be able to trade freely with
the intelligent and wealthy people of the great country
sonth of us.

Mr. SPROULE. After the exhaustive debate which took
place on this question I would not trouble the House were
it not for the fact that I corne from the same part of the
country from which the hon. member (Mr. Landerkin)
comes, who made the original motion in this fouse; and, in
addition to that, ours is a part of the country composed
largely of agriculturists who perhaps have benefited more
from the National Policy or equally as much at alt events
as those in any other portion ot the Dominion of Canada.
I am much surprised at the member for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkin) making this motion; it is one of the peculiar
motions which he brings forward for the purpose of catching
the unwary. It is one of those motions that he makes for
the purpose of endeavoring to convince the people of Grey
that some great injustice is done to them by the Govern-
ment of the country, or that by some piece of class legisla-
tion that others have benefited by the iNational Policy, and
that they and they alone are left out in the cold. Whether
the hon. gentleman framed this motion himself or by
the advice of others, it is framed in the best possible way
it could be for the purpose of deceiving the people. It
says:

That, whereas distillera are allowed a rebate of duty upon corn im-
ported for use in the manufacture of spirits for expert, it is, in the
opinion of this House, but jut and right that farinera and stock raisers
Who iaportii corte.eed cattle or other stock for export, should aiso
reoeiç-e a similar rebate.

Take the bare ard bald motion as it appears here and go
to the country districts in East and South Grey, and say to
the farmers that the distillers of the country are allowed a
rebate on all grain they bring in for the purpose of feeding
cattle which they sell in the saine market as the farmer,
while the farmer is obliged to pay 7 cents a bushel duty
and it is natural that they should feel that they are the
injured parties. BuLt the hon. gentleman would not tolt
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them in addition to this bald statement about the small
quantity of corn which is brought in for that purpose. le
would conveniently omit to tell them that during last year
the rebate on all grain brought into Canada for that par-
pose was only between three or four hundred dollars. He
would lead them to believe that the large quantities of
grain brought in by the distillers were entirely imported
for that purpose, and, therefore, that the farmers of the
country must receive some injustice because they cannot
get that rebate. I regret that the member for South
Grey (Mr. Landerkin) is so short-sighted as to suppose that
he could delude the farmers into believing injustice is done
them in this respect. If there is one part of the Dominion
of Canada more than another where the National Policy
applies directly in the interest of the farmer, it is in his
constituency and mine. I have the honor to be one of his
constituents and to live in one of the townships that helped
to send him here as a representative of the people, and I
can tell him that no longer ago than the present season a
large portion of the oats grown in the Townships of Glenelg,
Artemesia, Euphrasia, Holland and other townships were
sent to the north shore of Georgian Bay for the purpose
of feeding the horses and other stock belonging to the lum.
bermen who were engaged in operations in that part of the
country. Were it not for this policy oats would be
largely brought, as they were brought before the National
Policy was introduced, from the State of Michigan, or some
of the Western States of the Union. It is not so long ago
since 1878 ; and I distinctly remember that lumbering
mon on the north and south shores of Georgian Bay
brought nearly all their oats and pork from the Western
States. I think the hon. member for East Simcoe (Ur.
Cook) belonged at that time to a firma who imported the
food for its men and horses from the Western States.

Mr. COOK. No.

Mr. SPROULE. I know that some of his men informed
me that their supply of pork and oats came from the West-
ern States previous to 1878, and they also told me that they
could get rattlesnake pork f rom Chicago much cheaper than
Canadian pork, and it was in the interests of the employer
to import it. I do not wonder at the bon. momber from
Norfolk (Ur. Charlton) supporting this motion, belonging as
he does to a lar.e lumbering firm who are carrying on their
operations on the north shore of Georgian Bay, because
it would be to his interest and a benefit to his pocket that
he could bring in the oats from Michigan instead of bring-
ing them from East and South Grey. I know that before
navigation closed in the present year bayera in my locality
paid 5 and 6 cents a bushel more for oats than they could
if we had not protection. They sent oats from the
ports of Owen Sound and Collingwood to the lumbermen
and got a better market for them than they could by send-
ing them east. When navigation closed oats had to come
down a little, but were it net for the fact that our oats are
protected in this direction, persons could not pay
the prices they are paying for them to-day. I remem-
ber distinctly, in the locality where I live, in the
heart of one of the fiaest agricultural sections in Ontario
not only corn from Chicago, but prairie-raised oats from the
Western States, which were much cheaper than the oats our
farmers could raise, were being brought in, and I remember
distinctly that the value of oàts dropped 20 cents a bushel
in two days when two steamer loads of oats came into Col.
lingwood and were distributed throughoat the Counties of
Grey and Simcoe to compete with the oats which were sold
at higher prices by our own farmers. Will anyone tell me
in the face of that fact that it would be in the interest of
the farmers of South Grey to have the daty taken off
corn, which would seek to come into competition with
the coarse grains raised largely by the farmers there ?
Unfortunately it has been the experience of the farmers
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theré within the pat few years that they have not of us who favor the National Policy, although we come
been able to raise wheat as'successfully as they could from the Maritime Provinces, and would be glad to see
years ago.; they are obliged to turn their attention to this duty removed in the interests of the consumers of corn-
coarse grains. Peas, oats and barley are the staple crops meal in that Province, voted with the Government to
in that country, and if you allow corn to come in free every maintain this duty. This question was one of the promi.
bushel that is brought in will redace the value cf the oats, nent questions discussed in the election contest of 1882,
peas and barley the farmers grow, because these are the whieh I believe was the first opportunity I had of express.

grains they use for feeding their cattle. We find them ing my views publicly upon it. It was contended then
taking them to the mill and getting them mixed together, by those opposed to us that this duty was imposed upon
and if the duty were taken off corn as the result of this motion, the people of the Maritime Provinces for the especial bene-
I can tell the hon. member for South Grey (Ur. Landerkin) fit of the farmers of the Province of Ontario. So far as
that he would find no stronger opponents than many I was concerned I accepted that statement as true, but I
mon who are now bis supporters. Ron. gentlemen opposite contended that it was a part of the general policy of pro.
tell the fariners that not one single article they have to sell tection adopted by this Government, that that policy as a
is raised in price by the tariff. If that is the case, why do whole would be beneficial to the people of the Maritime
they ask that the duty should be taken off ? If the remo- Provinces, and that, therefore, if we are disposed to accept
val of the duty will not bring down the price of the corn to it we muat accept it as a whole. The electors of Westmore-
the farmers for feeding purposes, why do they ask that it land county on that occasion agreed with that view, and
should be taken off ? There is something lame, unreaseon expressed their verdict accordingly. That is the position
able and inconsistent in their logic, and I can tell the hon. which I took thon and which I have always held from that
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that if he goes time to the present, and it is the position I hold to-day.
to the Georgian Bay, either on the north shore or the south Now, I would like to say just one word with regard to the
shore, he will require a great deal more logic than even he first amendment, which proposes to place corn on the free
can command, to convince any farmer that it is in his inter- list. That was no doubt moved with the view of compel-
est to have the duty taken off. They may tell him: If you ling some of us who support the Government to vote
belong to a Michigan lumber firm, yon can buy there the against the Government on that particular question. So
pork to feed your lumbermen or the oats to feed your horses; far as I am concerned, I desire to say this, that while I
but if you come here, as long as this duty is on corn, we should be glad if any arrangement could be made which
will compel yon to buy from us, and we will still believe could relieve the consumers of corn and oernmeal in
that it is in our interest, notwithstanding what figures you the Maritime Provinces from this tax, I consider that
produce; for the hon. gentleman seems to be au adept at it would not ba in the intereast of the farmers of the
figures and able to prove anything from them, at any rate Dominion, as a whole, to have this duty wholly removed.
to his own satisfaction, but, i am sure, not to the satisfac- I find by looking at the statistics that the production of
tion of the farmers. I would not have spoken on this sub- corn in Ontario amounts to some 10,000,000 or 11,000,000
ject at all were it not that I come from the sane locality as bushels annually, that there is imported basides 2,30a,000
the hon. member for South Grey, and that I believe that it bushels, that the principal part of this imported corn pays
is strongly in the interest of the farmers that this duty duty, and that the principal part is used in the manufacture
should be kept up, and would be much to their detriment if of whiskey. Now, while I am a supporter of the National
it were taken off, as it enables them to obtain increased Policy and in favor of encouraging manufactures in this coun-
prices for these cearse grains which are the staple commo- try, I am not in favor of extending any special encourage-
dities they raise in that country, and which must be so for ment to the manufacture of whiskey, and instead of admitting
all time to come. corn free for ail purposes, including the manufacture of whis-

key, if any change is to be made, I shall favor another change
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I desire before the vote is which has bcen suggested, and that is taking away the re-

taken on this question to add a word or two to what I have bate which is now allowed on whiskey exported. I have
already said in regard to the observations of some of the nothing further te say on this question, except to refer to a
speakers in the course of the debate. 1 think it was the remark which was made by some of our friends on this
hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Lister) who said that if the side, that we, from the Maritime Provinces, were disposed to
members from the Maritime Provinces could not vote for the discuss this question in a sectional spirit. I am not dispos-
original motion, they would have an opportunity of voting ed to do that, and I think the views I have expressed will
against the Government on one of the two amendments which satisfy any hon. gentleman that I am not discussing it in
have been proposed. The original resolution provides for any narrow provincial spirit. I am one of those who
a rebate on corn imported for stock feeding; the first amend. believe that the Maritime Provinces have received
ment provides that corn for all purposes shall be admitted a fair share of the advantages whieh have resulted to
free; the next amendment provides that cornmeal shall be the whole Dominion from the policy of the present Gov-
admitted free. Hon. gentlemen opposite appear to pursue ernment. While admitting that in this particular instance
the sarne pelicy with regard to this question that they have a small tax is imposed upon them, yet the railway policy
pursued on other ocoasiens. They have not very clearly and the tarif policy of the Government, as a whole, have
defined their position, and we on this side of the House, at been beneficial to almost every interest in the Maritime
al events, are at a loss to know, should hon. gentlemen Provinces. I am glad to say I believe the farmers of the
opposite byany means assume power and have the framing Maritime Provinces appreciate the advantagesof this policy.
of the tarif, which of these three different policies they I am glad to say that they are in a botter position to-day
would adopt. I shall not, however, be at ail surprised if the than they were in at any other time in the history of the
hon. member for Lambton, and the majority of the country, and that they are giving the general policy of the
members on that side of the House, be found Government a more hearty and generous support now than
voting not oiy for one but for each and al they ever accorded it before. I wish simply, in closing, to
of these three different motions, provided they think they affirm the position which I took at the opening of this de-
have any chance by doing so of defeating the Government. bate, and while I desire to see the duty upon corn imported
Mr. Speaker, this is not the firat time this question has for stock-breeding purposes and for manufacturing purposes
been discussed in this louse. It was discussed a few removed, I am still a supporter of the National Policy, and
years ago when a motion was introduced on the other side I only desire this change, while it can be done in the inter-
Of the Riouse proposing to place corn on the free list. Those est of the farmers of the Dominion as a whole.
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Mr. DAVIN. I intend to occupy the time of the Housa

but a few minutes. Had I spoken before my bon. friend
from Renfrew (Kr. White), I might have gone into
several of the positions taken up on this side of the House.
But my hon. friend so admirably and so succinctly dealt with
these that I shall only trouble the House for a fow minutes
while I call attention to one or two points in the debate,
which seem to me remarkable. In the first place, it is
now admitted that protection protects. That principle is
now admitted by professed free traders. One hon. gentle-
man after another belonging to the Roform party has stood
up and declared that he would stand by the duty on this
one article so long as protection happons to be the rule;
but tbey should know that, according to the political
economists, they should, if they are to be consistent
free traders, advocate the abrogation of the duties on that
or any other individual article, because the theory of the
true fiee trader is that protection does not protect. Thon
the hon. member for Norfolk (Kr. Charlton) tells us that,
strange to say, the duty has mado nn difference whatever
in the price of corn. That is exactly what we say
in regard to a great many other things on which a
duty exists to-day. It makes no difference in the
price except, in some instances, to reduce the price. We
have, therefore, two great admissions. Two or three
gentlemen on the Oppo'ition side have stood up and
doclared that they will voie with the Government, be-
cause they think it is in the interest of their constituents
that the Government policy should be carried out in this
one article, so long as protection exists. In other words,
they believe that protection protects, and my hon. friend,
who is in his heart a Protectionist, although ho wears on
his elceve the badge of an assumed freo trader, tells us that
the duty makes no difference whatever in the price. I will
keep my promise and not go into statistics, but will merely
refer to what my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) said about the protection of coal in the Maritime
Provinces. If I were to go into statistics, I could show that
ever since the present Government came into power the
production of coal has gone on increasing, until to-day
nearly 3,000,000 tons are produced all over the country.
Another point which this debate emphasises is that there
is an educational process going on which promises to rid us
of a sinister aspect of the Reform party. Hore to-night, as
on other occasions, what do we see? Do we ever see the
bon. gentlemen on the Opposition side discuss a question
from the general standpoint of the prosperity of the coun-
try ? No. They take up some small patch of country and
they peg away at that. They ara creatures of detail; they
cannot rise to a large conception ; they have to look at
everything in small figures.

An hon. MEMIBER. Through a funnel.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, through a very small funnel. My
lon. friend behind me speaks of a funnel, and the hon.
member for Bothwell (Kr. Mille'>.usinaaphrase that

(Mr. Mitchell) who I am sorry to say is not here, for I like
to see bis genial countenance, gets very argry and pro-
phesies that this country is going to the dogs, instead of
making great progress, lie furnishes another instance of
Canning,' Needy Krife Grinder. They are asking the coun-
try w bat its grievances are. If the country were to ransack
its head for the next three months it could not tell you a
grievance. Everything isgoing on prosperously, and I say
that the wide range the debate bas taken shows how every
part of the National Policy hangs together. What do I see ?
[ take up a paper, and I see this, and it is a thirg which
happons again and tgain. I read here a dispatch from
Windsor:

" N. B. Perkins and J. W. Bull, of the Globe Furniture Company, oi
Northville, Mich., are in town with a view to start in Windsor a factory
for making church and school furniture for the Canadian market. They
propose from the start to employ not fewer than 100 persons in supply-
ing Canadian demands. The firm desires to secure the Canadian trade,
and bas con cluded that it would be cheaper to manufacture in Canada
than to continue paying 35 per cent. duty on their foreign made
articles."
That sort of thing je going on the whole time. My hon.
friend the member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) would bring
out figures to you in reference to this matter. The
figures would be laid down with all the regularity of
soldiers brought out on parade. He will marshal them
and look at them with affection, and it shows how much he
admires the figurative work of his own hande. He will
show that it would ho botter for our people to go over to
Michigan and bay their furniture there, than that we
should by a wise policy, force these people, if they are de.
termined to have anything to do with our markets, to come
ov®r here. Before I sit down, I will refer simply to one
incident in the debate which rather varied it. An hon.
friend, who is a member of the House for the first time, and
with whom I fought a battle in Haldimand some years ago
-more years ago than I care to remember-was introduced
to you, Sir; and the wit of the louse, the Bernal Osborne
of the House, my hon. friend here (Lir. Landerkin)
spoke afterwards, and with that charming humor which
is characteristic of him, he rang the changes on this,
that the Reform party was winning seat after seat, that
one after another the outworks of the Government were
being stormed, that member after member on the Refcrm
side was being brought in, and in fact there was a great
deal of clucking about a very emall egg; but knowing what
I know is going on in that county-and I say it with all
sympathy for my friend, for he was a strong foe, and I
always have a kindly feeling towards a strong foe-and
knowing what is likely to be the result twelve months
hence in Haldimand, perhaps my hon. friend, with that
facility of quotation which belongs to him, will be able to
be equally happy twelve months hence, and when another
member is being led in by my right hon. friend and pre-
sented to you, Sir, he will be able to address him, parodying
the language which the Prince inII ".Romeo and Juliet"
addresses to one of the great Veronese houses :

used myself, comparedme the other night to a funnel. 1 "Corne, Montagne, for thou art early np,
only wish I could taper the funnel a little so as to get To see thy foe and heir more early down."
some information into my hon. friends' heads, because the Mr. MoDOUGALD (Pictou). This resolution is evi-
bottles are too small for the funnel. The two points to dently one of a series by which the Opposition intend to
which I would call the attention of the House are two im- attack the National Policy piecemeal. The debate has
portant points. They show that in this question, after it taken a much wider range than the terms of the resolution
as been thresbed out for the lst ton years, the edncational would indicate, and if it had been confined to the duty on

process is going on, the yeast begins to rise and the Reform corn and cornmoeal, I would not have troubled the louse
party, such as it i, is breaking up. Several of them will with any remarks. The hon. member for Northumberland
come over to my right lon. friend to-night and vote for him (Mr. Mitchell), as has been his custom for one or two years
for the firet time. This debate has taken a wide range. I past, as undertaken to make an attack on the great
am not sorry for that. It shows that the whole National industries of coal and iron. ie, who in the past, as he
Poicy hangs together; it shows that you cannot admits himself, was a supporter and founder of the Nationaltouch it here and there, but that it is part of a great Policy, claims that we have changed our position and that
system under which this country has made extraordinary Ibo policy which ias been approved by the people on many
progress. And when my hon. friend from Northumberland occasions is different from the policy which he supportedMr. WooD (Westmoreland).
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in the past. Hie bas adopted a policy now which I cntend
is not a National Policy. He has singled out for attack
now and on previous occasions all the great industries of
the country which in an-y sense could be called national.
He has dealt with the great interest of the farmer and
with the great mining interest of the country. He bas
made the statement in relation to the iron duties, for ins-
tance, that they have not been asked for by the pub-
lie and are not in the interest of the Maritime Provinces,
and that no substantial progress has resulted therefrom.
In relation to that matter, full statistios were produced
during the debate on the Budget last year to show that sub-
stantial progress bad been made in that direction, and since
then the position bas not retrograded but has improved.
To cite only one instance, the furnaces at Londonderry,
which in 1877 cmployed only 300 men, were last year cm
ploying 800 men ; works which were then stagnant have
been revived; and, of the two furnaces, one is in full opera-
tion and the other will be ready for operation in a very
short time. Another industry is the steel works in the
County of Pictou, which have been doubled in capacity,
and the great impetus which bas been given bas been such
as to aLtract attention to the facilities for the manufacture
of iron in Canada, and I believe that in a short time these
smelting industries will be so fully establisbed as to produce
all the iron required for consumption in Canada. My belief
in that result is based on the fact that we have undoubtedly
in the midst of us all the conditions for successful manufac-
ture, conditions which do not exist to the sane extent on
any other portion of this continent. All these resolutions
bave been designed to draw the support of the farmer from
the National Policy. It is contended that these duties wbich
have been imposed bear heavily on the farmer, and, as an
example, it has been stated that the duties on iron im-
ported were last year from 40 to 45 per cent. As a matter
of fact the whole duties last year on the iron which was
imported did not exceed 30 per cent. excluding the free
goods. In 1886-87 the duties were not over 22 per cent. I
do not contend, and no consisent supporter of the National
Policy or of a protective policy could contend, that in a
new country protective duties do not in the first instance
increase the price of goods in some cases, but I do contend
that the labor which is employed in the country will be an
offset at an early date to the enhanced prices. I can cite
the example of the United States. Less than a quarter of
a century ago, their iron industries were of comparatively
small dimensions. To-day they are equal in amount, if they
bave not actually outstripped the iron production of Great
Britain, and, in machinery and in the higher branches of
inon manufacture requiring skill, they furnish their goods
as cheaply at least as can b. obtained in Great Britain.i
An examination of the Trade and Navigation Returns of thei
last two years will bear out this statement, and show thati
our importation of these articles is tending rather in favor(
of the highly protected country than of the country whichj
has a policy of free trade. Then, in relation to the charge'
of the enormous impost on iron, that duties on iron range1
from 40 to 45 per cent. these percentages if they are not
examined closely are misleading in the general estimate1
of them in the public mind. To arrive at the correct(
amount we have to come down to the actual payments1
in dollars and cents, and if the extra duties imposed(
upon iron are reduced to specifie figures, we find thatE
outside what would be considered an ordinary revenue (
duty in the minds of any free trader, the increased duties1
do not really, on the average, exteLd beyond from , to 1
of a cent. per pound on the raw material used in the manu.1
facture. When euch material is worked up the actual cost
to the consumer is even less than that. As an example of1
the tendency of prices from 1878 to 1889 in relation to a t
few articles manufactured out of iron, I will cite some1
figures which have been f urnished me this evening, which

show that not only are these articles manufactured cheaper
to day, and that may bo, to some extent, owing to an
improvment in operations, but the figures show, at all
events, that these goode are supplied at very reasonable
prices. Take the articles used by the lumbermen. First
take bail corks. In 1878 these were furnisbed at $1 per
100; now they are furnished, double the size, for 60 cents.
Bolta assorted were furnished at 85 per 100, while now
they are but $3. Horse shoes were 85 per keg, they are
now $3.25. Boom chains were $3.50 each, now they are
$1.20. Cross cnt-saws were 80 cents a foot, now the
improved lance tooth saw can be had for 70 cents a foot.
Scouring axes were $14 per dozen, now they are $13.
Chopping axes were $12 per dozen, now they are $9, and
the pay of the mechanics employed in the manufacture of
these axes is 30 per cent. higher to-day than it was in 1878.
Nails were then 83 per keg, and now they can be had for
$2.75. In regard to agricultural implements, mowers cet
880 a piece in 1878, now they can be had for $70. Reapers
have diminished in price from $120 to $80; horse rakes
from $33 to $28; self binders from $175 to $150. I think
these figures go to show that, so far as the iron industry is
concerned, no material injury bas resulted to the people of
Canada from the tariff, while substantial progress has already
been made, considering the short space of time during which
those duties have been in operation. The question of coal
duties has been effectually dealt with by the hon. member
for Cape Breton, and I do not intend to go over the same
ground, only to make a brief statement, of the facts which
will show that the coal duty bas been an advantage to the
Maritime Provinces, particularly to Nova Sotia; and they
will also show that thoy have not only been an advantage
to Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island anid New Brunswick,
but also to the greater part of the Province of Quebec.
In 1878 the total output was only 693,511 tons;
in 18S7, the output was 1,519,684 tons, or an increase of
120 per cent. being, in round figures, 826,000 tons. The
Upper Provinces took in 1878, only 83,710 tons; in 1887
they took 567,148 tons, or over six times as much. The
charge has been made in relation to the duty on coal that
it has not been a benefit to the Maritime Provinces, but a
positive tax to Prince Edward Island and New Brunswick,
and that the prices there have been enhanced to the local
consumers. I join issue with the hon. member for North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) on all these statements. I say that
the duty on coal bas not enhauced the price in the Maritime
Provinces, but, on the contrary, it has enabled the consumers
to obtain coal at a much cheaper rate than if the duty had
not been imposed; and I ground my statement on the eco-
nomic laws that the greater the production the cheaper the
relative cost. If the duty had not been imposed, ail the
collieries would have been closed, to a very large extent,
and instoad of furnishing coal at a low rate, as they do to-
day, the prices would have been very muchb higher, and only
a few struggling coal mines would have been in operation.
Take the market of Quebec which, after ail, apart from the
local market, is the chief market of the collieries of Nova
Scotia. The duty has not resulted in any serions disadvan-
tage to us; on the contrary, I think it bas had a regulating
effect and maintained the prices at a more equal rate, on
the whole, than if no duty had been imposed. With-
out the duty the collieries could not have existed. Con-
suraers would have been subjected to very irregular prices,
dependent on the importation of coal, which at times would
have been small, and at other times very great. To-day
bituminous coal is sold at a low price, not only in the
Province of Quebec, but in other parts of the eastern por-
tions of Canada. Reference to the Trade and Navigation
Returns will show that the average cost of the coal supply,
the invoice price, is 82.80 per ton, for imported soft coal.
Impartial enquiry will prove that the coal industry bas been
materialy benefited by the duty on coal, and that no disad-
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vantage has resulted to the Dominion of Canada as a have an agricultural community, many of whom are in
whole. Now, in respect to the duty on corn and corn- affluent circumstances, but the great mass of them do not
meal. I wish to say that I was elected as a supporter of feed cattle. Consequently although this resolution, if
the National Policy, and I intend to carry out the mandate adopted by this louse, would be in the interest of a few,
which the people entrusted to me, and to support the I consider it would be detrimental to the interests of the
National Policy as a whole ; and to give no support, either agriculturists in the Dominion. Apparently when we on
by vote or by speech, whieh would tend to discredit the this aide of the House make any attempt to introduce legis-
policy which has received the approval of the people in lation for the benefit of the agr iculturists our efforts are
the past. The question that has been raised now is one, turned into ridicule by our oppouents, and one hon.
as I said before, intended to draw away the support of gentleman opposite took occasion to say that we looked
the farmers from the Government. The duty imposed on upon the agricultural community as being simpletons and
corn and cornmeal, if it had any object at all, was imposed unable to take care of themselves and therefore required
mainly in the interest of the farmers. If they did not wish the intelligence of the representatives in Parliament to look
to see that duty continued, I should willingly bow to their after their particular interests. When the hon. mem-
decision, but I doubt if the farmers of this country have any ber for Hamilton introduced a motion for a committee to
such desire, and I think that the members of the opposition inquire and investigate into the combines which were in
do not fairly represent the wishes of the farmers. No pro- existence, which were said to be detrimental to the best
position ever submitted to this House was based on more interests of the country and were the means of compelling
untenable grounds than the proposition of the hon. member the farmers to pay much more for their goods than
for South Grey for the removal of the duty on corn. The was necessary, I considered ho was quite sincere, that he
whole argument is based on the fact of certain drawbacks was doing it in the interest of the people; and our effort
being allowing on corn used in the manufacture of an certainly is entitled to the commendation of all parties in
article for export. The whole sum representing the draw- this House when the hon. member for North Wellington
back does not exceed $150, as I am informed, and whether (Mr. McMllen), who does not very frequently agree with
that is a sufficient reason to change a policy in the inter- legislation emanating fromn this aide of the House, approves
est of the farmers, which is good in itsself, I leave of our efforts in that direction. On the other hand, hon.
the intelligence of the farmers of this country to decide. gentlemen opposite declare that the farmers are a very intel-
An effort has been made in all these resolutions to raise ligent class of people. I admit that, and I assign that as
class against class, farmer against laborer, labor against the very reason for a majority of the representatives of the
capital. The same tactics of the Opposition have been agricultural community in this House being on the Treasu-
tried in the past and have failed, as they will fail now. The ry benches. It is certainly owing to the intelligence of the
interests of ail parties are common, we have to give and farmers and their keen perception of the beneficial results
take, and 1, as representing a very large laboring element, of the policy adopted in 1878 by the leader of the Govern-
being perbaps, the first representative sent to the House of ment. I had thought that after the last general election the
Commons peculiarly charged as a representative of that question of the National Policy would not in any manner
body-I stand here and say that I stand by the National be discussed on the floor of this House. The leader of the
Policy as a whole because it is intended to give employment Opposition went throughout the country not only voicing
to labor in this country, and to exclude the importation of his own sentiments but pretending to voice the feelings of
goods which eau be manufactured here with reasonable the great Reform party of this country. He also took the
hopes of success, because such an importation is a displace- liberty to mention specially the name of Sir Richard Cart.
ment of Canadian labor and is a loss to Canada. I will close wright. He said that he used the name of that hon. gentle.
by citing ibe observations of an eminent gentleman on the man for the reason that their opponents were so much
uther side of the line who, in dealing with this question of in the habit of quoting him as being hostile to the
breaking up in detail a policy which has to stand as a National Policy. I think it was termed the alternative
whole, said: policy; he had a policy adapted to the interest of each

" For myelf, I will stand for the protective system and the mainten- Province in the Dominion. I certainly thought when
ance of such rates of duty as will ensure the development of the resources our opponents on that occasion sacrificed every
of the country, incresse the number of its industries and perpetuate its opinion they formerly advocated, when they put their views
national independence, commercial and industrial as welI as political. in accord with the views hoeld by representatives on this

Mr. CARGILL. As coming from the locality of the hon. aide of the House and in accord with the policy adopted
gentleman who has moved this resolution I may be per- by the Government in 1878, and then failed to enlist a suf-
mitted t offer a few remarks. The resolution appears at ficient number of electors at the polls to place them on the
first sight to be a very reasonable one. The distillera are Treasury benches-when they not only had the benefit of
permitted to import corn for manufacturing liquor and a the policy adopted in 1878 by the Government, but what-
rebate of duty is given then on the quantity of the liquor ever benefit might accrue from anything they might add
which they export. That being the case, it is apparently to it-when, notwithstanding all this the general electors
very reasonable that the agricultural community of this refused to place confidence in them and to place them on
conntry should be permitted to import corn for the purpose the Treasury beuches, they would have ceased attacks on
of feeding cattle for export. How does the object in view the National Policy. Hon. gentlemen opposite are in the
differ in the two cases ? The object of the National Policy habit of speaking on every occasion as if sympathising with
was first for the purpose of stimulating and fostering manu. the agricultural community. I venture the assertion that
facturing industries. The object in placing a duty on corn if an investigation were made and the banking accounts of
imported into this country was to protect the agricultural the agricultural community compared with those of the
community against the importation of coarse grains, manufacturers, the farmers, with very few exceptions,
which would have the effect of depreciating the value of would prove to be infinitely better off than the manufactur-
coarse grains produced by our farmers. 1 say, therefore, era. 1 know farmers in our section who have accumulated
that, although it is in the interest of this country to allow an estate in real and personal property amounting from
distillers the privilege of importing corn for manufacturing 450,000 to $100,000. I know quite a number in my
purposes, I hold that it would be detrimental to the in- county who have accumulated that amount. I venture
terest of the agricultural community to allow all corn to the assertion that there is not a manufacturer in my
be imported free. As I come from the locality of the mover native (Halton) county who aun make se good a showing.
Of the resolution I might say that in that neighborhood we I think that I would be perfetly saf in stating to his

Mr, MODQuGALD (Pietoi),
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Bouse that some of the members on the Opposition benches1
who so frequently take up the cause of the agricultur ists
of this coun the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen) for one and theb hon. mem ber the agricul-
turist for East Huron (Mr. McUlillan) that either of those
men would not exchange their financial positions for that
of any manufacturer who resides in their county. I make
that assertion, and I am quite satisfied that I can prove it.
The manufacturera they refer to as baving become bloated
monopoliste, are men who acquired wealth previous to the
induction of the National Policy. Take Harris & Sons, of'
Brantford, for instance, as well as others I could mention,
and these gentlemen accummulated an immense amount of
wealth before the introduction of the National Policy. Take
the manufacturing industries that have sprung up in my
own county town and in the rural sections of the county
and you will find that they have bard work to struggle
along and eke out a subsistence. I am satisfied they are in a
much worse position financially than some of the agriculturists
of the county. If this National Policy had not been produc-
tive of great benefit to the whole community of this country
then I think they would have just reason to complain, but ail
the predictions made as to the beneficial results that would
accrue from the introduction of the National Policy have
been realised. We asserted that it would stimulate and fos-
ter the manufacturing industries of the country, and it bas
largely increased those industries and given employment to
a vast number of laborers. Consequently there has been a
vast increase in the home consumption to the benefit of the
agriculturai producers of the country. Gentlemen of the
opposite side may say that prices have fallen, but other
causes have brought about that. They certainly cannot
deny the fact that a large increase in the consumption of
agricultural products bas taken place since the introduction
of the National Policy. I know that the prices of every-
thing consumed by the people of Canada are much lower
to-day than they were previons to the National Policy, and
that people can live much choaper now than they could
then. Although agricultural products have sbrunk in value
we know that everything which enters into the consump
tion of the agriculturist bas reduced much more in price
than the farm products have. Take, for instance, the
binders manufactured by Harris & Son at Brantford. Before
the National Policy the binders sold for 8300 and to-day
you can buy one for $150. That is a reduction of
one bundred per cent., and agricultural products have
not sbrunk so much in value. If you go ail through the
list you wili find the same tbing occur. Although our op-
ponents on the other side of the Bouse oppose the National
Policy they would be quite willing to join the;r fortunes
with a country which has a protective tariff more than
double wbat ours is to-day. These hon. members resent
the imposition of the duty L a tar They say it is a tax j
upon the people of this country. I will suppose for the1
moment that it is a tax and I will compare the taxes levied i
on the people of Canada with the taxes levied on the r
people of the United States, and we will see in what a t
much better position we stand. The constitution of the i
United States provides that the public lands and timber i
limit, are vested in the Federal Government at Washing. f
ton, the proceeds of the sales of which go into the t
treasury at Washington, not one cent being contri- i
bated towards state legislation. In Canada the receipts t
from the sale of those lands and of timber limits and minesc
belong to the Provinces of the Dominion. In addition to that a
our Government at Ottawa pay tc each of the Provinces a G
subsidy equivalent to about 80 cents per head. In o
1887 there were $66,000,00 collected from the people ofm
the United States for the purpose of supporting the state a
legislatures; that amounted to $1.10 per head on a popula. a
tion of sizty millions, and it amounts to 83.40 per thousand t
on every thouaand dollars .of the aseed value of r wand a

personal property through the entire United States. Now
a farmer, or a mechanic or any other individual living in
the United States assessed for $5,000 has got to contribute
towards the taxes of his country 811 more than a man in a
similar position in Canada. During the twenty years from
1867 to 1887 the highest annual average of the duties
imposed by the Federal Goverument at Washington was
49¾ per cent. and the lowest rate was 25 per cent, while in
Canada the highest annual average rate imposed by the
Dominion was 21 per cent. and the lowest 10 per cent.
The amount of money collected from the people of Canada
from 1867 up to the present time under the duty which we
imposed upon them was 82M1,000,000. Had we imposed the
American duty upon the people of this country in
place of Canadian duty we would have collected 8609,-
000,000; the difference being 8327,000,000. We are
said to have a nitional debt of $221,000,000 and
deducting that from $327,000,000 it would leave a
surplus of $100,000,00. We have paid during these
twenty years 870,000,000 to the different Provinces in the
shape of subsidies, so that if the people of Canada had con.
trirnuted in the shape of revenue the saine as the people of
the United States bave done, we would not only have our
national debt paid off but we wouid have a surplus of $170-
000,000. I am not in favor of interfering at all with the
National Policy. I blieve that the best interests of this
country are to be promoted by not only the retention, but
the extension of the National Policy whenever it
becomes necessary. I understand that the millers
of Ontario are grumbling considerably about their
investments. They are comîilaining that they bave
not a sufficient duty on flour. Some years ago I put
up a flour mill myself at considerable expense. At present
I have that flour mill rented, and it pays me
about three per cent. interest on the investment, and
the tenant is unable to pay the rent ; so that taking into
consideration the amount of capital invested, I think more
protection is due to the milling industry of this country,
and I hope those bon. members from the eastern Provinces,
who have been lauding the benefits which have been ac-
cruing to them from the National Policy, will take no ex-
ception to the Government putting a little extia duty on
flour to increase the protection of the Ontario millers. I
noticed a short time ago that a smelting furnace had been
erected in British Columbia for the manufacture ot load.
The present duty is $8 a ton, and the Government are going
to be asked for an increased duty. I hope the Govern.
unent, in their wisdom, will sec the propriety of acceding
to the request, because the present duty in the United
States is 840 a ton. Now, the reason I am such a strong
sup orter of the National Policy, is bocause I generally
look at things from a non.political stand point. In order to
get at the real merits of the case, I take that view of it, and
I notice that in many of the towns and citios of the Domin.
ion, Reformer@sand Conservatives alike, whenever occasion
requires, are realy to vote to impose a direct tax upon
themselves for the purpose cf estab!ishing a manufacturing
ndustry in their own midst. Tha) little town of Walkerton,
in my riding, has given bonuses to the amount of 020,000
or the purpose of stirmulating manutactuuing indus.
tries, and both Conservatives and Reformers cuite in
mposing upon themselves a tax for that purpose, and the
ax is imperative they make the poor people of the town
contribute. The marked difference between that policy
nd the policy of the Goverimont is that the policy of the
Government leaves it optional with the people to contribute
or not to the support of the industries they protect. Those
who do not choose to pay the duties they impose can get
along without doing so. I tbink that is a very strong
argument in favor of the National Policy. I think the
own of Woodstock, in the County of Oxford, some years
go voted a bonus of #86,900 to one manufaoturing industr
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there, the Patterson Manufacturing Company, and people
in a town or city who will impose a direct tax upon them.
selves for the purpose of stimulating and fostering manufac.
turing industries should certainly approve of the policy of
the present Government.

Mr. BOWELL. Bufore the question is put, I desire to
say one or two words in reference to the question of draw-
back which has been paid to distillers and other manufac-
turers. The motion moved by the hon. member for South
Grey (Mr. Landerkin) deals with the one question alone;
from that bas evolved this discussion of the National
Policy, and now we bave three motio! s before the flouse.
If the bon. gentleman had taken the trouble to come
to the Department and ascertain what the policy of the
Government was, or to ask the simple question as to
whether any application had ever been made by those who
have to use corn or any other imported grain in the feed-
ing of cattie, I would have been able to inform him that noi
application of that kind had ever been made, and conse
quently no refusal on the part of the Government could
have followed. Whon an application is made for a rebate
on corn or any other imported grain which is fed to cattle1
to be subsequently exported, I trust that I shall be enabled
to deal with that question as I have with others of a like1
character. The bon. member for North Grey, and the hon.k
member for North Renfrew (Mr. White) and also the hon.
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), pointed out the difficulties1
which would preent themselve, in co ning to a correct con-1
clusion as to the amourit of drawb..ck which would have to be
paid on grain fed to cai tic intended for esport ition. I do not1
propose to enter into the minut ae of that question at the pre-1
sent moment. I have simply to repeat that when the ques-t
tion comes before the department, I shall be enabled to deal
with it, I hope, to the satisfaction of the hon. gentleman
who placed the moQion on the Notice Paper. But I think
bis object was more to attack the Government through the2
Department of Customs upon this flimsy drawback-I useu
the word flimsy in reference to the amount which bas beend
paid to the distillers- than to benefit those whom h has1
taken under bis particular charge. The hon. member forc
South Esse (Mr. Brien) and the hon. momber for Soutb
Huron (Mr. McMillan) told the fHouse that the drawbackL
which had been paid to the distillers had materially affectedi
the interests of the farmers of ibis Dominion. When I telli
you that the only amount that has been paid to ail the dis-t
tilleries in the Dominion bas been upon one exportation,i
and that amount not excecding 8400, on corn which wasY
used in the manufacture of spirits which were subscquentlyv
exported, and when you are told that this bas so materi-L
ally affected the interests of the farmers, it is difflcult tos
come to a conclusion as to what the effect might have beent
-probably the ruin of the whole of them-if the distilleriesu
bad imported millions of bushels of corn, manulactured itI
into spirit, and then exported it out of the country. C
It seems to me nineteen-twentieths of the gentlemen on the
Opposition side wish to convince the House that this is not b
a corn producing country. If it be not, thon it is difficuitto i
ascertain how the manufacture of corn into spirits, whichs
are subsequently exported, could materially affect the far-.
mers who grow other coarse grains. 1 am, however, glad b
to learn to night that there are two hon. gentleman on the i
opposite side who bave been convertod to the Nationalt
Policy, at least to the extent of the maintenance of theduty li
for the protection of the corn which is produced in the i
western section of the country. Now, I bave no more to h
say at present upon the quetion ol the drawback. Whon h
that question is brought before the Department, I repeat I i
shail be able to deal with it, notwithstanding the difficul-p
ties ani the supposed reflections which the bon. member m
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) thought the hon. member for i
6outh Renfrew (Mr. White) cast upon the Minister of F

Mr, OASanLL

Oustoms. I may say, however, that I am not a little sur-
prised at the motion made by the hon. member for Brome
(Mr. Fisher). He, we know, is the advocate par
excellence of the principle of prohibition. fHe, I have
no doubt, is desirous of preventing the consumption of that
which ho says is so deleterious to the health of the human
race in this country, and yet ho objects to its being
exported, and ho attacks a policy which will enable the
manufacturer to export it out of this country and prevent
at least the hon. gentleman's friends and those who live in
the country from consuming it. I do not know that ho
could have any other object in view than to make whis-
key choap, especially as it is the policy of hon. gentle-
men opposite to increase the purohasing power of the
people in this country in this respect, so that they will be
enabled to get this fluid at a cheaper rate and thereby
consume more of it. At least that principle was laid down
in a report made to this flouse in. 1878, presented and
signed by an honorable gentleman, whose name is Wilfred
Laurier. I do not know whether that was the gentleman
who now leads so well and so valiantly the Opposition, but
I think it was, if my memory serves me right, for I had the
bonor of a seat in the House at that time. That hon.
gentleman, in presenting bis report to Parliament, told the
people that the reason there was not so much spirits con-
sumel in this country as formerly was because the purchas-
ing power of the people had materially decreased, but that
ho had hope in the future that as the purchasing power of
the people increased so would the consumption of spirits
increase, and thereby the revenue would increase in equal
proportions. I suppose the hon. momber for Brome (àtr.
Fisher) is desirous of increasing the purchasing power of
the people in this particular article.

Mr. FISHER. No.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman says "no." Then I
am surprised that ho should ask to have an article placed
upon the free list which would enable the distillers to pro-
duce spirits cheaper than they can while the duty is im-
posed upon it; and if they can produce whiskey with cheap
corn, they will give it to my hon. friend or those who like
it at a cheaper rate than they do now. Whether that will
be bis mode of advocating prohibition I do not know, but
it seems to me it would be much botter for bis consistency
if ho would abk to have the corn put upon the free list for
the purpose of feeding cattle, and of feeding the people if
nocessary, and to have a tax put upon that used in the
manufacture of whiskey. That is what I supposed ho
would have done, but we bave instead the bald proposition
before us now to give cheap corn, as the hon. gentleman
says, to the farmers and to the distillers; and it is the dis-
tiller tbat pays $99 out of $100 and more which is collected
upon this article. The hon. member for Lambton (Kr.
Lister) pointed to my young friend from Hastings (Mr.
Corby) and said that be certainly could vote for this
motion. There is no question but that ho could. If the
bon. member for West Hastings (Mr. Corby) would vote
for this motion it would be putting annually from about
$3,000 or $5,000 in bis pocket, for that is about
the duty ho pays on the corn used in bis distillery ;
but my hon. friend is too patriotic for that. He is conduct.
ing a business that can stand the tax, and ho knows that
the admission of free corn would injure the farming popu-
ation who bave sent him to this louse, and ho bas their
nterest at stake rather than that ofb is own pocket. But
hon. gentlemen might say that the higher the tax the
higher would be the priceof whiskey to those who drink
t. For one I say that as high a rate should be im-
posed as can be taken out of the distillers, and if I buy
whiskey I have no objection to paying well for it. I, there-
fore, do not follow the bon. member for Brome (Mr.
Fisher) in the position ho hu assumed, that we should fur.
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nish the raw material free in order that we may get cheap class. He moves that corn shall be admitted into the coun-
whiskey. I rose merely to explain the policy of the Gov. try free of duty, and it would not h proper for him or for
ernment in reference to the question of drawbacks and the party to which he belongs to say that any class of per.
nothing more. If the hon. member for North Renfrew (Kr. sons using that article should be discriminated against. I
White) were bere, I would say that I differ in toto from the think, therefore, that the Minister of Customs bas failed to
position laid down, as to the benefits to be derived by the make bis point against the member for Brome or to show
country from the granting of drawbacks to manufac that he has been, in his motion, or in any of the remarks he
turers who export their products. The principle of made, anything but striotly consistent. I desire to say
granting drawbacks on the articles exported is inciden- just a word in reference to the broader motion made by the
tal to the principle of protection. If the manufacturers bon. member for Brome. It occurres to me, ben the
have a surplus and they desire to carry on their in- member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) made bis motion
dustries in order to keep their men employed, tbey must that, if it were possible that such a motion could pass,
get rid of that surplus in some way, and so long as a there would be a great practical difficulty in carrying it
foreign market is open to them, the Parliament of Can- ont, and I was glad, because of the principle involved, that
ada and the Government should adopt, in my opinion, the member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) enlarged the motion
such a policy as will enable them to export their goods and by his amendment. I was glad, because I think it would
compote in that foreign market with the manufacturers of be greatly for the interest of the greater part of the Do-
other nations. i am glad to know that at present our minion, and especially for the Province from which I come,
manufacturers are exporting organs, sewing machines, if the farmers were permit(ed to bring in corn free of duty.
threshing machines, nails and horse shoes, and almost I am satisfied from my own observation, and from what I
every article which is manufactured in the country. Out have learned from other representatives of different parts
of $1,250,000 output of one industry in Toronto during the of the Province from which I come, that the agricultural
past year, about $3 50,000 worth bas been exportod ; and I interest is not nearly so prosperous as it bas been for some
have no doubt, if we extended the principle of drawbacks to years past, particularly in the valley of the St. Lawrenoe,
that industry, the manufacturer will be enabled to double where the people depend almost altogether for their gains
and perhaps quadruple bis export traie. It has been advo- or profits on the raising and the sale of coarse grains.
cated by hon. gentlemen oppomite, who profess free trade I was surpried to beoar the remarks of my bon. friend from
principles, that we should not only grant drawbacks on Rouville (Mr. Giganit) on this question. My hon. friend
articles imported of the rate of duty paid, but that we represents a county which, like most of tho counties
should give them a drawbaclk eqnal to the duty on the in the valleys of the St. Lawrence and the Richelieu,
articles manufactured in Canada. That would be adopting depends largely on raising and selling coarse grains, and
the American system of bonuses, and it is a great question the people have, by the pronesses they have pursued, greatly
whether in our countrywe would bejustified in extending the exhausted their farms. They not only raise and soli these
principle to that extent, but I am not sure if, in the interest coarse grains, but they aiso sel large quantities of tbeir
of manufacturing industries and of those employed by the bay. If 1 am not, mistaker, the county which my bon.
manufacturers, that Ptep would not be advisable if Parlia- friend represents is a very large exporter of hay, and bas
ment desirod or thought proper to adopt the system. There been for many years past, and I was surprised two or three
is much more I would like to say on this question, but I years ago to beat him speak approvingly of the condition
think the debate bas been well sustained. 1 am not sorry of things which existed in bis connty, of the prosperity
that the whole principle of the National Policy bas been which existed in bis county, and the great sums of money
attacked, because the country will learn that the principle which were realised from these products. My bon. friend
which was enunciated by the ex-leader of the Government is an able man and a shrewd man, and, al:hough he is not
in bis speech at Malvern is being adopted at present. In a farmer, I have no doubt his observation has been sufflei-
that speech ho said the people could not, under the circum- ently attracted to those practices to enable him to see the
stances and under the requirements of the country roepeal injury which tho lifiiet, not only on his own county, but
the National Policy, as it thon existed, but that there should upon ail the cournties siLtuated as his county is. I believe that
beacertainreadjustment,and inviewofthatreadjustment the the only possible salvation for these counties is a change
Opposition were te attack the duty on wheat, corn, and oue in the system of agriculture, Their only salvation will be
or two other articles by which they hoped to catch a few in following the example set hy the county I represent,
stray votes in the Maritime Provinces. Beyond ibat their and by the people of the Eistern Towndhips counties
great intellects never thought of going, and the country by generally, and that is, a system of mixed farming, and
this time will have learned what the true policy of the especially a system of dairy farming. I am sorry to say my
Opposition is. neighbors to the north of me in the valley of the St. Law-

rence and in the valley of the Richelieu pursue this system
Mr. SCRIVER. Witb regard to what my bon. friend the of farming to a very limited exteit, and this process of ex-

Minister of Customs bas said in reference to the position haustion is going on, and its evils are becoming more and
taken by the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), accus- more marked; whereas in the Eastern Townships counties,
ing him of inconsistency in the motion which he made and particularly in the County of Hluntington which I re-
because, forsooth, if corn were introduced into the Dominion present, the dairy system which was very smali a few years
free of duty, the distillers would be able to make whiskey ago bas assumed large proportions and bas caused a great im-
cheaper, I desire to say this : My hon friend the Minister provement in the condition of those counties. lu the county
of Customs is, I think, a good temperance man. I believe which I represent there are some fifty cheese factories, and
he bas been so for a long time, and I think he is a consist- some $300,000 were paid to the farmers last year for that
ent one, but he forgets that he belongs to a Ministry that product. The farmers are not only feeding the coarse grain
bas favored distillers at the expense-I will not say at the which they raise themselves, but that wh ch they import
expense, but as a clas-in preference te other classes of the from other parts of the country ; and, but for this duty on
community, and I do not think that, under those circum- corn, they would import it from the United States, and
stances, he can accuse my bon. friend from Brome of incon- bave it ground with their own coarse grains and use it very
sistency. In fact, my hon. friend from Brome could hardly largely. For that reason, the people generally of that dis-
be consistent with his political v iews in regard to protection trict in the Province of Quebec, and, in fact, of aiH parts of
if he placed his motion in any other way than he did. It that Province, aie very largely interested in being allowed
would not be consistent for him to discriminate against any ' to import corn free of duty.
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Mr. KIRK. Were it not for a remark which feul from

the member for North Grey (Mr. MaQson) in the course of
the speech ho made, I would not ask the indulgence of the
flouse at this flate hour That hon. gentleman stated th1ýt
the people of the Maritime Provinces were compensated by
duties placed upon industries belonging to those Provinces
for the bigh duties they bad to pay on articles belonging to
other Provinces, and ho instanced the article of iron, the
article of coal, and the fishing industry. As to the first
two, I shall bave nothing to say, because they were well
answered by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell). The bon. gentleman, however, thought proper
to say that the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces had
their bread buttered on both sides and wanted some jam
thrown in. How did ho attempt to prove that the fisher-
men of the Maritime Provinnes had their hread bnttered on
both ides and wanted rome jam thrown in? HRe said that
this* Parliament paid honnties to fishermen. The hon.
member for Northmbetland (Mr. Mitehell) bas aiready
sbown that the moneys paid to fishermen in the way of
bounties d d not beloni' to anvone hut the fishermen them-
selves, and therefore, when Parliament voted the $150,00
per annum to be paid to the fishermen, it voted only the
money to which they were entitled, irrespective altogether
cif the National Policy, and not as a compensation for the
imoneys taken away from them for duties on other articles.
They have bad their bread buttered on both sides, it is tt ue,
and bow huttered ? The irritating policy of ihe Goverument
towards the United States, the severe Customs regulations
enforced against the flshermen of that country, have had
the effect of preventirg the Uni'ed States Govern ment from
taking the duties off fi-h. When the fishermen of this
Dominion send their fish there, they find that they must
pay a high duty before they can offer them for sale. Their
biead on one side is but tered th-re b5 the high duties they
have to pay in the United States. Thon, again, when (
duties were placed upon fish coming from the United Stàtesi
this Government aiso laced duties upon fish coming from
Newfourndland. The fishermen of this Dominion were to
be protected from ail quarters, and what was the result ?
They had their bread buttered on the other side in the
interests of the Ontario millers and Montreal flour
dealers ; they have had their bread buttered on the other
aide by this Government throwing the maiket open to
Newfoundland fish in order that they might obtain a free
market in Newfoundland for flour. In that way the E
interests of the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces
were sacrificed to the interest of an Ontario industry;
therefore it did not lie in the mouth of an OntarioE
representative to say that the fishermen of the Maritime
Provinces had their bread buttered on both sides in
order to compensate them for duties they had to pay
in the interests of Ontario. And then where does the
jam come in ? The jam comes in by the duties placed upon
flour and meal. My hon. friend from Cape Breton is pre-
pared to raise the duty to a dollar a barrel on corumeal, pro.-E
viding the Governmentwill only be good enough to leave the
duty of 60 cents a ton upon bituminous coal. Well, I have
heard of people willing to sacrifice ail their wile's relations E
in order that they might save themselves. That is just the
way with the ho. member for Cape Breton; ho is willing
to sacrifice every other interest if only bis darling pet i
well ted. Now this is all that I intended to say when I
arose, althongh some time ago, at an earlier hour in the
evening, if I had had an opportunity, I would have said
something upon the olher two industries montionod by the B
hon.' member for North Grey, but as it is so late I shall
defer the remarke that I have to make until some other
time.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not at all intend to enter into this
discussion, but there is one remark that I Wish to make1E

Mr. Scaysa,

before it is closed. I have listened to the speech just
delivered by the Minister of Customs, and though ho has
introduced my name in it, I fail to see in what connection
ho could do so, or what argument ho could make out of it.
The only point made by the Hon. Minister of Oustoms was
as to the rebate paid by the distillers. The hon. gentleman
stated that it was not worth while for my hon. friend who
moved this motion, to make it, because, ho said, if ho had
taken the trouble to go into the department ho would have
found that the rebate made by the distillers during the last
year was something like $400. He said: "Surely for the
paltry sum of $400 it was useless to make all the fusa that
bas been made on that side of the House "-speaking of
this side. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is not simply a question of
fact introduced by my hon. friend, it is a question of princi-
ple. If the distiller makes profits on the rebate only to the
extent of $100, ho can profit to the extent of $400,000, and
if the principle is there that rebate is given to the distillers
who exporta wbiskey, why in the name of creation should
not the same privilege ho allowed to the farmer who exports
cattle ? The tariff is tramed in such a manner as to encou.
rage the distiller to manufacture and export whiskey; why
not also frame it so as to encourage the farmer to import
corn and to convert it into beef and export it ? This is
what is claimed by my hon. friond froin Grey. It is a
question of principle, and if the principle is allowed in one
indu-try, why should it not be allo ffod in another industry ?
If the principle is allowed in a very small industry like the
distilling of whiskey, why should it not be allowed in the
largest industry of ail and the most meritorious ? It is the
old question at issue between the Government and ourselves.
I wili not at this hour of the evening say more; we may
come back to this question some other time, but I will just
say this, that in these few words of the Minister of Customs
lies the whole difference between the Government and the
Opposition. The Government are favoring the mighty few,
and we are working for the struggling masses.
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MeNeill, Wilson (Lennor),
Madill, Wood (Brockville), and

Mara, Wood (Westm'land)-lll

own, Hesson, Robillard,
yson, Hickey, Roome,
rns, Hudspeth, Ros,
lmeron Jamieson, Bhanly,
mpbell, Kirkpatrick, Small,
rgil, Labelle, Smith (Ontario),
irling, Labrosse, Sproule,
rpenter, Landry, Stevenson,
roon (dir Adolphe), Langevin (Sir Hector), Taylor,
isholm, LaRivière, Temple,
mon, Lae, Thérien,
,chrane, Lépine, Thompson (Sir John),
ckburn, Macdonald (Bir John), Tisdale,
lby, Macdowall, Tupper,
rby, Mcoulla, Tyrwitt,
stigan, McDonald (Victoria), Vanasse,
ughli McDougald (Pictou), Wallace,
ulomb e, McDougall (0. Breton),Ward,

aly, - McGreevy, White (Cardwell),
âoust, McKay, White (Renfrew),
vin, McKeen, Wilmot,
vis, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson (Argenteuil),

swson, McNeill, Wilson (Lennox),
Bnison, Madill, Wood (Brockville), and
usardins, Mara, Wood (Westm'land)-112
Ickey,

Amendment to amendment negatived.

House divided on amendment (Mr. Fisher):

YxAs :

Messieurs

Armstrong,
Bain (Went
Barron,
Beausoleil,
Béchard,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowinan,
Burdette,
Campbell,
Cartwright1
casey,
Oasgrain,
Mhoquette,
Ohouinard,
Colter,
Cook,
Oouture,
Davies,
De St. Geor
Dessaint,
Doyon,
Edgar,
Edwards,

Eisenhauer, Mcmullen,
worth), Ellis, Meige,

Fiset, Mille (Bothwell),
Fisher, Mitchell,
Flynn, Neveu,
Gauthier, Paterson (Brant),
Geoffrion, Perry,
Gillmor, Platt,
Godbout, Rinfret,
Guay, Robertson,

(Sir Rich.), Hale, Rowand
Innes, Ste. Marie.
Kirk Scriver,
Lancerkin, memple,
Lang, Bomerville,
Langelier (Montm'ency)Sutherland,
Langelier (Quebec), Trow,
Laurier, Turcot,
Lavergne, Waldie,

ges, Lister, Watson,
Lovitt, Weldon (St. John
Macdonald (Huron), Wilson (Elgin), an
McIntyre, Yeo.-71.
McMillan (Huron),

Amyot,
Andet,
Bain (Boulanges),
Baird,
Barnard,
Bell,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Boievert,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brien,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
Cameron,
Oargill,
Carling,
o arpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Chisholm,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Oolby,
Corby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coulombe,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison
Desjardins,
Dickey,

Messieurs

Dickinson, Marshall,
Dupont, Masson,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Mills (Annapolis),
Foster, Moffat,
Freeman, Moncreiff,
Gigault, Montplaiser,
Girouard, O'Brien,
Gordon, Perley,
Grandbois, Porter,
Guillet, Prior,
Haggart, Putnam,
Hall, Riopel,
Hesson, Robillard,
Hickey, Roome,
Hudepeth, Rose,
Jamieson, Shanly,
Kirkpatrick, Small,
Labelle, 8mith (Ontario),
Labrosse, Sproule,
Landry, Stevenson,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Taylor,
La Rivière, Temple,
Laurie, Thérien,
Lépine, Thompson (Sir John),
Macdonald (Sir John), Tiadale,
Macdowall, Tupper,
MCOulla, Tyrwhitt,
McDonald (Victoria), anasse,
McDougald (Pictou), Wallace,
McDougail(. Breton), Ward,
McGreevy, White (Oardwell),
McKay, White (Renfrew),
McKeen Willmot,
McMillan (Vandreuil), Wilson (Argenteul),
MeNeill, Wilson (Lennox),
Madill, Wood (Brockville), ad
Mara, Wood (Westm'land)-1li

Motion negativedi

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12.35 a. m.
(Friday).

1889.

Amendment negatived.

House divided on resolution (Mr. Landerkin):

Yrs :

Messieure
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FaDAY, 15th February, 1889.

The SPEAxER took the Chair ut Three o'clock.

PaArzRjs.

REPORT.

Annual Report of the Department of Agriculture for the
year ending 30th June, 1888.-(Mr. Carling.)

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 30) respecting the Baptist Convention of Onta-
rio and Quebec.-(Mr. Deniion.)

Bill (No. 31) to incorporate the Red Deer Valley Rail.
way and Coal Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 32) to incorporte the Victoria, Saanich and
New Westminster Railway Company.-(Mr. Prior.)

Bill (No. 33) to amend the Act to incorporate the Pros.
cott County Railway Company, and to change the name of
the company to "The Central Counties Railway Company."
-(Mr Edwards.)

Bill (No. 31) to incorporato the Canadian General Trusts
Company.- (Mr. Kir kpatrick.)

Bill (No. 35) respecting the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 36) to incorporate the St. Hielen's Island Bridge
Com pany.-(Mr. Cuiran.)

Bill (No. 37) to amend the Act incorporating the Massa.
wippi Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Department of Marine................... ..... .......... . $27,887

Mr. FOSTER. The total increase in this department is
$?,825. There are nine statutory increases of $50 eacb, one
increase of $25, and one chief -lerk, a transference from
the High Commissioner's office in London, $2,350.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What were the cir-
cumstances that led to the transfer ?
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chi rian, who was tlec eleik trans-
ferred, had been in the High Commissioner's office in
London, and had acted while Sir Charles Tupper was
Minister of Finance during lastyear as bis private secretary
here? ln the re-organisation of the office in London Mr.
Chipman was transferred to the Department of Marine, and
he became private secretary to the Minister of Marine.
Another transference of a clerk, at a less salary, has been
made to the London office.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So, as a mere matter
of convenience apparently to a gentleman who bas served
in the London office, the expenses of this department are
to be increased by about $2,000. I must say that appears
to be about as unsatisfactory an explanation as I bave ever
listened to or heard offered in this House. Year after year
these charges for civil government are swelling to an enor-
mous extent, monstrously out of proportion to the total
amount of money expended, and now, apparently- without
rhyme or reason, we find ut one bound the Department of
Marine increased by over 10 per cent., from $25,000 to
$27,885. It appears to me that this is a perfectly uncalled-
for and perfectly unreasonable expenditure with which to
saddle that department,

Mr. FOSTER. It is quite true that this increase of
$,-<50 appears here, but, if it appears here, it was taken
from a place where it appeared last year and where the
whole amount was paid last year, with the exception of the
$50 increases. It is simply a transfer.

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT. That is no excuse for
adding to the expense of the Marine Department. If an
inferior officer at less salary can do the work in London, by
ail means let him do it, but that is no sort of excuse for
adding $2,350 to a department that is already costing quite
as much as it is worth.

Mr. TUPPER. I would say in regard to this matter, and
as offering some explanation to the hon. gentleman, that it
would not be possible, or, at al] events, I do not suppose the
hon. gentleman would propose that if an officer with a less
salary could do the work in London, this officer should lose
bis salary altogether. This officer receives simply the same
salary this year as he received last year. There is not one
farthing increase to the public. The question of the trans-
ference is an entirely different matter. If tbe hon. gentle-
man proposes to take issue with myself or with the Govern-
ment, in regard to the necessity of putting an additional
officer into the Marine Department, that is an entirely dif-
ferent question ; but the public pays no more in connection
with this trarsference than it did last year, as was apparent
from the explanation of the Minister of Finance. I may say
to the hon. gentleman, whether he will accept the statement
from me or not, that we have by no means too many offi-
cers in the Department of Marine to-day. It is a depart-
ment control iug an enormous expenditure, made up of
alaost thousands of petty accounts, as the hon. gentleman
will recollect was the case in bis time The accounts are
increasing every year of necessity, as new ligbts and new
causes of expenditure occur, and I may tell him-perhaps
he is not aware of it-that the work of the department bas
largely increased of late, because we have adopted a system
of more direct supervision over the expenditure at the dif-
ferent agencies; and I am happy to be able to say that
since we inaugurated that system, while additional work
has been thrown on the head office, I am prepared to show
a saving of $50,000 a year. I think that would be an ex.
planation to a large extent satisfactory, even to the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I did not hear the Finance
Minister's explanation of this transfer. Do I understand
that the gentleman transferred now to the Marine Depart-
ment was engaged in business connected with the depart-
ment before ?

Mr. TUPPER. No.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Then, there is a distinct increase

in the staff of the department.
Mr. TUPPER. Certainly, as I say, but not to the service

generally.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is not an answer.
Mr. TU PP ER. The transfer imposed no additional tax

on the people of this country. It was a transfer from one
office to another, and the officer who took the place of this
officer in the High Commissioner's office, was already in
the service.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The answer to that may reason-
ably be given, that this officer was employed before the
transfer, in work that was not required to be don, and he
is transferied now to another department. Under these
circumstances 1 must join in the language used by the hon.
mem ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwi ight) and say
that thore bas been no good reason shown for this change A
year or two ago I rose in my place in this House and pro.
tested as vigorously as I oould against the division of the
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Marine and Fisheries Department, because I believed it was division of that department, in my opinion. I protest
done for the purpose of perpetrating a job upon this coun- against the yeariy increase that is going on in the different
try. That department was divided into two branches, with departments of the Government, and especially in the
a deputy head for each, and I predicted thon, what all pre- Department of Marine and Fisheries.
vious experience had shown would be the result, that as Mr. MITCHELL I am sorry I have got to differ with
soon as those deputy heads were appointed they would a gentleman with whom 1 am so much in accord on so
not be satisfied until they ircreased the expenses in each of many points. I do differ with the hon. member for Queen's
their departments. No deputy head in Ottawa would (Mr. Davies), in relation to the necessity for the division
be satisfied with having a less staff under him than of the Departments of Marine and Fisheries. In 1867,
the other deputy heads. I predicted thon that in a few when I bad the honor of organising that depar tmont, I re-
years we would have as large a staff in the Fishery Depart- commended that there should be two deputy hoads, but the
ment as in ainy other branch of the service. The then right hon. gentleman at the head of the Governmont thon,
Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. McLelan) contra- and at the hoad ofthe Government of to-day, in bis wisdom
dicted that, but what bas been the resait ? Year after year on that occasion thought, as there was no proiedent for
the expenses of that department, which ought to be diminish. having two depuity heads, that ho could not afford to lot the
ing, are increasing rapidly. I hold that our predictionl UFishery Department have a second deputy. 1 must say that
have been fully justified by the results since, and 1 must baving the two branches under the one deputy did not
say that in the absence of further explanation there iswork well. The deputy head of Marine did not understand
nothing to justify the transfer of another official to the wor qeto Theies, ad th e di ot tworan
Marine Department, unless you can show that there was the questioncf Fisherios, and the duti wf the two branches

som exrawork requiring bis services. Is it to ho contended are quite distinct, and have nothing whatever in oommon
some extra with one another. I feel that I should say, in justice to the
that becanse so many men are in the public service that Minister, that the division is one in which I entirely approve,
they are to be retained there for ever, and that the people and I do not think there was any job porpetrated when
are to be congratulated whon officials are transferred from that department was divided. But, Sir, in relation to Mr.
one department to another on the Minister stha t Chipman, I do not know the reasons which necessitated his
the general expenises have not beenincreased. That is no transfer from the office at London to the Marine and Fish-
answer, and unless the work of the department required bis eries Dopartment hore. It rnay have suited his convenience
services his transfer cannot ho justitied. We have yet to to bo so transferrod. Mr. Chipman occupied a confilential
hear a satisfactory explanation from the hon. Minister. position with the High Commissioner in London, and he is
I sbould like to have his opinion-but if ho las not studied one of that hon. gentleman'osconstituents in Nova Sootia.the question I do not ask for bis opinion -as o whethcr h ne may havo desired the change, and it is al ways very de-thinks it is recessary to have that department divided into sirable to meet the wishoes of the employes of the Govern-
two and to have a deputy head presiding over the Fishory ment, and to place them where they can be more conven-branch and another over the Marine branch. My bon. iently situated in connection with their relation to theirfriend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) shakes bis head iamilies, than perhaps they would be if they had theas if ho wishes to indicate that the division was necessary. Atlantic rolling between them. But a transaction of thatI differ with him on that point. I may not have as good an kind should be made without any sacrifice to the public in-opportunity of judging as ho bas, but, from ail the informa terest. I do not think that any additional help was neededtion I can gather, I have corne to the conclusion that the in the Marine and Fisheries Department, and if it were, wedivision was made for the purpose of perpotrating a job on ought to have some fuller explanation about it. While Ithis country and of appointing a man to- the position of am on my feet, 1 may as well ask the Minister two or threedeputy head who was not entitled to it. I would like to questions, and I trust he will give the information which Iask the Minister of Marine and Fisheries whether ho bas desire, in relation to matters connected with the fisherisgiven his attention to that question and whether he is of my county, For years, Sir,--prepared to justify that division of the department
before this louse. I know that there, is a large amount Mr. TUPPER. That wili come under the next item.
of work in the Fisheries Department, but it is work The Fisheries is a separate book, and this is for the Marine
created to a great extent by themselves. A very large Departmont.
amount of the work consista in paying the bounties which Mr.m[TCH ELL. Ali right ; I will reserve it,they give to fisbermen, and I have no hesitation in saying
here that if the members of this House think that the Mr. TUPPER. have just a word to say on this matter.
distribution of those bounties is a great boon to the fishermen The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has
they are very much mistaken. I make the statement given a far better and more valuable opinion to this louse
deliberately that not 50 per cent. of' the bounties ever in connection with the necoesity of dividing this depart-
find its way into the pockets of the fiLhermen. It is ment than I can possibly give, my experience being
anticipated by middlemen here and there and the amount limited. The ion. gentleman from Queen's (Mr. Davie8)
is very small when the fisherman gets it. My colleague bas no experience in the matter, and what ho bas said in
from King's County,who comes from the very centre of the this case is bis hard-and-fast opinion on the subject.
fishery district, told me, the other day, that in many cases a Nothing but a little experience, which he may possibly have
man gets only two, three or four dollars. The fishermaa has somne day, will, I think, alter that opinion. For the present
to go to the customs officer, some five or six miles away, to 1 will leave the defence of this matter in the bande of the
get it; some hitch occurs, and ho bas to walk back to make an hon. member for Northumberland (Mir. Mitchell). Next
affidavit before a justice of the peace. He tramps aro2nd Session, or the Session after, I will be able to speak with
for three or four days, and after an amount of redtapoism, more weight and authority from the result of exporience as
having lost bis time, ho obtains a couple of dollars. I do to what the interests of the service are with reference to
not say that this is unnecessary, for it may be necessary that division. At present I can only say that the officers
to prevent frauds, which I knov have occurred, but large of both those departments are worked as hard as any offi-
numbers of them frankly admit that the system of paying cers in the service of the Government can possibly be
those bounties eis a false one, and that the fishermen do not worked. They have as mach as they can do. I may say
get the benefit which the Minister and others who devised further to the bon. gentleman (Mr.Daviee), that I think he
the system think they do get. Apart from the work entailed is not in touch with the fishormen of the Maritime Provin-
by this bounty system there is no other work requiring a ces in hie criticism of the bounty systom. I can tel him in
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reference to the remarks he has made regarding the,
distribution of the bounty money to the fishermen,
that so popular and so valuable to the fishermen is that
bounty system that only this last season, when on many
parts of the coast the shore fisheries were not as good as in
ordinary years, we received letter after letter from the re
presentatives of the district ond from tþe fiehermen them-
selves, praying that we would make extra speed in the dis-
tribution of that bounty; and although my experience in
the department is limited, I can assure the hon. gentleman
of this fact, that I have not yet received any charges of un-
fairness in the distribution of that money by the different
officers. Of course, the hon. gentleman knows that the
department is bound to exercise the closest scrutiny, which
involves some delay in connection with the different claims
sent in, and ho knows that of necessity some of these claims
must be rejected; but there have been no serious com-
plaints to the department before this season, when one of
the Cape Breton members, the hon. member for Richmond
(Mr. Flynn) called on me and informed me that there
was some dissatisfaction in bis district; and that hon. gen-
tleman will bear me out that I at once told him that I
would make the closest examination into the matter, as I
will do. But that is the only complaint which bas been
made as to the distribution of these bounties since I have
been in office. So that I think the hon. gentleman will not
make much of that point. Now, I am not going to repeat
what I said about the services of Mr. Chipman. The hon.
gentleman says that I have not shown that his services were
necessary. Weil, if tbe hon. gentleman will come- and
spend a day with me in the department, that will be the
best way to satisfy him; ho will not take my statement,
and I can give him no botter proof that we did need the
services of this ufficer. I gave him what I thought was an
intelligent reason, that the work in the department had in-
creased largely in consequence of centralising to a great
extent the supervision of the spending power, and the fact
that we exercise a greater control over the different agen-
oies and the construction of lightbouses throughout the
different Provinces than existed before, and with good
effect. I think I shall be able to show to the House that
we have saved some 850,000 a year by that system. I
thuught, and I think now, that that is some explanation.
A considerable portion, I readily admit, depends on my ex-
perience, and it is difficult to lay that ail before the House
in this way.

Mr. MIrCHELL. As 1 was interrupted a little while
ago, and as the hon. gentleman has deait with the fishery
question, I wish to take exception to two or three things he
bas stated. The hon. gentleman bas passed the most severe
censure upon bis predecessors in that department that any
publie man can do. In a department that is not the first
department of the Government, although it is an important
one, he says ho has saved 850,000 and ascribes that to a
botter supervision over the different branches and over the
construction of lights. I would like him to show where he
bas performed so much extra services in the construction
of lights. I cannot fied it in the blue-books, and I do not
think any system he bas adopted for the supervision of the
branches of the depart ment is very much improvement. I
recollect when that departinent built thirty lighthouses
year after year with a much less staff than it has to-day,
and with much legs cost to the country; and I do not think
the hon. gentleman pays much of a compliment to the
gentlemen who immediately preceded him, the presont
Lieutenant Governor of Nova Scotia, the preeent Minister of
Finance, the late Hon. Mr. Pope, or the late Sir Albert Smith ;
and, for myself, I eau only say that I would like my hon.
friend to institute a comparison and bring dow n a statement
of the expenditure of the department to-day compared witht
t$he expenditure during the years when we did three times

Mr., TuPPIE.

the amount of work in connection with lighthouses, while
our expenditure was considerably less. I do not say this
by way of attacking the expenditures cf the department,
but I merely wish to call the bon. gentleman's attention as
a young Minister to the reflection which ho bas cast upon
his predecessors as well as upon myseif, and I do not intend
to lie under any imputation that is not true; it is
not my practice to do so. I think it would simplify
matters if, while on my feet, I dealt with both the
marine and fishery matters together, and with the
permission of the Chair, I will do so, as it will save the
necessity of my speaking again. What I wanted to find
out from my hon. friend was, first, something in connection
with local matters in my own county, and then, something
on a great public question. Last night it was said that I am
a local man. I am a local man, and I am proud to be so;
but I think I am broad and expansive enough to deal with
the interests of this whole Dominion, which I am helping to
govern, for, although I am not on the inside, I govern it a
good deal from without, anl I intend to continue trying to
do so in future. There has been a great deal of dissatis-
faction in my county in relation to the restrictions put up-
on the fisbing of smelts in the Miramichi River. If my
hon. friend chooses to obtain the statistics of the quantity
of smelts shipped from that river, he will ses that it is one
of the most valuable rivers for winter fishing in this Damin-
ion, perhaps none more so. The complaints which bave
co ne from the fishermen have been very loud and very
often repeated. I say this, not te reflect upon the manage-
ment of the department by my hon. friend, but in order to
got information. I would like my hon, friend at some
future day to bring down copies of the Orders in Council
relating to the charges in connection with the smelt fishing
during the last ten years; it will enable me to judge
whether or not my constituents who follow thet pursuit
have been unfairly dealt with or not. If the hon. gentle-
man will bring mo down that information, ho will save me
the trouble of making a motion for it in the House.

Mr. TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL The next point I want to understand is

the position we stand in towards the American fishermen, and
assuming the modus vivendi, the benefits of which we heard
se much about two years ago, is to be put in operation or
suspended ? I would like to know in what position our fisher-
men are going to be with regard to American competition
in our fishing waters when the next season opens, and
whether any negotiations or steps have taken place recently
with the American Government for the purp se of bringing
about an entente cordiale in relation to matters concerning
which great difficulties have arisen and retaliation is
threatened ? I would like to ask another question, whether
the policy of the Government is to enforce that absurd
restriction of preventing the transport of fish over the
railways of Canada to the United States ? That is a question
upon which I never agreed with the Government. When
the fisberies difficulty arose some two years ago,
when the first recent seizures were made, I felt that
the Administration of the day were making a great
mistake in pursuing a course which was going to give
great offence to the people of the United s5tates without
at ail benefitting the people of Canada. What possible
harm couId it do to us to have our railways employed in the
transport of American fish ? When the Treaty of 1818,
under which we have been claiming those exclusive privil-
eges, was made, there were no railways in existence in the
country, there were no lines of transport, and no mutual
arrangement for a bonding system and a transport system
between the United States and Canada. All that has sprung
up since then, and I blame the right bon. the leader of the
Government for having ever made that extraordinary
attempt to have a one-sided arrangement by refuaing the
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Americans the right to transport their fish over our rail-
ways while w, asked them to allow ns the right o tranF-
portation and a bonding system through their country into
Canada. A large part of our imports come over American
railways. They come from Portland by the Grand Trunk,
trom Boston by the South Eastern, from New York by the
Delaware and Hudson, the New York Central and other
lines, and we should have been in a very awkward position
in former years, if that bonding system had not been
in existence; and when the American Government very
fairly granted us the right of bonding goods through their
country, they pursued a course in the interest of the railways
of the United States and at the same time in the
interest of the people of Canada. Yet, on the first opportu-
nity that we have had of making a claim to check and
interrupt that friendly arrangement, that opportunity was
taken advantage of by this Government over which the
right hon. the Premier presides. He at once stopped
the transport of fish on the plea that the stoppage would
embarrass American fishermen. Sir, when that agreement
of 1818 was made there were no railways, and vessels
did not require to come into our ports to transport their
fish, because there were no means of transporting them.
lion. gentlemen opposite ignored the progress of civilisation
and commerce in dealing with that question. I hold that
they made a serions mistake, and I think that my right
hon. friend will recollect that two years ago, in the lobby, I
told him so, but he did not agree with me, and as I am not
one of his responsible advisers, he paid very little attention
to what I said. We now see the effect of his course. It
has created great animosity in the United Statep, and it is
very hard to tell what the result will be. 1 saw a tew days
ago the important announcement that a Bill had been intro-
duced in the Congress of the United States, according to
which the fishermen of Canada are likely to be called on to
pay one cent a pound on the fresh fish that now goes free into
the United States. I would liketo ask if this is a fair protec-
tion to our fibhermen, and a fair consideration for that large
and extensive interest, a good proportion of whichb I have
the honor to represent. The Government made a fatal
mitiske when they raised that poi- t of refusing to allow
our railways to be used for the transport of American fish.
There can be but one outcome of that. The Americans
will, if it is pereisted in, inaugurate a policy of retaliation.
They will say to us: If yon refuse to transport our fish or
other goods-no matter whether fish or merchandise-from
your ports to our country, we will refuse to transport your
goods from our porta into Canada; and this will greatly
embarrass and interfere with the successful prosccution of
trade and business in this country, and cannot fail to result
in calamity to the Government. Probably the Government
will not pursue that course. I warn them that if they
should, it will be detrimental to the interests of the people
I have the bonor to represent, and also to the true interests
of the country. So much for the bonding system. As to
the modus vivendi, I think we have a right to know wbat
course the hon. gentlemen opposite intend to pursue in that
regard. The High Commissioner, when ho bad a seat in
this House, dilated, after what he believed was a successful
arrangement in Washirgton, but which I always condemned,
on the great advantage that would come from allowing this
modus vivendi to go into operation. It is due to Parliament
that the Government should state now what course they
intend to pursue, whether they intend to enlorce that bond
ing system they have commenced to enforce-and, I be-
lieve, they discharged a custom bouse officer in Halifax
because he had allowed the transport of goods.

Mr. TUPPER. 1 think the hou. gentleman bas taken
rather a wide range in the discussion of this vote. It is
not, of 0ourse, my intention to follow him on the very im.
portant questions he has raised, and whioh the House will

understand would require the opinion not of myself, but of
the leader of the G)vernment were the time opportune to dis-
cusa them. 'he hon. gentleman will understand it is
from no lack of courtesy that I shall refrain attempting to
speak for the Govern ment as to its policy in reference to the
modus vivendi or the question of transport, or any of those
important and genersil questions which he bas raised.

Mr. MITCHELL. Your chiet is there and can do it.
Mr. TUPPER. Exactly. I have no doubt if this were

the proper time, he would bo quito ready to give the hon.
gentleman ail the information propor to the subject. I may
say also to my hon. friend that ho muast not conclude that,
in giving the reasons to the committee which I gave in con.
noction wiîth the appointments under discus-ion, I wisbed
to convey the idea that [was improving upon my predeces.
sors. The system I allude to t do not say was a system
inaugurated by me. It was the system inaugurated of late,
and it was necessary in consequence of the growing expen-
diture-and the necossary growing expenditure-in that
dopartment. 'ihe decrease proportionately of expenditure
was wbat I wished to al bide to, and as the hon, gentleman
thinks the duties have not increased sinc he had control of
the de partment, lot me call bis attention to the fact that in
1874, when be went out of office, the number of life
stations was 342, while to-day it is no less than 569. In
1874, there were 380 lighthouses under his charge; whereas
to day there are no less than 664. In 1874, there were 18
fog-whistles, and there are 23 to-day, and the hon. gentle-
man will well undorstand that ovon if thore was net a
change in the syst m of maînaigement, the duties have been
largely increased, because, as ho woll knows, the duties of
the department are not meroly confined to the lighthouses,
lightstations, &c. Now, in connection with the matter the
hon. gentleman insists on bringing up, and to whichl have
no particular objection, only I hought the House would
prefer it came up on the next vote, my hon. friend men-
tioned ho intendcd to allude to this important question as
well as the fisheries in the Miramichi district of New Bruns-
wick. It is a most important matter, regarded as such by
every Goverument of the day. And the regulations that
have been in foice have beeri adopted with the view of pre-
serving that most valuable fishery, not for our own genera-
tion alone, but, if possible, for all time to come. He well
knows the trouble and diffioulty which have occurred
in the endeavor, on the pai t of the Dpartmnct of
Fisheries from its first organisation, to preserve
the other branches of the fisheries for all time
to come, and in some cases, as ho know4, our best effrts
bave not been crowned with v.ry great success, especially
in connection with the lobsters fishery, but those efforts
have been very successful in regard to the smelt fisbery.
Tne hon. gentleman asks me to give him some information
on that subject, and I have very much p!easure in doing so.
In March, 1875, the Government of the day, with the object
of pre.-erving those fisheries, passed a regulation which
prohibited the catching, killing, b aying, selling or having
in possession any smelts between the 15th April and the
15th May in each year, only then going so far as to adopt
a close season. The fishermen, anxious, of course, at ail
times to catch as many fish as possible, withoutgiving much
attention to the effoct of their action on the succeeding
season, began to use certain contrivances whieh made a
wholesale slaughter of the-o fish. S, in July, 1877, the
Government of the day adopted regulations prohibiting the
use of bag nets having meshes of a less size than lî inch
extension measure. After that regulation was passed,
seines were used, and an immense number of these fish
were caught in a hurry, which never found a market, which
were caught in a bad season, at a time when the weather
wa cbanging and a thaw occurring, and a large, unneceasary
slaughter of these Afh took place. On the 26th Jaly, I877,
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the Government adopted a regulation absolutely prohibit-
ing the use of seines for the purpose of catching smelts.

Mr. MITCHELL, Do I understand my hon. friend to
speak of seines being used in the winter?

Mr. TUPPER. No; I presume it refers to bag nets in
winter and seines after that. But the fish were caught with
the seines in suoh quantities that they really bocame a drug
in the market. CD

Mr. MITCHELL. I am afraid my hon. friend is not very
well posted in regard to smolt fishing. I never knew a
seine to be used in the smelt fishery in the river Miramichi,
which is the largest smelt fishery in the country.

Mr. TUPPER. That is a very serions reflection on the
previous Goveriment, who adopted this rogulation prohibit-
ing the use of seines for the purpose of catching smelùs.

Mr MITCHELL. I do not think my hon. friend will
find that the regulation about seines applies to smeLts.

Mr. TUPPER. I am simply quoting the Order in Coun-
cil, which was based on a different idea from that of the
hon. gentleman, namely, that seines were ueed, and that it
was necessary to prohinit them. I think he mubt have got
his view from the course pursued since that regulatiou was
adopted, and hLe is quite right in saying that seines are not
now used in the smelt fisbery.

Mr. MITCHELL. And they never were used in the
smeit fishery.

Mr. TUPPER. It is evident that the report to the
Government was of a difforent character, and thiat it led to
that action boing taken. Later on in 1877, it buing found
that the smelts were caught in such large quantities as not
to be marketable; and were consequintly used for manure,
the Goverrnment passed a regulation prohibiting the ute of
smelts for manuro. No other regulations were pasbed
uniil 1886, when, alter atteution Lad been drawn by the
Inspector of Fisheries in New Brunswick to the fact that
this valuable fishery-valuable both in itself and as attract-
ing other and even more valuable fish to our coasts and
rivers-was being depleted, the Government, on the 17th
February, passed the following regulations:-

"No person shall fish for, catch, kill, buy, sell, or have in possession
any emelts between the 15th day of April and the l5th day of May
(both days inclusive) in each year.

"Inelt. shall not be fished for, caught, or killed by means of any
kind of bag nets having mleshes of a less size tban one inch and a
quarter extension neasure.

" The use of bag nets for the purpose of catching smelts is prohibitedexoept under special license fron the Minister of Fasheries."
That was considered necessary, in order to restrict the use
of that very formidable engine in connuction with the catch
of thbs fish. My hon. friend may not recollect that, in
some of the States of the Union, the use of these bag nets is
totally prohibited for catohing bmeits. I have a statute
to that effect before me now, and in Sootland the regula.
tions prohibit the use of these fishing engines altogether.

Mr. MITCHELL, Will my han. friend suggest any
means of catching these fish wathout using bag nets ?

Mr. TUPPER. A great many are caught by book and
line.

Mr. MITCHELL. A few are caught by hook and line,but not as a matter of commerce.
Mr. TUPPER. I am simply giving the regulations

which were passed under the last Government, and under
this, lor the information of the hon. gentleman, aLd did not
expect to enter into a discussion on the subject.

Mr. MITCHELL. If my hon. friend will permit me, i
would say that as to catching smelts by hook and line, I am
informed that they have shipped on some days, by the
Northern and Western lino-ir, Snowball's lino-over 100

Mr. Tuppn.

tons of smelts in a day. It would take a long time to catch
that quantity by hook and line.

Mr. TUPPIER. And that is the reason why bag nets have
been prohibited in some places, because they lead to such
wholesale destruction of fish. On the 27th October, 1887,
the regulations now in force were passed. They are virtually
a consolidation of the previous regulations, with one princi.
pal addition :

" No one shal fish for, catch, kill, buy, sell, or have in possession
any smelts between the lst day of April and the lst day of July (both
days inclusive) in each year.

" The use of smeits for manure is prohibited.
"The use of aeines for the purpose of catching smeits is prohibited.
"Smnelts shall not be fi3hed fur, caught, or killed by means of any

kind of bag nets having meshes of a less size than one inch and aquar-
ter extension measure.

" The use of bag nets for the purpose of catching smelts is prohibited
except under special license from the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
and theD Only between the lst December and the l5th February in each
year.

These are the regulations which are now in force.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am much obliged to the hon. gentle-
men for the concession which he made and the information
he has given. I was auxious to know what change had
been made in the regulations, but the licensing of nets for
smelt fishing has been in force for many years, and I have
heard a great many complaints as to the manner in which
these licenses are given out and the restrictions which are
placed upon them. The information which I have from the
most exporienced persons in smelt fishing, and the result
of fifty years of my own experience, are that the smeit
fisheries of this country are more plentiful to-day than
they were fifty years ago.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGl. If the Ministerof Mar-
ine is able to effect a saving of $àO,000 in his department,
we wilI be delighted, I am sure, and so will the country ;
but I may observe that whenever increases are asked for by
any Minister we are always regaled by the samie story, that
there bas beuen either an enormous increase in the work of
the department, or that an immense saving is going to*be
made. Now we have grown somewhat sceptical as to the
saving ; we find that the increase in the departient always
romains ; once that occurs, it not only never is diminished,
but it goes on incroasing, and apparently will go on increas-
ing, I may say, to the eùd of the chapter. But as for the
mythical savings that are going to be made, why, Sir, we
are obliged from experience to place them on the same
footing with the promise of the 58 millions which the
First Minister used to allege was inevitably to come from
the sale of land in the North-West, or the 640 millions
of bushels of wheat which long since the hon. gentleman's
progenitor was in the habit of holding up for the
delectation of gentlemen on the other side of the House as
soon as their pol.cy in Manitoba had reached a successful
conclusion. Now, there is one question which was put by
the hon. member for Northumberland (1r. Mitchell) which
I eau answer, that was as to the relative cost of these de-
partments in the past. I find.that in 1878, the last year of
the Administration of my friend, Sir Albert Smith, the whole
cost of adminmstering that department, less the Minister's
salary, amounted to S25,â0i, for the Department of Marine,
plus the Department of Fisheries. I find to-day that these
two departments cost about $i,000 a year, that is to say,
not very far from double the expenditure that they involved
some years ago. Now, I do not myself believe that there
bas been any sort of increase in the work of the department
to warrant that increase in the expenditure of nearly 100
per cent,, nor can I admit that it ought to follow as a neces-
sary consequence, admitting a considerable increase in the
outdoor work, that there stould be a proportional increase
at headquarters here. It may be that it does cost more to sup-
ervise ÔU0 lighthouaes than 400, but the increase should not
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be in proportion; it ought not to require 25 per cent. more te close seasens for varions kinds of fish; and my hon. friend
inspect the other 100. Once you bave obtained the staff you witl recelleot perfectly well, in his experience as Finance
require a very small additional clerical assistance to enable Minister, that where yen attempt to enferce a longer cloqe
you to wok 500 with very little more practical expense season, or apply it te different kind8 of fish, yen have of
than 400; and so on in other ways. Surely it appears to necessity to increase yenr staff. More than that, the old
me that we are atlowing the expenses of the civil govern. tafi ebtains, in proportion, a greater aronnt of money in
mont to increase at a very reckless rate, and in no depart- the shape of disburgements Your offiers have to lne the

ent is that more visible than the department which the rivers and lakes as well as they ean, they bave te travel,
Lon, gentleman presides over. fHe is not responsible, of and for ail that extra supervision an additional amount
course, for the increases which have occurred up to this time, of rnney is obarged, and those additional amtints
but he is most undoubtedly respousible for the increase, have te be inve4igated in that department. Se, I think it
amounting, I see, to about $4,000 in the two departments, was rather unfair Ie make se sweeping a charge in connec.
whichhe now proposes to inflict upon the country. I begte tionwiththewerkcf the department. The hon. gentle-
tell him that up to the present time, barring this hypotheti- man aise states that 1 arrsponsible for se $4,000 of
cal saving of $50,000, which·we have not yet realised-and increase in both the Fisheries and the Marine Depart.
which, in my experience, it is very doubtful1 if we ever will menta. On second thought, [ arnsure be wilI net say
realise-he bas not given a satisfactory explanation for that; I ar sure he wiII aay that the only item for which
making this large addition. I do not think that there is I arnIteany extent respen;ible i the item now under
any such add tion, within the last year or so, to the work discus@ien, because, as the Finance Minister explained, the
of the departmont to cause hirn to require 10 per cent.,ether increases are ail statutery, and in the sense in which
more than the Minister of Finance required. Nor do Ihe was argning, I arnBure ho doos net moan te make me
think that it is at ail likely that he will gain reapensible fer that, bayond cominz te Pariament ad
any corresponding benefit from bringing over tbis taking charge of these estimates. But this increase bas
gentleman, who bad no spaeial experience, as I nothing te do with that. For the present inrease 1 do
understand, in connection with the fisheries, who is just put take the responsibility, and 1 have put, as;woll as 1lceuld,
in there, apparently, for convenience, or, apparently, be. the rasens for that before iho fouse, I amngIad te be
cause ho bas been, I daresay, a useful public servant some- able te aay that, while that officor is an additienal offiner in
where else. I submit, Sir, that this is not a sufficient rea that department, we paid him bofore just the sane amount
son for adding 8.,800 to the expense tof this department. I of money that I ar asking for now; we would hive iid
say the fact that i have jut mîentioned, that we have now|bhm the samo amount cf money bad we loft him in bis
verily increased the expenditure in these two Depart. fermerposition, instead cf bringingbim intotho departmont
ments tof Marine and Fisheries to something very nearly t may again rocali the hon. gontleman's attention te a
double what they wore under the administration of my system whieh I tbink bas protty generally prevaiied, that
friend, Sir Albert Smith, is a sufficient jusutixauoui of the whcn a member takes office as the bond of a dopartrent,
line taken by my hon. friend from PriLce Edward Iland, ho, as a mie, dees netake bis private secretary fronithe
that it is a mistake to have any division in thoso depart- officers cf that departrent, and I ciuld show sevoral
monts that can be avoided. Tue moment that you create intan-es of this practice; at ail evonts, 1 have one in ry
a deputy head, that gentleman, almost of necessity, desires mmd in which the secmtary under the hou. gint1en'a
to magnify the importance of bis office, he is sure to add te own administration was mate an additional officer in the
the expenditure of it, and so we get the resuit that within a departrncnt, and, se far as I recoileet, that was the uual
few years, practically, the workiiag expenses at headquar- course. The Minister chooes as bis secretary vcry fro-
tors have nearly doubled. quently one wbo is net in the departmont and net in any

departsent, and I ihink I n about the first Minister Who
Mr. T[PPER. I do net want te proloig the discussion basateth make se long, and, percaps, se laboerd an cx-

noodlosbly, nomte centradict those bon. gentloemsn, or to planation t jsti(y th odeloctin madsof a pivate secretary.
take issue with tbom needlesaly, but I think my hon. friend Mr. DAVIES (P.esiyo)irteinak iyis et proper teallow
whe has just taken bis seat is hasty in his conclusion. It I this fatfer te paso without tondering my acknowedgments
may be a faim mater ef argument as te whother the action te the Minister et Mdarine for bis remarks on my baving
takon by Parliarnent some years ago in the division of the ventume J te ask for any information on the subjeot-matter

dthe shape of disbursements Yourtofflhers haeebtoline the

ivsof a vote passing treug Parliast ent, much more on my
man, in bis comparisen of the werk, taking the year of had tho ten ity t form an opinion on a dopartmontal
1878 with the presont yoar, ini other departments, bas for- natter. An oldfashioned notion exi-tod in this louse, drawn
getten te censidor sevoral important mattors. In the first from Enlsipatcht ebrofPlamthd

plac, terehasbee aninceasein h mbr o l was. rahe ngirctioe tmake soseersn ea chargiamnt coned

pa, aseutetteMiesomn rigtsin regardo te dwatcingpubli Texponditure, and
homsaottationas, and sp on, under the chargeo0d0ties tee.
Depaitmnnt; whie in the rhisheries Dopariment thnswork
is te a large extont dîfforent hem that cf a proviens time. Mm. TUPPER. And some disrretien.
For instance, 1 may mention that thor is tntiroly new Mr. DAVIES (P isI.) It was an old notion that they
womk in connecti.on with this subject that was discussed t- bad the rigbt and that ie wasn their dster xinfedm then
day, the distribution of the boun iesnndem license ; and scves inregasrd tethe expendituref puic money, and that
there is, moreover, a very important addition te the work, they faiied te disobarge their duty if they alowed sake te
that is, the protective service and its suptrvision, which's obesvotod year afior yar withotb t qustienig the Miniwtars
ne nigbt mater. A large addition tehetftt in charge ef ie as

akeoth rspnsibiliet, and s hav e pu, s el asItcould

the Governmont was madu in the year te wbich ho alladed, asthe reout that whenfdepartentale x pense gwro ei
and that bas ontailed a considerable amount of additiona esased, mebrs of aoarliament had a right to inquire and
werk, and work of a very important character. The hon. inform temsevesaste piwther or eot departrental alLer
gentleman witland another feature in the Fisheries De- atioen s involved an increased public hntlay. B t i appears
partment which bas added treiendonsty te thoerk, aI ma al wrong. t appears that the bon, gentleman and bis
as cenparcd with that time-I roi or te the great frionds who bave a monply et office, wilb frther a mono.
addition am the staff cf fishary guardians, overserahpoeyharcriticiate.
and officers in every Province. The inoreate, tv,
was madceeesqiuentyncoeswquenheosf additions te the MrnTUPPI.Sot e d,
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Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) We must not express any opinion,1
and unless we have been a Minister we are debtrred, for-
sooth, from expressing an opinion as to whether a large
increase in a public department is justified or not. I
remember well when the increase in question was proposed
in this House. We questioned the Minister as to the
grounds of the change, and failed altogother to obtain a
satisfactory answer. From that day te this, no one bas
informed the flouse why the Department of Marine and
Fisheries was divided. When I to-day asked the Minister,
who has been in office six or eight months, as to whether
he had formed an opinion, he coolly told me he was unable
to form one yet and the matter was open te debalte. If
that is the case, why bas he cballenged my right to
form an opinion? Have I not examined the reports
of the department, have I not followed the expenditure,
and have I not eyes and ears to see and bear what g es on
in my Province and know something about the matter ?
I have never yet been able to satisfy my own mind that
the change carried out was in the interest of the
public service. I think the contrary. I had good grounds
for predicting, as I did, that the very thing that has taken
place to-day would come about, that as soon as the depart.
ment was divided into two heads each would require for his
particular department an expenditure equal in amount to the
expenditure in any other department. Tbey must be up to
the times; their department must be a large spending
department, and the objectof many public servants-I will
not say ail, because I know the contrary in very many in-
stances-is how much money they can spend. I tell the
hon. gentleman ho went a litile too far when ho challenged
my right to ask for informqtion and to form an opinion on
this matter. I claim a perfect right to criticise, and I in-
tend to exercise that right, not only in regard to the hon.
gentleman's department but aniy other department of
which I have information which jasifies me in addressing
this committee. Now, what do we find ? We find in this
department an increase of 82,800. I suppo-e $4, 0 may
be statutory increases; $2,400 is for a new offiecr.

Mr. TUPPER. 82,350.
Mr. DAVIES (PE I ) $2,350, te be accurate. Has there

been the ordinary promotioi of those who have been in the"
service year after year ? I should not e q ire, I suppose, as
I may be trespassing. It may be impertinent on my part
te enquire whether the ordinary rule of promoting those'
who have been in the service for years bas been carried
out, whether merit bas been rowarded in the department ?
It appears not to have been recognised. At all events, a
gentleman has been brought in from abroad; I do not know
his qualifications, he may be a competent man or not. I
am merely asking for information, but the hon. gentleman
has given me to understand that I shou!d not do se as I
have not been a Minister of the Crown. I may never
attain that exalted position ; I have not very much desire
to acquire that exalted position, certainly 1 have no desire
wbatever to attain it in the present Government. It is,
however, a very reasonable ambition for any member of
Parliament to entertain. I want to know whether, in
the meantime, I have te keep my mouth as close as an
oyster. I think not. I have not yet heard any reason to
justify the Minister in placing that officer over the beads of
others in the department, and have not heard any jiisifi.
cation of the increased expenditure. The hon. gentleman
bas stated that he hopes te save a certain amount of money
in the department. I see no evidence of any fruition, se far.

some furtber discussion on this promise of the hon. geri
tieman to curtail the expenditure by $50,000 a year. I
think he will be a public benefactor if he will do so. le
will receive warm commendation from me, provided the
reduction is not done at the sacrifice of the efficiency of the
service. If the hon gentleman saves any money I shahl
exercise my right to commend him as I claim my right to
criticise bis action when I think it is wrong.

Mr. WALDIE. The Minister bas stated that there hate
been fishery inspectors employed in other Provinces besides
the Provinces down on the sea coast. I have reason to ho
aware of that fact, because there bas been recontly ap-
pointed a fishery inspector in the county I represent. That
fishery inspector was employed in securing evidence in an
election trial against myself. That officer, appointed by
the Minister of Fisheries, stood at the back of the pro-
secuting attorney at my election trial for two days, furnish.
ing him with questions to put Vowitnesses. Is that the
kind of fishery inspection you pay for ?

Some bon. MEMBERS. They were fishing.
Mr. WALDIE. Yes, they were fishing. But I[want to

know if the Minister is aware that this is the em ployment
at which bis officer is working ? It is an unjust and im-
proper expenditure of public money, if the travelling
expenses of that fisbery inspector are charged against the
public revenue when employed in lounding the representa-
tive of the people and trying to displace him from the
position in which the people bad placed him.

Mr. TUPPER. fImust answer the bon. gentleman at
once. I think, because the bon. gentleman is a member of
Parliament, ho bas no right, it is not fair, at all events, to
make a statement of that kind on the floor of Parliament
with regard to a man because he is in the service of the
Government. The bon, gentleman bas used some very
strong language, and ho has not made enquiries
and ascertained the facts from the proper course, or
ho certainly would not have dared to make the statement
he bas made. In the first place, let me tell that hon. gen-
tleman that if he were more acquainted with the subject-
matter with which ho las dealt-

Several bon. MENIBERS. Hear, bear.
Mr. TUPPER. I hope the hon, gentlemen will "hear,

hear," but not interrupt. If the hon. gentleman bad ac-
quainted himself with the matter with which he is dealing,
ho would have found that no travelling expenses of any
officer in the publie service, as inspector or otherwise, are
paid except upon the production of satisfactory vouchers, and
those vouchers include a statutory declaration. Ile declares
not merely that a certain amouit was wanted, but ho shows
in that statement the miles that he travelled, the business
on which ho travelled, and the work he did. He las to
sign that statutory declaration, and more than that, that
account and that vouoher is then sent for examination and
approval to the department as to whether, in the opinion of
the department, that service was necessary in the interest
of the protection of the fisheries. In the case that he mon-
tions, what does he suppose would be done ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Promote a man.

Mr. TUPPE R. Does the hon. gentleman suppose, if his
friends were in office that they would ascertain and anxious.
ly enquire whether at the time a successor was to be ap.
pointed there was an election to take place, and that this
would make the oliahtest difference. I have totell the hon

Mr. TUPPER. You have not looked very carefully. gentleman that Mr. Sergeant, to whom he refers, was ap.
pointed by me as an officer for a district including Halton,

Mr. DAVIES (P.EI.) I have looked very carefully. I and that the appointment was made in the general way in
see tbat under civil government the salaries are increased, which those officers are appointed. -He was appointed at
that the amount for contingencies is increased, and very a very small salary, some two bundred dollars a year, and
many other items are increased. We shall have, no doubt, Mr. Sergeant has not yet, I think, received one single six-

Mr. DAvixs, (PE.I.)
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pe'ce for travelling expenses. However, of that I am not boom to the fishermen. I do not rise for the purpose of
quite sure, but the hon. gentleman, I think, should have discussing that point, but I rise to tell the Minister that
made enquiry before he entered into this discussion as to whatever benefit or advantage bounties would be to the
what Mr. Sergeant had obtained for travelling expenses. fishermen, that that benefit would be enhanced if the bounty
Al those matters are open to him and to every hon. gen- chAques were distributed much earlier in the year than they
tleman in the House, and he could have got the infirmation have been in the past. The statements made, on the affi-
at once. I have to repudiate the insinuation and the charge davits of the fishermen, that they have caught the required
made against that officer, who, so far as I know, from the quantity by law are returned to the department on the 31st
day that he was appointed performed his duty satisfactorily December. That being the case, I see no reason wby those
and was a fit and proper mari to appoint to the position. cheques should be delayed so late as the month of Jane or

Mr. WALDIE. Just one word in reply. A vacancy oc- July, as bas been the case in the past. It will be quite
curred ere and the Minister of Marine and Fistieries has apparent and obvious to everybody that in the winter
done in that case what ho bas been charged with doing in seasin, or perhaps in March or April, when the fishermen
another case-he bas appointed two men for one man's want it most, that this bounty, littie as it is, would be of
duty. Mr. Kerr, the fishery inspector for Halton, died, and greater advantage to the fishermen. If ho gets the choque
there were two inspectors appointed instead of one. The in June ho is thon in the middle of the fishing season and
only duty that Mr. Sergeant has been employed in is fishing ho bas the means thon to supply his wants, and Is apt to
for evidence in the Halton election trial. spend the bounty perhaps in a useless way. At all events,

Mr. TUPPER. That last statement of the hon. gentle whatever advantoge the bounty may be-and I will not
man is as correct as bis former statement. The facts are discuQs that point now-it would be greatly enhanced if
manho seOn.oreceahi@frmKer, had a dntrcThe aeoiarethe Minister would see that those bounty cheques are dis-these: One officer, a Mr. Kerr, had a district, large in ex- tributed to the fishermen at least in the early part of April,tent and, in the general opinion, too large fer one officer. and sooner than that if possible.Mr. Kerr having died, a redistribution of those districts
took place ; but it was not attended, as the hon. gentleman Ur. TIUPPER. I think the committee will somewhat
states, with additional expense, but with a saving on the understand, after what the hon. gentleman from South
whole. I am able to state to the bon gentleman that the Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) bas stated, that perhaps
redistribution reduced the expense, and that we will obtain some of his criticism is due to the fact that I am,,as ho
three officers for three divisions of what wis once too much says, my father's son. I know the hon. gentleman is not
for one officer, at a less amount than we had to pay to the altogether free from spite, and I know that ho has cause
late Mr. Kerr. enough to remember the bon. gentleman whose son ho

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hope my duty to says I am. fie is quite right in thatstatement, and I only
my friend behind me will not entitle me to be sat upon by wish ho was as correct in his other statements. Perhaps
the sage and experienced gentleman who, no doubt from be as cause to remember that hon. gentleman with not
his own merits, and not in the least on account of being altogether the calmest feeling. I darcsay that, though ho
his father's son, happons to filt the office of the Minister of bas in his time not been able to ropay him nor to have entire
%farine and Fisberies to day, Now, Sir, the hrn. meïnber satisfaction in connection with their wordy warfare, ho wili
said nothing about what my bon. friend (Mr. Waldie) very do his very best to pay the debt back to the father's son,
justly objected to, and that was, that a paid servant of the and I am prepared to receive it in any coin ho chooses to
Dominion Governmont was actively interfering in an elec. pay it in. I never knew before that legitimacy was any
tion petition, or in the prosecuion of an election petition disgrace, but perhaps the hon. gentleman's training and
against a member of this House. I do not hesitate to say exporienco is differnt, and hoe may be delicate on that
that that conduct on the part of an officer was an indecent score. I an surprised, howevor, that he would allude te
and an improper proceeding. I do not hesitate to say that a the matter in the way he has done. Hie bas givn me this
great number of the officials appointed by that hon. gentle- satisfaction at the end of this debate, ostensibly upon Mr.
man, and not a few other officiais, are in the habit of inter- Chipman, but really upon the father's son. He says it would
fering very improperly indeed, in election affairs, and in be ail right and proper if this was a more exchange of
prosecutions against bon. gentlemen on this side of the officers and not, as ho says it is, the creation of an office. If
House. Further, what I wanted to call attention to was ho had not been carried away by his feelings lie would
this: The bon. gentleman said that hb had a perfect right have found, from what I said, and fromu a general investi-
to bring in a private secretary from another department, gation of the facts, that this is the procise justification of the
and that it lad often been done before. That may be true vote to-day. It is not the creation of a new officer, it is the
enough. No doubt there are reasons for bringing in exchange of an officer. Very often that occurs in the
private secretaries who do belong to other departments, public service, and I think I have, towards the end of this
but that is no reason whatever for appointing a new officer littie discussion, ample justification from the hon. member
in the department. It may be desirable to bring private for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) for the vote
secretaries in, and that they shonld have, in addition to now proposed.
their salaries as private secretaries, a position in the de- Mr. COOK. It has been stated that the service has been
partment, but the usual rule is to arrange, as it can b. considerably increased in reference to the appointment of
easily done, for an exchange with the department from extra officiais. My hon. friend who bas just taken his seat,
which the private secretary comes, and not to croate a new the recently elected mei ber for lalton (Ml r. Waldie), has
and expensive office, not to croate an office inflicting a stated that a gentleman was appointed fishery inspector who
charge on the public of 82,200 or $2,300 a year, as appears performed his duty by hunting up evidenoe against him with
to have been done in this case. 1 submit that from first to the view of unseating him. Well, Sir, in the county 1 have
last, no sort of adequate excuse or reason bas been offered the honor to represent there was a flshery inspector at the
for the appointment of Mr. Chipman at his present salary, time Mr. Mackenzie's Government was in power; but since
nor can 1 accept the statement that a saving was effected that time this Government have found It necessary to
in the general expenses as an excuse. That saving could appoint another inspector to aid him to do the work which
be effected just as well with the staff the hon. gentleman ho bad done quite intelligently and properly alone. But
had, as witb the staff that ho now proposes to increase, the new official was appointed somewhat on the same plan as

Mr. FLYNN. A little while ago the Minister of Marine the gentleman in Haton, as an eleetioneering agent. Mr.
and Fisheries said that the system of bounties was a great Fraser goes from one point to another, and if he find votes
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that are inland a considerable distance from the edge of the
waters where his duties lie, he travels inland to get those
votes for his party, and his travelling expenses in doing so
are paid by the country at large. I can easily understand
how the expenses bave almost doubled in that department
since this Government came into power. Not in one de-
partment alone, but in almost every department of the
Government you will find eloctioneering agents, who are
paid out of the public moneys by the hon. gentlemen now
mn office. I say it is a crying shame; it is a disgrace; and
I am of the opinion, which was held by hon. gentlemen
on the other side at one time, that those officials should not
be allowed to electioneer for their party, but the franchise
should be taken from them, partcularly mon who are so
unscrupulous as many of these men are who bave been ap-
pointed by the present Government. I will not travel
byond this departiment now under consideration; it is not
necessary for me to do so, because there is ample justifica-
tion for the.statements I am making, and similar statements
can be made by many gentlemen on this side of the Bouse,

Mr. McMULLEN. I notice, by the return laid on the
Table of the House a few days ago, that there have been
seven superannuations in connection with the Marine De-
partment during the year. It is generally understood that
when superannuatione are made they are made in such a
way as to reduce, as far as possible, the expenditure. I no
tice,however, that these seven superannuations have caused
an increase in the superannuation expenditure of $2,282.90.
The salaries paid to those who were superannuated amount-
ed to $4,880, and the salaries paid to those installed in their
places amount to $4,530, a difference of onily 8350, while
there is an addition to the superannuation allowances of
82,282.90; so that the amount we are paying out in super-
annuations is about equal to the amount we are now asked
to pass as increases in salaries. In this connection I might
say that Capt. Scott, who drew a salary of $2,000, bas been
superannuated, and is now getting a retiring allowance of
81,080. I notice also that ton years have been added to his
time, he having served 27 years. I would like to know how
it is that this las been donc. It is well known that under
the superannuation system we are paying out over 8165,000
more than we receive. If we received a snm equal,
or nearly equal, to the amount we are paying (ut,
there might be some excuse for increasing the allowance
for faithful servioe to a man who had served the Govern-
ment for many years; but, under the circumstances, I can-
not see wby ton years should have been added to the time
of this man's service, in order to increase the allowance.
But that is not the worst. It is generally admitted, that
when a man is superannuated at an advanced age, the man
who is appointed in lis place sbould receive a much less
salary; but I notice that in this case the man appointed in
place of Capt. Scott draws a salary of 81,F50; so that there
is only a reduction of 8250 in the salary paid, while 81,080
is added to the superannuation expenditure. Then I notice
that a Mr. Argyle, who received 8600 a year, bas been
superannuated, and a man bas been appointed in his place
at 81,200. He has been, apparently, appointed to fill two
positions. I wish to know if he is drawing the $1,200 to
do the duties performed by Mr. Argyle, as well as those
of the assistant, or is he to hire an assistant, a party to
suit himself, and pay him the 8600 ? I think it is an un-
fortunate arrangement that any civil servant should be
placed in a position to draw 81,200, and should pay
$600 to whatever assistant he likes to get. Those are the
points on which I would like to get an explanation from
the Minister of Marine.

Mr. TUPPER. I think it is scarcely usual that under
one item all the branches of the service should be discussed ;
but I am willing, as far as I can, to give reasonable explana-

gr. Coor,

tions. Since I came into office there have been several
superannuations. The hon. gentleman bas mentioned two.
Capt. Scott was chairman of the board of examiners of
masters and mates, and was commissioner of wrecks, &c.
Ie came into the service a long time ago, at the inception of
the system of cruisers for the protection of our insbore
fisheries; and if the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) was in bis place, he could bear testimony to the
value of the services that gentleman-who was a captain in
the Royal Navy before he came to this country specially to
take this position-rendered to the country in conne tion
with the office he held. It was under that hon. gentleman's
administration that Capt. Scott inaugurated the marine
police for the protection of the inshore fisheries. But a
far greater service he rendered to Canada was this: Before
that officer came into the service we bad no authority in
Canada to grant certificate3 to masters and mates which
would be recognised in England by the English
Board of Trade. Under the administration of the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
that bon. gentleman entered into correspondence with the
Home Govern ment, and finally, the only objection appearing
to be that we had no officer whose standing was sncb that
the Imperial Government would recognise the papers issued
on an examination held by him, that objection was sur-
mounted by arranging that this officer of high standing in
the Imperial service should come out and take that office.
Capt. Scott came out in 1870 or 1871; he served continu-
ously in the Maritime Provinces, and organised a system
under which, ever since, certificates to masters and certifi-
cates granted bere have been recognised at home. Under
these circumstances, in view of the provisions of the Act,
and considering the services rendered by Capt Scott, and
the fact that he was broken down absolutely by a serious
and permanent illness, I recommended that ten years should
be added to the time of his service, and that recommenda-
tion was adopted. Now, in the case of Mr. Argyle, I do
not think the hon. gentleman has exact information. It was
an appointment in British Columbia to which the bon. gen-
tleman alluded, but it bas just occurred to me that the ne-
cessity there for a large salary to the incoming officer was
the fact that a steam-whistle bas been added to the light,
and you could not possibly obtain the services of a success-
or to Mr. Argyle for less than the salary given. That
is my recollection of the matter ; and in connee-
tion with his superannuation, I do not think there was
anything exceptional at all. Of ccurse, if the hon, gentle-
man wants a full explanation, I will have to look up the
matter again, and I think I will be able to show him there
is nothing to which objection can be taken. As to the sal-
ary of the suc.cessor to Capt. Scott, we were fortunate in
being able, as all gentlemen familiar with this kind of work
will understand, to get a man of sufficient standing toe suc-
ceed Capt. Scott and be acceptable to the English Board of
Trade, at a salary of 81,800. That is the salary now given
to Mr. Smith, who was one of the captains en.ployed in the
Allan line, and a member of the ]Royal Navy Reserve. I
think lon. gentlemen who are familiar with shipping mat.
ters and the importance of that office, and who know Mr.
Smith, will be quite surprised that we sbould have been
able to obtain his services at a salary of $1,800.

Mr. McMULLEN. In connection with the first item, in
the case of Mr. Argyle, my attention was at once drawn to
the fact that he only received a salary of $600, while I
noticed tbat bis successor is given a salary of $1,200. I
thought, therefore, it was a fair question to put to the hon.
Minister for explanation. I also noticed bis successor being
allowed $600 for an assistant, and thought we should have
some explanation a to whetherthe appointment of an assiet-
ant was in his hands or that of the Marine Department.
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.Mr. TUPPER. That explanation is due to the hon.
gentleman, and, of course, an assistant was rendered neces-
sary by the fact that there was a steam whistle.

Mr. LOVITT. I rise to bear my testimony to the val-
uable services which Capt. Scott bas rendered this count ry.
It is to him we are indebted for the system underwhich we
can grant licenses to masters and mates that are recognised
by the English Board of Trade. I may add that, apart
from that important service rendered by him, Capt. Scott is
entitled to recognition, from the fact that the illnese which
resulted in the breaking down of bis system was caused by
his incessant and arduous labor in the service of the Gov-
ernment

Mr. WELSH. I hoartily corroborate the remarks of
my hon. friend from Yarmouth (Mr. Lovitt), and quite
approve of the pension granted Capt. Scott.

Mr. WELDON (St John). With regard to the state-
mente made by the hon. member for Halton (Mr. Waldie)
and the bon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Cook), I would aak
the bon. the Minister of Marine if ha is prepared to follow
in Ontario the example pursued by his predecessor in the
case of the fishery overseer in New Brunswick, who was
dismissed, I believe. because ho took some part in politics.
The hon. gentleman should apply the same rule in Ontario
which bis predecessor applied in New Brunswick.

Mr. TUPPER. We did not dismiss the fishery overseer
in Ontario. He died.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). You dismissed him in New
Brunswick.

Mr. LISTER. I would ask whether Mr. Moodie is still
in the employ of the Government as overseer in West
Lambton ?

Mr. TtUPPER. There are some 1,200 officere, and I can-
not keep track of their names.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I ) There are a number of matters
in connection with the department which might be better
discussed when we come to the votes on the department
goierally, but it will be impossible to discues the Estimates
proporly before weget the Fishery Report. When may we
expect it? It is, somehow or other, always the last report
presented.

Mr. TUPPER. The reason that the report cannot be
presented earlier is that, unlike the reports of the other
departments, which deal with matters up to the end of the
fiscal year, this deals with matters to the end of Decem-
ber. The Fishery Report is held over until the reports of
the different overseers and inspectors in all the Provinces
are received. I think I will ho able to lay that report on
the Table before we reach the regular estimates in that
branch.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It would bo botter to bring
the report only to the 1st of October ?

Mr. TUPPER. The custom bas been, for many years
past, to comprise the whole year's work in the report,
because we must take note of the different seasons so as to
have a full review. It would be awkward to change that
system now.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I would draw attention to one point
with regard to the superannuation of Capt. Scott. I notice
that he erved twenty-seven years and that tan years bas
been added to bis time. If I underotand the Superannuation
Act rightly, a superannuated officer is only permitted to
draw -U of the salary ho received for the last three years.
low is it that in this case Il bas been allowed him ? I am
very glad to find expressions on both sides of the louse
complimentary to Capt. Scott for his efficiency. At the
s4me time felt it my duty to ask this question.I

Mr. TUPPER. Of course, i am unable to answer that
at the present moment. I do not remember now the amount
which Capt. Soott is allowed, but I can give the hon. gentle.
man the information. It is impossible to carry in my
memory the exact proportion in which the superannuation
allowance was calculated. That is done at the Treasury
Board.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will
give me the information at a subsequent stage?

Mr. TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask the Minister

another question as to the appointment of Mr. Chipman in
his office. He says he is a very efficient officer, and was
taken from another department where be was notkneeded.

I&r. TUPPER. I did not say that.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I understood him to say that

there is no additional expense in the department from
which he was taken,.that the publie arc paying nothing
more now than before, and that Mr. Chipman was trans-
ferred from a department where his services were not
required, where they could do without him, and without
substituting anyone else inb is place.

Mr. TUPPER. I did not say so. I said the very con-
trary. I said there was an exchange of officers, that Mr.
(hipman was taken from one office and another officer put
in his place. I stated that about a dozen times to-day.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. Minister is mistaken
He bas said that now for the first time.

Mr. TUPPER. Well, look up the Bansard.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The bon. gentleman has not

improved his position by the statement ho bas made at this
moment.

Mr. TUPPER. Those are the facts.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It does not matter whether

they are the facts or not. If Mr. Chipman had been re-
placed by an officer taken from the Department of Marine
and Fisheries, thon the hon. gentleman's explanation would
serve as an argument, but he does not say that anyone bas
been taken from bis department and transferred to the
London office when Mr. Chipman was taken from the Lon.
don office and brought bore. His statement is that there
is no addition to the public cost, that there is no additional
officer employed in consequence of this change. There
must, therefore, be a vacancy somewhere. If there is plus
one in the Department of Marine and Fisheries, it is clear
that there is minus one in some other department, and
whether that is the London office or somo other office, it is
taking an officer from a place whore he was not required.
Of course, the hon. gentleman says there was not a suffi-
cient number of officers in bis departmont, and it was noces-
sary to appoint an additional officer. That of itself is a
justification, no matter where Mr. Chipman came from, if
that fact is made good. But i did not rise to diseuss the
propriety of the appointment of Mr. Chipman to the office,
but to ask the hon. gentleman whether he contemplates
uniting the Department of Marine and the Department of
Fisheries again under the charge of one officer, and whether
that officer ls to be Mr. Chipman ? Is Mr. Smith to be re-
tired, or is Mr. Tilton to be retired ? Is there any deputy
Minister who bas passed the time of life when he can be no
longer useful to the department, and is his place to be filled
by a more efficient officer in the person of Mr. Chipman ?
That would be an interesting piece of information to the
House, and I am sure the hon. gentleman is able to give it,

Mr. TUPPER. I have no intention of recommending
the retirement of Mr. Smith from the service; I have no
intention of reommending the retirement of Mr. Tilton,
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and have no intention of promoting Mr. Chipman from the
position he occupies at the present time.

Department of Fisheries...... ...... 16,187 50

Mr. FOSTER. There has been a net increase in this
department of $762.50. There are eight statutory increases
at 850, 8400; two at $62.50, $125; one increase for an
optional subject, 850; the difference between the salary of
Mr. Stanton, transferred from the Finance Department to
the Fisheries Department, and Mr. Jenkins from the
Fisheries Department to the Finance Department, $87.50;
making the total increase, as I said, 8762.50.

Department of Public Works............$45,190

Mr. FOSTER. The increase in this department bas
been $1,680. There are 17 statutory increases at $50,
8850; one at $30, and there is an addition of $800 to the
salary of the chief engineer, making the total of 81,680.
The chief engincer is Mr. Perley, a very valuable officer,
whose services, I think, would not be overpaid by the addi-
tion wbich bas been made to his salary.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) We should have some explana.
tion as to the increase which has been given to the chief
engineer.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Perley is the chief
engineer of the department, and, as hon. gentlemen know,
the work of that branch of the department bas been
increasing very largely. We have had lately, besides the
ordinary work of the department, the work of the St. Law-
rence between Montreal and Quebec thrown on the depart-

Minister to answer me. What is the name of this engineer,
and where is he to be found, and what is his addreses?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman knows
that the officer to whom he should apply is Mr. Perley, at
headquarters hee ; and besides that, we have in the Lower
Provinces an officer, Mr. Grey, I think is bis name, who
receives bis instructions from the chief engineer in Ottawa,
and acts on those instructions. I am pretty sure that the
bon. gentleman is right in saying that certain piers on the
Island are not in a condition in which ho would wish them
to be, and in which I wish tbem to be. I applied the money
I obtained from Parliament for that purpose; that amount
was increased last year, and the same amount is asked for
in these Estimates. I hope that with these amounts i will
be able to do a great deal in the line that the hon. gentle-
man bas suggested, that is to say, to repair these piers, or
as many of them as can be repaired, with the money at my
disposai. The hon. gentleman knows that we are unable
to do everything in tbe same year, we have to do it by
degrees. The repairs of the piers on the Island have been
going on in the same way as those in Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick and elsewhere. Of course, we know that the
coasts of the Atlantic and the Gulf are more exposed to
storms than are the piers on the coasts of the St. Lawrence
or the lakes. Whenever severe storms occur they some-
times damage a pier, an examination has to be made, a
report is obtained, with an estimate, and if the work is
pressing, I obtain from my colleagues a vote of money, and
if a case of that kind is unioreseen, I obtain the warrant of
the Governor General and ask Parliament to give us the
money afterwards.

ment. We have now the graving docks, and the new Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) There are few more disgraceful
graving dock at Kingston, which entail a large amount of chapters in the hiÉtory of the Department of Public Works
work on the chief engineer, and a very grave responsi bility. than that which relates to the repairs of the piors in the Island.
I may add that I know personally that Mr. Perley, whose A few years ago the Government up here, as I thought for
valuable services to my department are appreciated, not political considerations, tcok from the Government of
only by me, but by all those who have had the opportunity Prince Edward Island a large number of piers, on the
of meeting him, had an offer, some two months ago, of a report of the chief enginner whom they sent there, on the
position in England which would give him over 85,000 a ground that thcse piers were of Dominion importance and
year. I asked him not to leave the department or the that it rested with them as a matter of legal right to take
bervice, but to wait, and I would ask my colleagues, and charge of thera and keep them in repair. They agreed
imomt Iikely they would assent and would ask Parliament to with the Local Government upon those piers they were to
increase his salary to this amount, which will not be the take over, and those they were to leave, and those they
amount he was offered in England, but, which I thought took over became immediatly afterwards Dominion property.
would compensate him for his services, inasmuch as if he I do not think that my colleagne bas stated the case as
becomes disabled or unfit for work, he may rely upon strongly as the facts justify. There has been no such thing
having his superannuation. as a repair of the piers. They have been allowed to fall to

Mir. DAVIES (P.E..) Il bat salary does he get now? pieces, to rot, in some cases almost to float away. Now,
Prince Edward Island, the hou. gentleman knows, perhaps,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 83,200· is the most thickly populated portion in the whole
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) With the increase? Dominion for its size, the people are a farming
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, the increase will give community almost entirely, and they have to ship

him $4,000, instead of the 85,000 ho was offered. their produce in a very short time in the autunin of the year
before the rivers freeze up, and they require a large number

Mr. WELSH. I am glad to hear that we have the ser. of piers, because they have not got the railway commu-
vices of such valuable mon. I should like to ask the Min- nications that are open to the farmers in other parts of
ister who is the valuable man who bas been appointed to the Dominion, and they require a large number of wharves
look after the piers in Prince Edward Island? There are and piers where they eau ship away their produce. These
some 23 or 24 of them, and they are falling away and wharves are absolutely essential-the people cannot live
breaking up. I have brought this to the notice of the without them. Now, wben this Government and the hon.
Minister for three years, and I have had the promise that gentleman's department took them over, it became their
the Government would sond an engineer-a valuable engi- bounden duty to keep thom in such a reasonable condition,
neer 1 suppose, because they are all valuable-to look after at any rate, as would enable a ship to lie alongside of them,
those piers. At prosent they are falling into the water, and so that the farmers could iship off their produets. They have
people cannot ship from them. I would like to know from not done so The managementhas been absolutely disgraceful.
the Minister who is this valuable man who is charged with I have been applied 1o, and so have numerous othor publie men
the piers of Prince Edward Island? I understand that there in the Island, for personal subscriptions to pay for laying the
is an engineer from New Brunswick, that ho has applied to planks on some of those piers, and we have contributed the
attend to them, but we do not know where ho is, nor when money out of our own pockets in a number of instances, and
he comes; in fact, we have no responsible person at ail to the farmers have gone to work themselves to put on the
whom we can apply about these piers. I would like the copings and the top work on the piers, to enable them to

Mr, T"ura.
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ship off their produce. I cannot conceive, from my exp
rience in this House, and knowing what the hon. gentl
man is, I cannot conceive that these things have bee
brought home to his knowledge; but somebody in the dE
partment, or some of bis subordinates, have blundere
most shamefully ; there bas been gross mismanagi
ment, unpardonable mismanagement. In consequenc
of their negligence the people have suffered ver
much, so much so that there is not a representativ
from the Island in this House who is not burdened wit
letters from people in all parts of the Island complainin
of the Government because it does not recognise the du t
which reste upon it of keeping the piers that it assumed a
its property, in reasonable repair. The whole thing is dis
graceful. I say nothing against Mr. Perley, I have alway
beard him highly spoken of as an officer; but I wili sa
that if h. is responsible for the state of the Island piers, th.
grant of an addition to his salary is something that I woulc
oppose very strongly. I do not know if he is responsible
I have never been able to find out who is responsible. Th<
Government, I know, are responsible as a whole, but I wan
to get at the offlcer whose duty it is to inspect the piers and
report to the Government. I want to know why that i
not done. If Mr. Perley is at the head of the department it i
bis duty to see that it is done. The hon. gentleman wonderF
sometimes why it is that six men are sent here from the Is
land to oppose the Government ? Why, what can the peopl
do except to express their senseof dissatisfaction in that way
at the disgraceful mismanagement of the publie piers on
the Island ? If the bon. gentleman lived in a part of the
Island where there were 75 or 80 farmers who had to hau
their produce to market, like potatoes and oats, and on
coming to the pier where they were to put them in ships,
found that the wharf was rotten, and they had no way of
shipping their produce, do you tell me that they would not
go away dissatisfied with the administration of the Govern-
ment? Sir, there is dissatisfaction fromone end of theIsland
to the other amonng the farming community. The Island
bas been treated most shamefully, most disgracefully, and
in the hon. gentleman's department more than in any other.
1 here raise my voice in solemn protest against any offloer
who bas had such an amount of public works under bis
control as Mr. Perley bas had-if h. is responsible; I leave
it to the Minister to say if h is-if so, 1 hore raise my
voice in protest against bis receiving an increase of salary.
If I knew who the officer was I should have made it my
duty to correspond with him, and asked him to see to these
wharves. I have been taken to some of these wharves by
My constituents. Ail that I could say was, that in coming
to Parliament I will bring this to the notice of the Minister.
But what can i do ? I cannot force bis band, I can only bring
it to hie notice. Tbe hon. gentleman knows that there are
a number of piers that have not been taken over by this
Government, and it bas been an open question between him-
self and the Local Goverament whether to take them over
or not. What is the consequence of this being left an open
question ? The Local Government will not lay out a dollar
upon these piers. The Local Government say, the Domi-
nion are going to take these over. The Dominion say:
Weil we bave not decided yet. What is the consequence ?
The people are suffering between the two, because the
piers which ihe Government have not taken over are
in a worse condition than those which they have.
The hon. gentleman knows that in most parts of the Island
the inhabitants are ail engaged in agriculture; he knows
that they must have wharves within 8, 10 or 15 miles of
where there crops are; and if these wharves are allowed to
rot down it is an absolute necessity that they should be re-
built, and the people bave to do it. If such a state of things
happened in any other part of the Dominion as happens in
Prince Edward Island, you would see the whole time of
this Huse taken up with it. Why, Sir, reprmesetativ..

e- from the North-West and British Columbia are never slow
e. o com plain of any grivanue, but when we take up a little
n Lime in complaining of the sh ameful way that we are treated
e- hoa. mem bers say, Prince Edward Island is taking up the
d whole of the time. I rmake allowance for the fact that we
e- are some distance from the department; but I cannot make
e allowane, I will not make allowance, for the gross negli-
y gencie that bas characterised the conduct of the Govern-
e ment in the management of our piers for the past year or
h two.

g &r. WELSH. I observe that 86,000 is down in the
y Estimates for the repairs of wharves and piers in Prince

Edward Island. I think it is very wrong that the sum should
be so smail; there should be a sum inserted sufficient to put
A those piers in gool order. I have now been in this

e fiouqe three Sessions. I did not complain much before,
d but I applied to the Minister privately telhng him the con-

dition of the wharves and piers, whereupon h promised
e they would be attended to and put in good order. It was
t not doue last year. I applied to him again. lie said b.
d would place a larger sum in the Estimates and see that the

work was done. There were 83,000 in the Supplementary
s Estimates last year to put thom in proper repair. The
s money bas been spent, I am informed, but the piers are in
- a worse state than over, and not a band was put to somo of

them. I suggested to theU inister that in the Estimates a
sufficient sum should be votod to put them in a respectable
condition, and for the credit of the Government and the
Department over which the Minister presides, I would in-
sist if possible that this should be donc. ie asserts that
the wharves in P>rinci Edward 1ilnd are more exposed
than those on the St. Lawrence, but it is not so. Thore are

f no piers and wharves under the control of his department
so little exposed as the wharves and piors of the Island, and
if common attention were paid to them they could have
been put in repair for a much less sum than will bave to be
expended on thom now. I intend as the Estimates proceed,
to bring some other matters connected with the barbon
and piers to the notice of the Government, and I will defer
any further remarks until those items are reached.

qr. PERRY. As this question of the piers has come up
it is the proper time to bave the matter discussod ail round
the board. No doubt the momoer for Queen's (Mr. Davios)
bas sad very much to the purpose, and he administered
the proper castigation to the Department of Publie Works
for their gross negligence to carry out their solomn promises.
At the time of Confederation the Province was given the
promise that the wharves anl piers would ho kept in pro-
per repair. I have failed to find a single report, or a single
line of a report, from ary officer of the G>vernment with
respect to these piers ; 1 bave hunted through the library,
but bave found nothing I do not know whether the
Minister is aware that the Government own a wharf, whieh
was taken four years ago frorn the Local G ,vernment, at
the west point of the Island, and that bas gone to grief.
Do they mean not to rebuild it? They can build the
Chignecto Ship Railway, which they are not bound to carry
out under the terme of Conkderation, but they cannot build
a wharf at West Point. I suppose it will be kept over to
b. agitated about on the eve of another election when it
comes around. The Government should know that thèy
bave a breakwater at Tignish, which cost $12,000 or
814,000. Tbey ought to know, if they do not know, that
it is in a very dangerous state and is liable to be carried
away by the ice. They have another breaker at Mimine-
gash which cost about 8-,000. If tbey have an officer in
charge of those public works ho sbould have in.
formed the Govern ment that that brcakwater also
was on the eve of sliding away. They ought to
know that their breakwater at Malpeque, in
Prince Oounty, requires a large amount to place it in
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proper repair. In spite of these facts, the hon. gentleman
comes here and satisfies himself and thinks he has satisfied
the House and the people of Canada, and more particularly
the people of the Island, by telling them that he is going
to repair ail the piers and breakwaters with the big sum of
$6,000. Let me tell the bon. gentleman and this House
that the best evidence that the people feel the wrong perpe
trated upon them, more particularly by the Public Works
Department than by any other, is plainly proved and shown
by the results of the last election ; and no wonder the people
should have no kindly feeling for the Government of Canada
when they are used in that manner. The idea of voting
86,000 to repair about 30 wharves and breakwaters is absurd,
especially when it is remembured that the Souris break-
water cost about $70,006. I observe there is a @mail amount
specified for that; buL there is no special amount for Tignish,
for Miminegash and others. We have a right to expect a
report from a Government officer with respect to the condi-
tion of these piers and wharves. If we apply for sums for
public works, such as post offices, we are told that we have
no influence, that we do not support the Government. I
find there ia behind the curtain some person, who is
not able to secure a seat in this House, but who, never-
theless, possesses more influence than the whole six
members from the Island. la that a fair way to treat
the people of the Island ? It is the same in regard
to the piers. If this person, not connected with Par.
liament, but who has shown himself to be a friend of the
Government, says this pier must be repaired, I suppose
it will be repaired, provided it i 'in the interest of some
Tory who expects boodle out of the money to be expended
There were $6,000 voted last year, and the Minister said he
would place in the Estimates a large sum. 1 defy anyone to
show that one cent was expended on the Island by publie
tender or public contract. It was all handled by, and it
ail found its way into the pockets of Conservatives, friends
of the Conservative pat ty. I hope and trust an end will
be put to this injustice, and that they will have some re-.
sponsible officer who will make a yearly report with respect
to the state of those public works, so that the representa-
tives of the Island will be able to obtain all the information
they require, in order to present in a proper way the re
quirements of their constituents before this House.

Mr. LOVITT. Before ail the money goes to Prince
Edward IslaLd, I desire to cal the Minister's attention to
the condition of Port Maitland breakwater at Green Cove,
respecting which I have had correspondence with the
Minister for two years.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) We have not got any money yet.1
Mr. LOVITT. I have asked the Minister to place

a sum in the Estimates for Port Maitland breakwater,
and so far have not succeeded. It is the most import-
ant barbor on the coast, but on account of its bad con
dition the people of the village around it have almost al!
gone away. Vessels have to go ten miles down the coast to
make a harbor. I bave sent telegrams and letters, and bave
gone to the department myself on the matter, but without
success. If Mr. Perley is responsible for the condition of
these works, then the sooner he his removed the better.
The department sent an engineer down there who spent
$200 or $300 in visiting different parts of ihe coast, but
nothing has been doue. Port Maitland is really a barbor of
retuge, and is deserving of the immediate attention of the
departiment. The Minister has been very kind in regard to
a good many matters, but I do not know how he is advised
in regard to this breakwater. I do not desire to say that
this is a political matter, but the breakwater is in
a bad conaition and should be immediately repaired.

Mr. COOK. We have the authority of the Minister of
Publio Works for the statement as to the manner in which

r. Psar.

the increase of salary to Chief Engineer Perley has been
obtained. He may be a very valuable man and a good engi-
neer. I have never heard otherwise. His salary last year
was $3,200, and it is now proposed to raise it to $4,000.
Now, Sir, I do not object so much to the increase as I do to
the manner in which it was obtained. The Minister stated
that this gentleman brought pressure upon the Government,
that is that ho said unless the Government would give him
the $800 increase, he had an opportunity of obtaining a po-
siti>n in England at a salary of $5,000. If this is to be the
rule of the Civil 8 ,rvice, aqd if the officers discover that the
Givernment is so weak as to yield to their solicitations they
will bring pressure of this kind, and the result will be disas-
trous. We alroady pay our civil servants a very large sum
of money and I believe they should be paid liberally and
fairly, but I wish to draw the Minister's attention to the
fact that this sy4tem of increasing salaries on such grounds
is a dangerous one. It is very unfortunate that the Minis.
ter should have made that statement on the floor of the
House, because the civil servants of this country are a pretty
intelligent lot of people. They read, and when they read the
acknowledgment of the Minister that pressure was brought
to bear upon him in a matter of this kind many of them will
avail themselves of the opportunity, and we may have a
repetition of this in every department of the service I
see that the salaries of several officers have been increased,
but I hope that they did not bring the same pressure to
bear upon the Minister. I suppose they did not, because the
increase in each case is so small that out of his good heart
ho may have given it to them without pressure. It is very
unfortunate that the statement of the Minister should go
abroad that presiure was brought to bear upon bim, by the
fear that if ho did not increase the salary of this particular
officer ho would leave the service of the Government and
obtain a situation in Great Britain at a much larger salary.
We have plenty gentlemen in this country who are able to
fill the position as well as Mr. Perley, and probably the
Minister would not have to wait very long to fill the offce
if it were vacant. I do not think he would have to go to the
expense of even putting an advertisement in the newspaper.
Probably ho might get as good a man for the $3,000 or
eveun less than that. I hope the Minister will put himself
right on this questioa, because I think it would be unfor-
tunate if the statement went to the country that he has
been forced to increase this gentleman's salary to the extent
of $800 a year.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There was no pressure
brought to bear upon me by Mr. Porley. As I have said
before, ho is a very good officer, ho has rendered very valu-
able services to the country, and is a most efficient chief of
that branch of the department. I would certainly have
asked Parliament last year to increase Mr. Perley's salary,
but we could not do it at that period, and it was postponed
to this Session. It was only incidentally that the reference
was made to the position ho could obtain in England. It
was not until I said that I would try and have his salary in-
creased to $4,000 that Mr. Perley showed me the lutter in
question, but there was no pressure or anything of the kind.
I am sure ho would never have showed me the lutter had I
not told him I would ask Parliament to increase his salary.
Therefore, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Cook) need not be
alarmed that any pressure of that kind bas been brought,
or will be brought to bear on me. The other increases of
salary in the department are purely and simply the $50
annual increases acoording to the statute.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There has been some discussion
on the expenditure of this department, in reference to the
proposed increase in the salaries of the officers who are
specially iu charge to assist the Minister in determining
upon what public work it is necessary expenditure should
take place. I might remind the Minister that two year
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ago I called hie attention, by letter and petition, to the
necemsity of improving the turning ground at the town of
Dresden. The hon. gentleman said that he would send an
officer there to report upon the condition of the place, and
I believe such an officer was there and that such a report
bas been made. The representations made to the hon.
gentleman were that the banks were sliding into the river,
and that the winding ground had seriously affected the
banks, so that, if they were not protected, serious dam-
age would be done to property on either side, and that in
fact the owners of the property would be entitled te com-
pensation at the bands of the Govern ment. I called the hon.
gentleman's attention to the subject last year in this
House, as well as by letter, and the hon. gentleman
promised that attention would be given to the matter im-
mediately. I bave been written to by the owners of the
property at that point and tbey tell me that nothing bas
yet been done towards the improvement, and that serious
injury has been et used to their property by the neglect of
the Government to properly protect the river. The hon.
gentleman is aware that the river was dredged and widen-
ed there so as to furnish a place for steamnboats to turn
about, and that this dredging, without any piling to protect
the banks, las made it probable that unless something is
done the property on each side of the river will be
seriously affected, and that the cost to the Government
will be very much greater because of this damage than it
posSibly could cost to take precautions.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think there is a report
about that, but those reports are not to be taken up until
we consider the Supplementary Estimates, which will be
submitted to my colleagues and to Parliaaent afterwards.

Mr. LOVITT. Is it necessary that Mr. Perley should
report in favor of a work before any action will bu taken by
the Government ?

Sir BECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course I must bave a
report from the chief engineer, and he furnishes that on the
data which he recoives from his sub-engineer. He cannot
go everywhere himself and he must entrust the examination
to another who makes a report to him. After that, the
chief engineer takes into consideration the data furnisbed
îim, and makes an estimate and lays it before the head of
the department. All those matters are laid before Council
and the result of the deliberations of Council is what we
see in the Supplementary Estimates.

Mr. LOVITT. Well, for the last two years, since 1887,
about 90 feet have been broken away Iron the middle of
the wharf, and the waves of the AtIantic are driving
through it. No business man would attempt to do any-
thing like that.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman has a local
engineer there, I believe ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. One for the three Pro-
vinces, Mr. (irey. I think bis beadquarters are at St.
John.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Does the deputy head
receive any additional allowance for any other service?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, that is the total amount.

Department of Railways sud Canais............. 47.,700

Mr. FOSTER. In this vote there are twelve statutory
increases at 850 and one at 820, making 8620. The de-
creases consist of the difference in the accountant's salary,
$600, and a difference in the salary of a second clas clerk,
$300, making $900, showing a total decrease of $280.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the Chief Engi-
neer continue to receive $2,000 for services in connection
with the Canadian Pacific Raiiway ?

M.r. FOSTE R. I think so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What service does he

render for it as matters now stand ? As I understand, the
Government have ceased to bave any connection with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. FOSTER. There are certain odds and ends which I
think are not yet fnlly completed. There is an arbitration
going on at the present time.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGIT. But surely theGovern-
ment do not propose to pay a gentleman in their employ a
salary because he may be required to give evidence before
an arbitration ? That would hardly be ground for getting
a salary.

Mr. FOSTER. When the item itself comes to be voted I
will give the explanation.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) May I ask whether it is the in-
tention of the Government to continue the Department of
Railways as a separate department in the future as in the
past? I remember a few years ago, when this departrment
was separated from the Department of Public Works, it was
done on the ground that the Government were engzaged in
the construction of a large portion of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and this ground seemed to be satisfactory to the
House. Now we have done constructing Government rail-
ways, I understand.

Mr. FOSTER. The Cape Breton Railway is being con.
structed.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That is partly constructed, and
I think the Picton Branch is finished, or nearly so. I have
not heard tbat the Government contemplate any extension
of Government roads. I would like to know whether the
matter has been considered by the Government ?

Sr JOHN A. MACDONAILD. There is no present in-
tention to alter the law in that regard.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No present intention or no in-
tention at present ?

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD 4  There is no prosent in-
tention ard no intention at present.

Expenditure required in connection with the High
OommissiLner's cifice..........................$14,253 37

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In connection with
this, I think we must have some explanation. We were
told a little while ago that the services of Mr. Chipman
were not going to involve any additional charge. As ap-
pears by the Public Accounts, Mr. Chipman was employed
in the office of the High Commissioner. Last year I see
that the estimated charges for salaries in that office were
87,554, and this year they are estimated at 87,753, and I
desire to know where the saving comes in, which we were
told would be effected by placing Mr. Chipman in the Fish-
cries Department at a salary of $2,350, while in the office
which he left the expenditure remains just the same. I
would like the Minister of Finance to explain where the
saving comes in.

Mr. POSTER. I am sorry I have not the explanation
here among my papers. I will have it this evening if
possible.

North-West Mounted Police...... ....... $8,860. 00

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). When this item was up be.
fore, I alluded to the tact that in the public prints there
appeared some rather serious charges about the establish.
ment of a canteen at Regina, and its effects, and the item
was allowed to stand until the First Minister came. I
thought perhape it would be in the public interest if some
explanation wore given of ihe matter.
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Sir JOHT A. MACONALD. I am very sorry I was
absent at the time. I do not happen to have the papers at
this moment. At eight o'clok I will have them here.

customs Departrnent...................$36,750

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I wish to throw out a sugges-
tive with reference to the Trade and Navigation Returns. The
Trade and Navigation Returns, unlike other departmental
reports, which, though very valuable, are of special interest
only to certain portions of the people, are of interest in all
parts of the Dominion, and it bas occurred to me that
perhaps a more concise compilation might be made, apart
from these returns, whieh migbt be more largely circu-
lated among our people than the present issue of the Trade
and Navigation Returné, can be. There is a statistician, I
think. who bas compiled figures which are very valuable,
outside the department, bat wbether it shnild be left to
him or to some one in the departm rit, I think it would be
well that a compilation should be made of the imp'rts and
exports of the couitry, containing comparative tables-a
compilation which would not give al the detailed informa-
tion contained in the Trade and Navigation Returns, but
would give sufdicient to aff >rd business men an idea of what
the imports and exports are and the general run of trade.
I am not prepared to say what it should contain or not,
but merely throw out the suggestion, as the demand for the
present returns is more than Lhe supply eau meet.

Mr. BOWEjLL. I am very much obliged to the hon.
gentleman for the iuggestion. It is one that bas already
occurred to me. lu fact I have been discussing with thoe
who'e duty it is to prepae tha tables as to whether a
volume of about half the size of the one now printed could
not be compiled-a volume which would give general infor-
mation and not contain so many dotails. For instance, if.
the statements were confined exclusively to the Dominion
and not embrace each Province separately, that would
reduce the work by at least one-hird and perhaps one half.
But the question suggested itsol to me, how far those who
import, and particularly those who export, would be satis-
fie with returna containing information of that kind. We
know that when a cotnpany desires to establish any partie-
ular industry, one of the first questions they ask is how
much of that particular article is imported into the country;
and then the next question is, into what portions of the coun-
try is it imported; having obtained tbis information they de-
cide wbere they can best locate thoir particular industry.
I would be glad indeed to carry out the hon. gentleman's
suggestion if at all practical. However, it shall receive my
moet earnest consideration I may say, however, for the
information of the bon. gentleman that the same number of
copies are printed now as have always been printed. I
have found it difficult, however, to supply the great demand
made from all parts of the country for copies of the report,
and I have been obliged at ti mes to refuse applications
made by hou. gentlemen who desire a larger number than
is usually given; but I have endeavored to supply all
demands as far as possible.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I am afraid from the re-
marks of the hon. gentleman that he thinks I suggested
this as a substitute for the Trade and Navigation Returns.
I did not mean that; I think it is abs>lutely necessary for
the use of hon. members and the public that we should
have Trade and Navigation Returns. What I proposed was,
that a compilation might be made for general use, which
would not entail a great expense, and would auswer the
purposes of many who just seek general information In
addition I might say that while the Trade and Navigation
Returns are voluminous and bulky at present, ipnprove-
ments might still be made in that respect. In the matter
of the iron and cottons, though there is a good deal of dotail

Mr. PATEasoN (Brant).

given, yet there are times when you cannot get just the
information yon want in reference to a particular item.
It is absolutely necessary to retain the Trade and Navigation
Returne, and to include in them even a little more
detailed information. -1 did not want to imply that the
hon. genthmanu wanted toe cut down the number, but there
seems to have been an insufficient supply.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGBIT. I am very glad to hear
that the hon. the Minister is witling to consider the matter.
Like my hon. friend, I have been very frequently applied
to for copies of the Trade and Navigation Return. It is
utterly impossible to supply the whole publie who desire
it with those very bulky and voluminous returnes, except
at great expense, but I think that for all practiosi pur-
poses a very much condensed abstract-an abstract, very
little more than such details as are given monthly, or it
may be quarterly or half-yearly to the department, would
answer the great majority of enquiries; and that I presnme
the Minister could supply in considerably increased quan-
tities at a very moderato cost. If that was not found sufd-
cient, it might be enlarged from time to time. But there is
a great and growing interest shown to get the general
returns of our trade, and I think those which the Minister
receives himself for his own use would afford to the great
bulk of the applicants all the information they desire, ai-
though, of course, for the details of that information, tbey
must necessarily refer to the Trade and Navigation Re-
turns.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) I cannot agree with my hon.
friend that this would bo in the interest of economy, be-
cause in any case the Trade and Navigation Returns must
be conitinued. I would suggest that, with the addition of
a few pages to that blue-book, the object of my hon. friend
might be attained. There are some very valuable abstracts
given in the Trade anid Navigation Returns, and if we had
this comparative abstract made with provious years, say
between 1888 and 1878, that would serve the purpose, and
one or two pages would be sufficient. We have excellent
comparative tables in that return on every other subjent;
but, when you want to refer to the comparative value of
the products whether of the mine or the fisheries or other
indust rios, that appears to be the only thing missiug, as the
return goos bau.k only, 1 think, about three years iu each
volume.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman's suggestion is
worthy of consideration.

Mr. CHARLTON. Might I ask the Minister what is the
cost per copy of the Trade and Navigation Returns ?

Mr. BO VELL. I cannot state that, because there is a
staff of clerks employed in each branch, besides the cost
of paper, printing, and seo on.

Committee rose; and, it being Six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

1 After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Oommittee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

North-West Mounted Police ....... .... $8,860

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have read the remarks
made by my hon. friend trom Brant (11r. Paterson) the
other night. I think the question to which he referred
was the canteen. The canteen system is known to exist in
all the military corps in the British service, and it is a great
convenience for the soldier. The same system has been
adopted at Regina. I think the regulations are guarded
enough to prevent any abuse. The barracks of the police are.
about two miles and a half, Ithink, from the trading part
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of the town, and it is a great comfort to the soldier to be
able to get his supplies at home.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose that in this
canteen groceries and other matters of that kind are sold
and other supplies, that it is not for the sale of liquor
alone ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, nO.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is a general store

for the convenience of the police.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly. The hon.

gentleman having been the inhabitant of a garrison town
for many years, knows that canteens are a great conven-
ience to the soldiers. I will read the general regulations
submitted to me and approved by myself on the 14th De-
cember last :

'' 1. The canteen at head quarters is for the exclusive use and con-
venience of members of the force, and for the ready supply to them of
articles at reasonable prices, but it is to be clearly understood that no
one will be in any way prevented trom resorting to shops in the neigh-
borhood.

" 2. No one otherthan an officer, non-commissioned officer, consta-
ble or special constable of the force, will, under any circumstances
whatever, be allowed to make a purchase of any sort in the canteen,
or from the canteen stock.

4 3. To aid the commissioner in the general management of the canteen,
as well as to maintain a supervision of all matters appertaining thereto,
a committee of officers and non-commiqsioned officers will be nomi-
nated by the commissioner, the senior officer of sucb committee acting
in the capacity of presiient.

" 4. The practice of placing the immediate management of the canteen
under a non-commissioned officer of the force having proved unsati -
factory, a fit and proper person to act in the cip rcty ot sutler may be
selected by the commissioner.

" 5. The amoifnt to be paid by the sutler for ihe privileges awarded
him will be a stated pro rata sum monthly for each member of the force,
including commissioned officera snd special constables, stationed at
Regina. Thi amount so paid will be expended on the recreation room
by the canteen committee, with the approval of the commissioner. "

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGET. Then I suppose that,
as in the British service, the profits go to the regiment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The profits go to the
regiment. This is expended in the recreation room, in the
purchase of newspapers and things of that kind. The re-
gulations continue as follows:-

" 6. The books and invoices of the sutler are to be subject to inspec-
tion by the committee at any time.

"7. The sutler will be required to bind himself to stock the canteen
with such articles as the committee may at any time direct. Such di-
rections will be based upon carefully prepared estimates of the probable
requirementa.

"8. Lista of aIl articles and their prices will bu prepared by the com-
mittee and posted in the canteen.

"9. Uefaulters are not to be permitted to enter the canteen.
"10. Detailed instructions for the non-commissioned officers on eau-

teen duty will be posted in the canteen.
These instructions are to be rigidly carried ont, and are at aIl times

to receive the supervision of the adjutant, of the orderly officer and of
the regimental sergeant-major.

"Il. The sutler is strictly to obey all orders and regulations which
may be issued from time to time for the government of the canteen. In
the event of its being proved to the satisfaction of the commisioner
that he has been guilty of any irregularity, he will be liable to imme-
diate dismissal.

"12. Should the sutler become incapacitatel, or fail to supply the
cauteen in a satisfactory manner, or should it be considered advisable
at any time to close the canteen, thirty days notice will be given him
by the commisasioner, and within six days after the expiration of such
notice the sutler will remove his stock of goods from the canteen and
will have no claim to compensation of any sort."

These are the regulations which are made.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What descriptions of

liquor, if any, are sold in the canteen?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Nothing but beer.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We do not suppoee that

the hon. gentleman knows anything about 4 per cent. beer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I do not think it
would suit me at all, At aIl events, beer, a8 I understand,
is the only liquor sold. I may say that there is a petition
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from the trades in Regina, making complaint of the estab.
lishment of the Butler, who is a gentleman from Winnipeg.
They complain that it is unjust to them. I will read their
memorandum, which is most respectfully signed, addressed
to myself :

"l We your humble petitioners, being merchants in the town of
Regina, beg leave to bring to your notice the great injustice we are sub-
ject to through having a large and complete stock of groceries and
other goods opened out within the barracks square at the North-West
Mounted Police post of this place. We consider that the opening of
such an establishment is not necessary where the town is seo adjacent,
and our mnerchants carry full stocks, and competition le keen enough to
keep goods at a fair price. We aIse labor under great disadvantages
when it is considered that we have to pay taxes. rent, fuel, light, wages
and other Incidents as compared with the establishment of the barracka,
whinh we are assured is furnished a building for its accommodation,
apartments for the manager and assistant, fuel, light, free drayage by
police teams to and from railway stations, of his goods, police teams at
his service at aIl times, uise ot prisonera' labor when required, and best
of all, accounts with the men all guaranteed "

That is quite a mistako, there is no guarantee. I positively
refused to allow that provision to be made in the arrange-
ment:

'' All for the small sum of 40 cents per man per month. The right of
the monopoly of the police trade at the post is bartered away to an in-
dividual who bas n , interest whatever in Regina or the Territories. We
hereby proclaim our protest against this movement of your Govern-
ment fostering a trade movement against individuals who are etrnving
to build up this country, paying their full quota to austain the Govern-
ment. We cannot allow this opportunity to pas without calling your
attention to a further grievance. We are also subject to having, in ad-
dition, opposition to our legitimate business callinga, we are calied upon
to sustain our municipal government, while the Government own one-
half of our town sites, the Canadiau lacific Railway one-quarter, and
the North-West Land (ompany one-quarter, therefore, leaving the
whAe burden of the taxation upon the resident ratepayers, and we
trust you will devise a speedy settlement of the Government interest in
the town sites."

That is quite a different subjeet. I do not think it would
answer any good purpose to read the reports, which dispute
decidedly, in some respedts, the accuracy of the paper that
was read by the hon. gentleman opposite, because 1 have
made up my mind on the whole that the game is not worth
the candle. We shall close that arrangement with the pre-
sent sutler, giving him the notice which we are allowed to
give under those regulations, and allow the mon to manage
their own affairs by a committee of sergeants, and buy their
own supplies, so as to avoid any appearance of unfairness
towards the traiers whc are pushing their way in the
North-West.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIG HT. As to that question I
have no opinion to offer. This may be strictly within the
business of the department, and no doubt they consider it
very proper. But the only thing that does occur to me is
this: whether, after all, this particalar office of the comp-
troller of the North.West Mounted Police had not better be
stationed at Winnipeg instead of Ottawa. I presume that
Mr. White must spend a very large portion of hi utime, if
not two-thirds of it, in the North.-West.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. ie makes two visits
certainly in a year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Under any circum-
stances it appears to me that for the purpose of closely in-
specting and controlling these affairs, the publie service
would really be botter managed if we were closer to the
scene of operations. This force, as Iunderstand, is scattereI
mainly west of Regina. There is a small detachment here
and there in the present Province of Manitoba, but a great
proportion of this force is very far away indeed. Looking
at the enormous distance that intervenes, it would almost
seem as if it were a waste of the capacity of the comptroller
to keep him here, unless there are very strong reasons
indeed to the contrary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON ALD. The hon.gentleman mon-
tioned that before, and I made some enquiry about it. In con-
sequence of the great extent of that country, the distances are
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so great, that the comptroller would be practically as far
away, as far absent from the scene, as ho would be here in
Ottawa. I believe after discussing the matter with those
who ought to know, including the financial officérs bore,
that it is botter that the comptroller should be bore. If the
comptroller was stationed at Winnipeg, or Regina, or another
place, there must still be a responsible officer here to doal
with the innumerable accounts coming in from every
station. IHe is always bore in communication with the
Department of Finance, and especially with the Auditor
General. I fear if the comptroller went up there ho would
still have to have a deputy comptroller down bore at
Ottawa-I think so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, The expense of that
force per head is very great. .it bas been somewhat reduced
since the old time in consequence of the comparative faci-
lity of obtaining forage; but it still ranges, if I am not
misinformed, close on $800 per man. Now making all
aliowances possible for the expenses of keeping the men in
proper condition, it does appear to me a very beavy
expense. It is vastly in excess of the expense of the
English cavalry soldier. I think that the English cavalry
soldier costs about $450 per head,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not more.

Sir RICHARD CARTW RIGHT. Now, we spend on this
force-I see there is an attempt too et it down-but judging
from the actual accounts I seo thït we spend on this force
of, say, 1,0)0 men, about 8360,000, amounting to $060 per
head on tbe average. I cannot but think that close inspec.
tion might enable the average expenditure to be consider,
ably reduced.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Between the expendi-
tur eof a cavalry regiment stationed in England at any of
their headquarteis and our mounted police in the North.
West there is no comparison. The cavalry regiment is in
barraeks; it does not move away except to go to the drill
ground and to have perhaps some little excursions through
the country to keep the horses and men in good health.
This force bas very hard work. Lot hon. members only
think for a moment that this whole extent of country,
which is almost the size of Europe, bas only 1,000 mon.
Besides their employment in watching the Indians on the re-
serves, and preserving peace between the red and white men,
they are employed on a continuous system of patrol from one
end of the country to the other, from the Rocky Mountains
to the head of Lake Superior. Although the Dominion is
not obliged to furnish a force of that kind for the Province
of Manitoba, yet practically they are obliged to do so,
bocause the Province bas no force of its own and bas not
sufficient means to keep up a mounted police along the
frontier. At the request of the Government of Manitoba
there is a patrol along southern Manitoba to prevent smug.
gling, in the first instance, and, in the second place, to pre-
vent horse and cattle stealing and raids of all kinds. That
is not obligatory on the police according to law, but I thirkt
the committee will understand it is in the cause of good
order and law observance that a portion of the force is used
in Manitoba. Then they have to watch the whole line from
the western boundary of Manitoba to the eastern boundaryt
of British Columbia. They have stations along the whole
line. Day and night the patrols are moving from station
to station, They seize smuggled goode, as the reports will
show, and as hon. gentlemen if they pay any attention to
the subject will ascertain, and sto smuggling ef all
kinds. They seize any intoxicants that may be broaght
in. They are very successful in preventing the steal-
ing Of horses. They keep up a friendly relation with a
similar force on the south aide of the line, and theret
is an interchange not only of courtesies but of services ;
they help each other. On information coming from the i

Sir JoaN A. MACDONALD.

American side that a lot of horses have been stolen and
brought into the Dominion by our Indians or by our horse
traders, our police immediately use every exertion to find
the animalis and return them, and to punish the thieves.
The American force on the south side of the line recipro-
cate in the same way. This system keeps the country in
order and keeps up pleasant relations along the lino be-
tween the populations on each side of it. Besides all that,
the force has smaller or larger detachments, according to
the size of the Indian reserves scattered all through that
country, not only along the border and the foot of the
Rocky Mountains, but also along the Saskatchewan, and in
addition we were obliged last year to send a force and keep
a force for a year in British Columbia. According to the
Mounted Police Act, the Government of the Dominion, may,
on the reaue=t of the Government of a Province, aid them
with a body of police. Last year there were apprehensions
of an Indian insurrection in the Kootenay District, and
there was a representation fiom the Government of
British Columbia, stating there was imminent dan-
ger of an Indian war. Those apprehensions proved
to be, in a great degree, unfounded and the reports
exaggerated; but still the statement was so positive that
life and property were in danger, and they had no force in
British Columbia to meet any Indian rising, that the re-
sponsibility of sending a force devolved upon us. That cost
a great deal of money. It was successful, in the first place,
in putting down any apprehensions, and, in the second place,
in giving the people of British Columbia a very exalted
opinion of the value of this force. I refer to these matters to
show that the expense of a cavalry soldier in barracks at
Canterbury, in England, cannot be compared in any way
with the expense of a mounted policeman obliged to carry
food for himself, and his animal, with him. These parties are
frequently, if no railway is near, accompanied by waggons
or carts or other means of transport for food for the force.
This costs a great deal of money. i believe the expendi-
ture, so far as I can learn, has been very carefully super-
vised by the comptroller, who, in My opinion, is a very good
officer and a very economical officer. He sees there is no
undue expenditure. I have given this explanation to show
the difference between the expense of a cavalry regiment in
England and this force, which is constantly moving through
the North-West.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not at all dis-
posed to underestimate the value of the force. I have
always considered the force to be necessary ; whecher it is
necessary to have so large a force is a question I am not
going to raise. It may come up possibly in connection
with the detailed Estimates further on. Nor would I have
felt it my duty to bave called attention to the matter, even
to a very considerable increase, but the figure named is a
large one.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. It is perhaps as well

that the House and the country should obtain the detailed
explanation which the hon. gentleman has given the com-
mittee. My pointiwas simply this, whether-looking at the
nature of the expenditure and the innumerable details, and
the great importance it was for the comptroller to be in a
position to keep an eye on those expenses-it would not be
better to have bis headquarters in the North-West ?

Mr. WATSON. The First Minister has remarked that a
considerable number of the police were maintained in
Manitoba to maintain law and order there. The Province
of Manitoba bas a provincial police force.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say so; I said
they were there to watch the frontier.

Mr. WATSON. Yes, and not to preserve order there. It
is true there is a mounted police force along the frontier,
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but I understand their duties there are to assist the Cus.
toms authorities to prevent timber being stolen from Gov-
ernment lands, and not to maintain law and order in the
Province of Manitoba.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If I understood the hon.
Minister rightly, I think ha said the petition of the memo-
rialists was granted, and that a change would take place
with respect to the complaint they had addressed to him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That there would be a
change.

Mr. PATERSONT (Brant). Has that been communi-
cated to them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has not been comma-
nicated to them. It was a memorial or petition very re-
cently received.

Department of Oustoms............. ................ $35,650
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. With respect to the

item of Customs I understood that that item was allowed
to stand over.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is quite correct and
I intended, if there was no objection to the passage of this
item, to suggest that the discussion which commenced the
other night might more properly be continued under the
item for that special service to which they objected. I do
not object to take up the matter at any time, as I desire to
refer to the remarks made by some of the gentlemen, more
particularly to those which refiected on myself. It is more
convenient to confine the discussion to the particular item
which it is necessary to discuss.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It would, no doubt, expedite
the criticism if we would confine ourselves more closely
to the particular item. In looking over the details of the
Customs Department inside service the Minister will observe
that item 194 under the head of Customs is included in the
salary of the Commissioner of Customs as Chairman of the
Board. Would not that come under this discussion ?

Mr. BOWELL. No, I do not think so.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is it not so much expense

added to the department ?
Mr. BOWELL. It is adding so much to the salary of the

deputy head which bas been paid him for a number of years
out of the appropriation for the Board of Customs, and has
always been voted in the same way as now.

Mr. PATERSON(Brant). I am aware of that, but I
thought that it might be discussed under this item.

Departmental Contingencies.............$192,250
Mr. MOMULLEN. There are several items in connection

with departmental contingencies which ought to receive the
serious consideration of this committee. I notice that a
considerable sum of money has been paid out in connection
with the Post Office Department, for paying a number of
clerks extra sums for computing interest. I do not under-
stand why a clerk who is engaged in an office, and who is
supposed to discharge the duties devolving upon him in
that office, should be allowed an extra sum for the purpose
of computing interest from year toyear. I notice that this
expenditure is increasing, and of course those clerks when
once they get an opening for making extras and find that
the flouse and Government are prepared to pass it,
will try to increase their salaries by this means. I
think that this is a very bad principle. I find that
the average salary paid to the civil servant is $1,190
a year or nearly $100 a month. Their hours of work are
not long; they are supposed to go to work at half past
nmne in the morning and leave at four in the afternoon, but
if they devote half an hour, or an hour, in computing inter-
et on deposits they make an extra charge for it. I do not

think this is right. If a farmer hires a man for farm work
and tells him to go into the potato patch or to weed his
onions ha will not pay him an extra sum for an hour's work
of that kind, and I do not see why we should be called upon
to sanction items of this kind every Session, When one
civil servant gets an extra pay others will be inclined to
claim it aiso, and the result is that the money voted for
extra services has been something enormous. Last year,
including somaeother items, it was in the neighborbood of
$ 129,000. It is time that we should put a stop to this. We
employ a man for a speoial department, and ha is supposed
to discharge the duties devolving upon him in connection
with that department. He has no right to say what kind
of work.he shall do or what kind of work ha shall not do,
and it is for the head or the deputy head of the depart.
ment to say that ha shall perform all work that comes
within the jurisdiction of that department without extra
charge. I think that the initiating of this system was
pernicious and that the perpetuation of it on our part is un-
doubtedly wrong. I desire to express plainly and frankly
my opinions on this matter and to say that I believe the sys.
tem should be stopped at once. Those men are weil paid, as
I said before, and there is no linoeof business in this country
in which officiais are so well paid as 'in the Civil Service.
Take school teachers, or clarks or bookkeepers engaged in
wholesale or retail houses, and you will find that, in the gon-
oral salaries paid, there is no other class paid so weil as
civil servants. In the face of that tact, i cannot for my life
understand how it is that they are permitted to initiate a
system of getting extra allowances, which has been practised
in every departnent for years, and the system is growing
from year to year. I consider it the .duty *of the House,
apart from political feelings altogether, a duty devolving
upon one side as well as the other, to strongly protest
against the continuation of a system that is undoubtedly
leading us into financial recklessness, and into a system of
expenditure that has already become burdensome and is
going to be worse. I earnestly look forward to a change in
the system altogether. My impression is that we shall have
to put our civil servants upon a basis entirely beyond the con-
trol of the head of the department or the deputy head with
regard to removal or otherwise. I think it would be an ad-
vantage if we had a Civil Service Board of inspection whose
duty it would be to inspect the services performed by every
civil servant in the Dominion, and if .they found that ha
was not performing suffioient duty to warrant his continua-
tion in office or sufficient work for the money he received,
they should have power to dismiss him. I would leave in
the hands of the Governmont ot the day the power to ap-
point, but I contend that as long as we have the system wC
now have, it will continue to grow worse, and through
political influence men will be installed in office who are
unfitted for the duties and wilI be in the way of others.
As a general rule, you find that when men are once in-
stalled in the Civil Service, they are never dismissed. That
is a peculiarity of the service. You will find no business
man in the country who always gets the man who suits
him, whether it is a bookkeeper or a salesman or anything
else; but you never hear of a dismissal from the Civil Ser-
vice. After a man is appointed, ha goes on from year to
year, his salary is increased, and ultimately ha is super-
annuated. I think the Government should put their foot
down, and decide that when a man is in a department, he
must perform ail the labor devolving upon him, and recoive
no extra pay for extra work. As one man comes to know
that soma fallow servant has been allowed a charge of this
kind, the evil grows until it becomes genoral. I hope this
system will be so criticised and its evils pointed out, that
the Government will take an immediate stop to put a stop
to it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I notice that there is a re-
duction this year, and I agree with the hon, gentleman who
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has spoken that some further savings might be effected. It
would be almost impossible to go through the Auditor
General's Report and point the items, consecutively, which
to those who have not the incurring of the expenditure
seem unreasonable; but the Ministers themselves, in look-
ing ,brough then, will see, as they have been able to effect
considerable savings this year, amounting to some $7,000,
in what directions they will be able to go on with the good
work. There are some suggestive items here. Thore is
one about which I would like to enquire of the Minister of
Justice, not so much because of the money value in it, as
from a little curiosity. I see that in that department a statu-
ette of Sir John has been bought, and I wondered whether it
was of the great original-but not the only Sir John-or of
some other Sir John. Then I wondered why it was there, and
the thought crossed my mind that as our esteemed Premier is
charged with the duty of supervising closely the expenses in
all the departments, finding himself, with the many duties
that crowd upon him, unable to discharge them all, ho hit
upon the expedient of having a little statuette of himself
put up in every department, which would serve to cail to
the remembranoe of the officers that ho was charged with
that particular duty. Then, again, I thought it might per.
haps have been placed there as an emblem of that principle
of justice which is so dear to British hearts; but unfor-
tunately that thought is marred in my mind. While I
would like to give full credit to Sir John in my mind as
being an emblem of justice, the gerrymander and one or
two other acts crept into my mind, and I felt that that
would hardly be an appropriate emblem in all respects.
There are such things as human frailties, and I thought
perhaps it would be botter to stick to the even-handed scale
as an emblem of justice. I thought, however, that I would
just like to ask the hon. Minister of Justice whether the
statuette was of the Sir John, or of a Sir John that hf>s
perhaps been called into existence at a later date.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon.
friend if ho would not allow the statuette of Sir John to be
voted without remark on condition that the original should
disappear.

Mr. PAITERSON. (Brant.) No, I would not ; I do not
think the hon. gentleman thinks I do. I would like ample
time to be given for repentance of the gerrymander, and
reparation for a great many other things. Oh, no; I would
not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You want me to carry
out the gerrymander of 1892, as I promised.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to know
whether the material of the statuette is brass or marble?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is oreperennius.

Mr. HAGGART. In answer to the hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), I may state that thoee
extra amounts were allowed to clerks at certain periods,
because in two of the departments, the Finance Depart-
ment and the Post Office Department, quarterly and half-
yearly there are special accounts and special large calcula-
tions of interest to be made up. This requires the clerks to
ho engaged sometimes to twelve or one o'clock at night.
The question arose whether it would not be botter to em-
ploy extra clerks for the purpose of doing that work, and
adhere to the principle that cleiks should not receive any-
thing more than their salaries. That question has been
thoroughly considered both in this country and in Great
Britain. In England precisely the same system prevail,
for the difficulty presented itself of getting clerks who
would be equal to the technical requirements at those times.
I agree with the hon. gentleman that it is objectionable
that a clerk who is employed at a fixed salary should re-
oeive any other remuneration; but in those two depart-

Air, PATERON (9rAnt

menté particularly, it has been found impossible to do
otherwise.

Mr. McMULLEN. Apply that principle to other lines
of business. Take, for instance, bank clerks. It is well
known that they have to make up a monthly statement at
the end of every month. We know that they have to work
from nine to ten o'clock, and sometimes midnight, in
making up the monthly statements, and I would like to ask
hon, gentlemen if the banking institutions pay their clerks
extra money for that extra service. I say they do not. I
would again refer hon. gentlemen to the wholesale trade of
the country, of whieh we have representatives in this
House. i would like to ask any wholesale man, if, when
he takes stock and has to keep bis men at work until
midnight, ho pays those men extra. I do not think
so; ho may give them a lunch or something of that kind,
but it is not the rule to give extra pay for this extra time.
I would refer hon. gentlemen to the retail trade, in which
I have been 27 years, and I know that it is not the custom
to allow clerks extra pay in that trade for extra work
taking stock. That is not the custom in banking, in the
retail trade, or in any other lino of business, and I would
like to know why we should make an exception in favor of
the Civil Service. The heads of the different departments
in that service should follow the same rule as is followed in
every other lino in this country.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Before we leave this item I
would like to have more detailed information with regard
to certain 'expenses which really seem to be far larger than
they ought to be. In the first place, I think it is to be
regretted exceedingly that contingencies are as large as
they are. If we look over the various departments, we see
that the contingencies amount to the enormous sum of
$192,250. Although the amount appears to be less than it
was last year, we cannot help regretting that it is not much
less than what it is. We find that, although ample allow-
ance was made for the departments generally, yet, they
expended as regards the last item in contingencies the sum
of about $20,000. Now, while.I do not wish to be regarded
as finding fault with contingencies expended which are
absolutely necessary, yet i do feel that we should guard
public expenditure just as closely as we would our own, as
we would, if we were employés, our employer's expen-
diture. That being the case, we ought to have explanations
given to us as to why certain items are larger than what
we consider they should be. The other day I drew atten-
tion to the item of travelling expenses of one of the
Ministers, which appears to me to be very large, too large
to vote without our being given details. I refer to the
travelling expenses of the Minister of Militia. You will
find in the Auditor's Report that these amounted to $1,400
last year. While I raise no objection at all to the Minis-
ter's expenses being paid while travelling on Government
work, yet to be asked to vote this money, without being
given any vouchers, or explanations, or reasons to show that
the money was expended in the service of the country, is, I
think, going too far. While the Minister of Militia may
have to travel a great deal, we find that the travelling ex-
penses of other departments, in which one would naturally
suppose there were as many duties to perform upon the road
as the Minister of Miltia has to perform, are much smaller
than his. I find also that the Postmaster General bas a
very large item, over $1,000 for travelling expenses. I refer
to the former Postmaster General, who was appointed
Lieutenant Governor. What the items may be composed
of we have no knowledge.

An hon. MEMBER. He may have gone south.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). My hon. friend behind me says

ho has gone south. I am afraid too many of the Ministers
oOasionally go South in the winter or to the seaside in the

156



COMMONS DEBATES.
summer season, and very conveniently, perhaps, they may
find that it is necessary to attend to some public duty during
that time. If that be the case, they sbould explain it.
They should be honest enough to say that on account of the
arduous duties they are compelled to perform here during
the winter they go to watering places during the summer.
Whether that be so or not, we are entitled to an explana.
tion as to the nature of these charges. The Government
may say that this is a trifiing matter, but the principle is
equally as great in a small item as it is in a larger one, and
if tbey by any means expend one cent of public money
without justification they Ehould be held as strictly respon-
sible, and be called upon to give as ull explanation to the
LOse as if it were a large sum. During last Session when

a 0 iscussion came up in reference to cab hire, a
promise was made before the item finally passed that
we should have full explanations and vouchers. Has
any explanations been given to us ? This year we
find one department expending in cab hire, out.
Bide of travelling expenses, the sum of over $1,600.
We find that another department, which, perhaps, bas as
much to do as this one where an expenditure of $1,600 is
required for cat hire, expends only 50 cents for cab hire.
Either the Minister of the Department of Customs must use
his own money to pay his cab hire or travels on foot a great
deal more than many other members of the Government
do, or other members of the Government charge a great
deal more than they ought. We should have some reason
given for this expense. It is certainly too large an item to
allow to pass unchallerged. It may be said that urgency
often causes a iMinister to order a cab hurriedly in order to
transact public business. I should not find any fault with
the cab hire being paid in that case, when it is in the ir-
terest of the country i but no Minister bas any more right
to employ a cab for running about the city of Ottawa, or any
other place, at the public expense than any private indi-
vidual. The money is not his, it belongs to the country,
and we are here to protect the interests of the country
against any encroachment on the part of the Government
or ary member of this House. That being the correct
principle, I cannot for the life of me see bow any member
of the Government-I do not say they do so, but tLe items
look very suspicious-can feel himself justified in using the
public funds for bis individual ease and comfort He bas no
right to do so, and such a case is contrary to everything which
is upright and honest. I hope that the Minister of Militia
will be able to explain the large item of 81,600 for travel-
ling expenses. I know he is a warlike individual, and that
he may have many duties in connection with the position
he occupies, and may have to travel from one end of the
country to the other. I know that his labors are arduous,
because persons who are engaged in military pursuits have
a great deal to do which exhausts them. They have, for
instance, to go to the seaside. I do not suppose that the
Minister et Militia would charge to the public his ex-
penses when he went to the seaside to regain his bealth,
but I do expect that he and other Ministers will explain to
the committee the great disparities which exist as to
travelling expet ses, cab hire and sundries in connection
with their departments. It is the duty of the Govern-
ment to explain these matters and not to allow it to go
abroad that any wrong is being done. Ir.dividually, Ihave
very little confidence in the Government. I beheve they
nted watching, and with all the watching which we can
give I do not think we will be able to do more than pro-
tect the interests of the country. I believe that not only
is there a large amount of money expended in the various
departments here which should not be expended, but there
is an enormous amount of money squandered in the Gov.
ernment offices throughout the country. We ought te
bring home these charges against the Government of the i

day, and it is our duty to challenge these items and ask for
a full explanation.

Sir ADOLPIHE CARON. I regret to say that, for the
aFt two yeurs, in consequence of my engagements in Ot-

tawa, 1 have been unable to go to the seaside, but I hope
next summer I shall be able to get away and enjoy the rest
which I am perfectly satisfied my friends will consider I am

t entitled to. The question whieb the bon. gentleman bas
just brougbt bofore the House is one strictly within the
limits of the Opposition. It is perfectly right that every
item of expenditure should be challengcd by the loyal Op.
position of Her Majesty. The charges for travelling ex-
penses this year are larger than they have been before, and
I amn sked to give an explanation, which I am perfectly
prepared to give in the frankest possible manner to the

ouse. .cornsidered that it was my duty upon depart-
mental business to go to British Columbia, and more than

ne-half of the expenditure which the hon. gentleman has
challenged was incurred for the purpose of going to
British Columbia, where I was detained for a fortnight, and
where it was my duty as bead of the Department of
Militia to investigate important questions which called for
the attention of the departmont.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) You did not want to go to the
seaside after going to British Columbia.

Sir ADOLPiE CARON. I wentto British Columbia in
December, and the hon. gentleman who has the benefit of
living on that lovely Island of Prince Edward knows that
that is not the rnonth which one usually selects for visiting
t be seaside. Hlowever, I went to British Columbia at a
timo when it was absolutely necossary for me to go as head
of my department, and I think the duties I was called upon
to fultil were such as required the attention of the head of
the departmont. Every account of my expenditure was sub-
mitted to the Auditor General, and not one was challenged.
The hon. gentleman a couple of days ago congratulated me
on saving $100 in the civil branch of my department. I
am sorry that they did not consider that I am really de-
soi ving of the same congratulation now. I think the ex-
penditure is as -mall as possible. It covers travelling ex-
penses from Quebec to Montreal, and to several camps, and
every item of the expenditure was made as small as it was
possible to make it. However, next summer, when I go to
the seaside, I hope hon. gentlemen opposite will see that
when L do go for my own benefit, I pay my own expenses
and do not charge them to the public.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I am sure that the members of tbis
House must feel very thankfui to the Minister of Militia and
Defence for the very lucid explanation hob has given of this
item of expenditure. I see by the Auditor General's Report
that the hon. gentleman expended $1,498.17 in travelling
expenses. He bas given us the voluntary explanation that
more than half of that was exponded in bis trip to British
Columbia. He says ho was there two weeks. I do not know
whether ho travelled in the celebrated car "Jamaica,' which
is familiar to members of this House, and which has been
oc< upied by men of more prominence than the Minister of
Militia but I cannot understand how in two weeks he could
spend $750 in travelling to British Columbia. Itcertainly is
not a very ordirary expe[iditure. I think that the expense,
even if ho paid his lare, would not be more than about 8150
going there and coming back, leaving 8600 to live on for
two weeks. 1 do not know how sumptuous the fare of a
Minister of the Crown may be, especially when he is on the
Pacific coast in the winter time; but to any ordinary
individual who is not accustomed to occupy such
high and dignified positions of trust in the interest of
the public at large, it does seem to me an enormous ex
pense. ie could not surely eat this amount while bc was
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in British Columbia. He does not look as if he could have
eaten $600 worth of food. Hie certainly took his own
clothes with him, and he could not have invested very much
in that line in British Columbia. What became of this $600
which ho managed to squander while he was there, besides
the amount to pay bis fare, i do not understand. I do not
think any gentleman in this House can accept the explana-
tion he gives as satisfactory.' He may consider it satisfac-
tory himself, but I do not think lie can get even one gentle-
man who sits on the Treasury benches with him to accept
it as satisfactory. Now, in my opinion, the expense, accord-
ing to the Minister's own showing, has been of the most
extravagant kind. If the Minister of Militia requires te
spend $750 to make a two weeks' trip to the Pacifie coast,
I fancy if lie goes down to the seaboard on -he Atlantic,
and staya a few weeks to recuperate bis health that he in-
jures by attending to his arduous duties here, he would
require to expend over a 81,000.

Mr. GILLMOR. He pays that himself.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Well, I am glad to heur it. At all
events, I think it was an enormous expense for the Minister
of Militia to miake in two weeks. While I am on my feet I
may mention that I find in the Au'itor General's Report that
no less than $33,858.26 were expended by the Ministers in
travelling allowances, for the travelling of employés, cab hire
in Ottawa, street car fares, &c., during the fiscal year. Now,
as has been said by the hon member for Elgin (Mr. Wilson),
this doos seem to be a very large amount of money to ex-
pend. I will particularise another i'en, that is the travelling
expenses of Sir Charles TI'uppe< r. se 1 st year that it cost
this country $3,018.4- to pay Sir Chailes Tnpper's travel-
ling expenses. Now, if he had travelled every week day in
the year, he would, at that rate, have 810 per day to
spend. Everybody knows that an ordinary mon can travel
for less money than 810 a day; but allowing him 610 a day
he had to travel 302 days in order to spend that sum of
money. Probably some of this money he expended while
he was at Washington.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). No, $5,000 extra.
Mr. SJM ERVILLE. Well, that is worse than I thought

it was. I would like to have some explanation in regard
to this cxpenditure. le spent 81,018 in travelling ex-
penses, and $5,000 besides when he was in Washington
negotiating a treaty which has fallen through. Then there
is another matter. I do not consider the Ministers are the
only transgressors in this line, for I see that one gentlc-
man who is in the service of the Govern ment, and has been
for some years, travelled no less than 261 days during last
year. He is a great traveller; hereceived 81,773.70 as ex
penses for travelling, Well, that seems to e an extraor-
dinary sum. That gentleman is Mr. J. G. Moylan, and he is
Inspector of Penitentiaries. No doubt it was necesary for
him to do a good deal of travelling, but there are only five
penitentiaries in the Dominion of Canada, and hoecertainly
did not require to spend 81,773 70 and t>, travel 261 days in
order to inspect five penitentiaries in the Daminion of Can-
ada. I cannot understand how he could have done it. I do
not know for a certainty, but I believe that a very large sum
of money is expended, not only by Ministers of the Crown,
but by-I may just as well speak plainly-other publie
servants, by those in the departments, and not alone
in the interest of the public service I believe a large pro-
portion of the travel1 ing expenses are incurred by these
gentlemen enj>-ying themselves at some summer resort, or
in some way for their pleasure. I am satisfied that it is
utterly impossible for this money which is expended by
some of the deputy heads and some other gentlemen,
amongst them Mr. Moylan, to ie spent in a legitimate way.
Re could not possibly require to travel 261 days, or to be
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absent from the seat of Government 261 days, and to
spend this large sum of money to inspect five penitentiaries
in the Dominion of Canada. I think it is due to the
people's representatives here, I think it is due not only
to those who sit on this side of the flouse but to hon. gentle-
men who support the Government, that some explanation
should be made in regard to this enormous expenditure.
Of course, we have been told in times past that it is a small
matter for a member of Parliament to be cavilling about
cab hire, and the travelling expenses of the Ministers of the
Crown and others in connection with the Government. We
are here not only to look after large sums but after small
sums, and if extravagance is found in small matters we
may expect it in large. Therefore I hope that some of the
Ministers will rise and explain in some way more satisfa#
tory that the Minister of Militia has done, how this money
has been expended, and if there is an actual necessity for so
large an expenditure every year for travelling expenses,
not only of Ministers of the Crown, but of their deputy
heads, and others in the service, I may say, however, that
there is one man in the publie service who deserves credit,
and whom I want to except; there is one man, and that is
the Minister of Customs. We never can find any fault with
the Minister of Customs' account for travelling expenses.
I believe he keeps strictly within the letter of the law at
ail times; I believe he manages his department in that re-
oeard just as economically as he would manage his own
private affairs, and, therefore, I have great pleasure in com-
plimenting my old friend the Minister of Customs, for the
frugality he exhibits in this respect.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I would like to hear the Post-
master Geneiral explain the item of over $ 1,000 for travelling
expen ses of the late Postmaster General during last year.
No doubt he will have se 7eral vouchers, and that he will
be in a position to show us that every cent of it was
legitimately spent in travelling. I do not know where he
travelled. I know that he was appointed Lieutenant
Governor of Nova Scotia and he left Ottawa. Very likely
he had to travel down to the Province where ho was going
to assume his office. Certainly it is a very large item. I
was not aware that the Postmaster General had to travel
so mueb. Perhaps we shall see the present Postmaster
General have an item of $1,10 for the same purpose, bc-
cause I believe he will not travel unless it is necessary in
the interests of the department. If, another year, we find
that ho las expended $81,000 for travelling we will think
that the item is an honest and correct one. Perhaps
the present Minister of Agriculture, the old Poet.
master General, will be in a position to know
how much ought to be expended during the year
by a Postmaster General travelling around the country.
Certainly we require some explanation from the Govern-
ment with regard to these items. If they say, which it
appears they will be compelled to say, that they cannot
explain them, therefore they will keep as close as an oyster's
mouth, I suppose we will bo obliged to accept that as
an explanation. My brave and gallant friend the Minister
of War did himseolf an injustice in his explanation. If lie ex-
pended in travelling 8600 or $700 in two weeks, I hope ho
will rot travel as many days as some of the officers do or
the expense will amount to an enormous sum.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I will try not to do so.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). He says he hopes he will find
time from the services of the Government to visit the sea
shore. Perhaps he went there last tsummer and enjoyed a
recreation from his arduous dnties. Perhaps you might as
well call Rye Beach the seaside. That is a comfortable
resort, a pleasant place, and you can pass a week there and
be rather invigorated and made more comfortable for your
duties after your return. Perbaps the hon. .entlemau
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will be able to explain whether he was performing
some of his duties down there, and if a part of the
items were incurred on that account. However, that
nay be we are entitled to some explanation at

the hande of the Government. The First Minister should
also eiplain the item under the head of Privy Council, the
contingencies of which are very largely increased, unjusti-
fia bly so. It is only proper that he should, this Sission,
fulfil the promise he made last Session, but which he defer-
red until tomorrow, to give us details with regard to these
expenditures. He might do so now. There is plenty of
time and opportunity, and the explanations would come
very conveniently. He appears to be good-natured and
would give us a good.natured explanation. I hope the Min-
ister will feel it to be due to himself and hie colleagues that
the explanation should be given. I guarantee that if we
were.able to show the same condition of things in the De-
partment of Customs as we are able to do in other depart-
ments, that Minister would be only too ready to give ample
explanations. Members caonot find a single item in the way
of expenditure that that Minister is not able to justify, and
that without any hesitation. That ought to be the case
with every department of the Government, and we have an
upright man in regard to departmental contingencies who
is an example t the rest. Perhaps, however, hon. gentle-
men will offer explanations, and I will wait for tiem, and I
certainly hope the Postmaster General will be able to ex-
plain an item of a thousand dollars and over.

gr. HIAGGAIRT. In answer to my hon. friend for West
Elgin (Mr. Wilson), I may iay that this expenditure of
which he complains was made by my predecessor. I am
informed that he went out to British Columbia, to the North-
West, to Manitoba, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and
travelled all round for the purpose of enquiring into the
efficiency of the post offices in those difforent parts. Particu-
lars as to the time h. was absent and the distance he
travelled were sent in to the Auditor General, and I am
sure that that gentleman has seen that the charges were
not at all excessive. As to the Ather large charge of 8 1,600
that was made.by the late comptroller in the post office:
He was sent to England for the purpose of studying the
money order system and the system generally carried on
there and in France. Hespent a long time abroad, and I
am sure bis charge is very moderate for the time he 'erved
the department there.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Did I understand the Minister of
Militia to say that hie accounts after hie tip to British
Columbia were submitted in detail to the Auditor Gencral ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, all accounts were sent in,
of course.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is it the custom that all accounts
incurred by the Ministers are submitted in detail to the
Auditor General ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Mine are.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Then we will be able to arrive at

the items in the Public Accounts Committee, if the accounts
are in possession of the Auditor General in detail, and we
shall only have to ask for the accounts to be brought down
in order to have an opportunity of inspecting the items. It
would be a good rule if all the members of the Government
would follow the rule which the Minister of Militia says he
practices. If I have done au injustice in the remarks I
have made I shall be glad to take them back after I have
seanned the items of the accounte, but not before.-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I desire to cal the
attention of the First Minister, who I suppose is responsible
for the Privy Council Department, to the very heavy
expense that appears to have been incurred under that head.
1 find from the Auditor General's Report that no less than

$15,380 were required to be expended in that department
I remember very well the expenditure in that office in 1877
and 1818, and it is worthy of the attention of the committ-e
to compare the two expenditures. In 1877, the total exper-
diture for contingencies for the Queen's Privy Couneil in
Canada amounted to 82,996 as against 8 15,880. A difference
between 83,000 and $15,000 is hardly capable of being
explained by any inerease of work in that department that
could have occurred. I could understand that there might
be some increase on account of the fact of the First Minister
being now President of the Council, and to a reasonable
increase on that account I would inot object. But the diffe.
rence between 83,000 and 815,000 is altogether out of the
question, unless there bas been same very remarkable
change, which has not yet come to our notice, as to the
manner of doing business there. A brief explanation, I
think, would be desirable.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad the hon. gen-
tleman ha called my attention to the matter, but I am
unable to explain the difference now.

Mr. PERRY. I should like to obtain some further in-
formation in regard to the items of expenditure for the
Lobster and Oyster Commission. I observe the following
items: Edward Hackett, Chairman, July 4th to November
9th, 1887, bO days, 8800; A. Ogdon, July 4th to November
9th, 18h7, 114 days, 81,140; J. H. Dovar, Secretary, July
4th to Novem ber 9th, 1887, 129 days, 8645 ; W. B. Deacon,
July 4th to November 9th, 1887, 105 days, 8504; J. H.
Duvar, travel of Commissioners, 8738.14; J. 11. Duvar,
telegrams, $75.48. I see again on the next page of the
Auditor General's report an expenditure of 83,998. J. H.
Duvar received $2,034; W. B. Deacon, $250 ; Edward
Hackett, $150. I see here that there appear to have boen
no vouchers. It is almost surprising that a gentleman will
get $10 a day for eighty diys. and be paid a very large
amouLit for expenee¶ besides, and have no vouchers. I can-
nfot understand .hat, and I an sure it iN due to the House and
due to the hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House that
a proper explanation should be given. I saw those gentle-
men when they were down on tho Lobster Commission. I
cannot say that I saw them aet work, but 1 suppose they did
a littie wo, k for we had a small blu"-took last year con-
taininîg a report of tibo w'rk thoy had done. They got tihe
ideas of some gentlemen engaged in the lobster fishories
and put them in piint. I remember the book right well;
you could easily shove it in your pocket and the weight of
it would not necessitate your having to take a cab. We
had to pay then very well, however, for what they did, and
I contend that it is not right to vote this money whon no
vouchers were forLbcomning. It is not right that we should
be in the dark on this matter and not know whether the
country Lot value for its money or not.

Mr. COOK. Comparisons sometime are invidious and I
am afraid my friend in alluding to the Minister of Customs
has done an injustice to the Minister of Militia. Pro-
bably my friend the Minister of Customs travels on a rail-
way pass and the Minister of Militia does not. i know that
the hon. member for North Simoce (Mr. McCarthy) declared
last year, that h. was not one of' those who travelled on a
pass, and that statemen t was heralded f rom one newspaper
in the County of Simcoe to another in bis praise. Perhaps
an explanation could ho made in this way. It may be that
my hon. friend the Minister of Militia was not treated so
generously as the Minister of Customs by the railway au-
ihorities, and the consequence is my hon. frined ie getting
credit for something he does not deserve. He may be
travelling on a pass whilst my friend the Ministerof Militia
bas to pay hie railway fares. I would like to have him
make an explanation of this matter, because after all a man,
whether he lives at home or abroad, has to eat. I do not
believe the expenses of living would ba so very much
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larger in hi absence than if he were at home, and I do not
suppose ho would eat much more away than ho would at
home. I have no doubt that if my hon. friend would
make an explanation ho would put himself right with the
country.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to ask an ex'
planation about the subscription to newspapers in the differ-
ont departments. It amounts toover $10,000 and I suppose
that merely means subscription to the papers for the differ.
ont departments, and that it does not include advertise-
monts.

Sir RICHARD CARWRIGHT. There is a separate head-
ing for advertisements.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, there is a separate
heading for that. It looks almost as if it would be impossi-
ble te make use of $10,000 worth of papers. One depart-
ment bas $884 for Canadian newspapers, besides some Eng-
lish and American. We will suppose they are daily papers
and cost $7 or $8 a year, that would make over 100 papers
there. It certainly gives one an idea of the task there is
on a Minister's hands if he bas to go through all those
newspapers. I would like to know if any Minister could
give the list of papers that be takes, and whether there is
a general rule which guides them in subseribing to papers;
whether they are taken altogether from one side of rolitics,
or whether the organs of the Opposition party find en-
trance into the offices ? I would like to ask if there is a rule
that all leading papers, of whatever shade of polities, should
be subscribed for in fair proportions. The Minister of Cus.
toms, who bas been so complimented to-night, may explain
that. In his department I see there are $537 worth of
Canadian newspapers subscribed for; it is less than in
other departments, but it seeme impossible that so many
papers could be hung around the rooms.

Mr. FOSTER. The papers are subscribed for by the
different departments on the basis of thoir usefulness and
necessity, and as a ruie the best papers are selected.
Naturally, I suppose, the best papers are found to be more
largely on the side of politics-

Sir RICHARD CAR'WRIGHT. That pays best.

Mr. FOSTE R,-that supports the Government. Although
it may eoom useless upon first view. to have such a large
number of papers in the departments, I may say that
every department has to take a certain number of papers
for its guidance and information. Take, for instance, the
Department of Marine and Fisheries; a large number of
papers are taken there and they are found valuable in dis
covering the number of wrecks, in keeping track of the
shipping and the like of that. I found, when I was in that
departmert, that a great deal of use was made of those
papers and we were obliged to take them. In the Depart.
ment of Finance there are a very large number of financial
papers that have to be taken and are found useful, and so
on throngh the otherdepartments. I have no doubt myself
that probably a less number of papers could bo taken by
each department and yet the work of the department
would not materially suffer, and I tbink I may say that
next year's account will show a very decided improvement
in that respect. The accounts will show that papers on
both sides of politices have been Fubsciibed for. Tbe lead-
ing papers on both sides of politics are taken by the dif-
forent departments.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I can quite understand that
it is necessary to have newspapers in the public interest. i
was not disposed to complain of that, but I wanted to know
what rule guided in their selection, and whether the differ-
ont prints on both sides of the question were to be found in
the ante-rooms for the convenience of parties who went
tihere. Thome is one item on which I would like to have1
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some information. I see that in the Department of Agr*-
culture a sum of $20 was paid to the Rolland Bros. for re-
porting lectures at Almonte. That seems to be an unusual
item, and I would iike to know what those lectures were.

Mr. FOSTER. I imagine those are lectures delivered by
Prof. Saunders, who has made a practice of attending a
number of agricultural meetings. Those lectures were
publisbed in the press, and aftei wards in pamphlet form.

Mr. WILSON (Èlgin). I do not think we have yet had
that answer from the head of the Privy Council that we are
entitled to. I do not wish to press thie matter unduly, but
when we take up the Auditor General's Report we find that
in that department no les than $15,380.38 bas been ex.
pended in that department during the year on contingen-
cies. It is said that these accounts are sent to the Auditor
General, who examines them and must ho satisfied that they
are correct, or ho would not report upoa them. Then there
is an item here which, perhaps, the bon. First Minister will
be able to explain, as the Auditor Gereral's report doe3
not explain it satisfactorily. We find charged bore, .ravel-
ling expenses of Sir John A. Macdouald, $364 59; John
Dowdall, living expenses, 886.75; B. Chilton, ditto, $83';
Joseph Pope, 8371.90; John J. McGee, 8162 30; James
Foley, 611.75. Then cornes cab hire at Ottawa-Sir John A.
Macdonald, $734.50; Sir John A. Macd )nald, from May to
June, $214, a pretty good rate; lots of drives; ho has bedn
in a cab nearly all the time in May and Jane. Thon
we have cab hire of Ministers, 81 .5, and preons not
named in vouchers, $728.5. I wouWl like to tavo an ex-
planation of that; I think the~First Mini-ter mightexplain
it There are several other items which bring up these er.
penses for travelling expenses and cab hire to over $2,000.
Now, we ought to have some explanation of the se expense-.
We shall be able, perbaps, to get some of the vouchcrs in
the Public Accounts Committee, but we shall not be able to
get the vouchers for these accounts for which no vouche' s
were presented. Perhaps the Fust Minister will present
vouchers now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON4ALD That I am not able to do.
I am afraid the bon. gentleman will have to wait until the
Comrnittee on Public Accounts sends for the vouehers, or
gets an explanaion why there are no voUchers. I certai nly
do not come bore charged with explanations or vouchers tor
the employment of every cabman. All I can say about
that is that i cannot afford to keep a horse, I am too old to
walk, and as long as I hold my po-ition, I think the hon.
gentleman will have to submit te my paying cab fare.

Some bon. MERMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). That is a v, ry strange doctrine
that the First Minister offers to this flouse as an excuse,
and to which the gentlemen bchind him cry ont " hear, hear."
If we are not paying the First MiLister the amount that ho
is entitled to and that his services to the country are worth,
I think the only right and proper thing for him and hie
supporters to do is to come down bere and say so, and not
allow items to be charged to the country th it ho ought to
pay out of his own pocket. I say the doctrine is a vicious
one, and I am surprised to hear his supporters cheer it. I
hope the doctrine offered by the First Minister is not en-
dorsed by hie colleagues in the Cabinet.

Mr. SOIERVILLE. I do not think any member on this
side of the House will find lanlt with any legitimate expense
incurred by the First Minister or any other Minister of the
Crown in the way of necessary travelling expenses. No
hon. gentleman would complain that the Prime Minister,
who is now advanced in years, should have a cab whenever
he requires ité We do not find fault with that at aIl. So
far as I am concerned, I do not find any fault. I think he
is entitled, from the position ho occupies, and from hie age
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and services to the country, to have a cab when he requires
it. But what we find faunt with is that concealment bas
been attempted by some one, I do not know whom, to cover
up these cab hire expenditures. Here we have a charge of
$728.15 paid for cab hire by persons not named in vouchers,
and last year we had similar charges. Now, just to give
the flouse an idea of the difficulty we have in the Public
Acoounts Gommittee in getting ut the details of such
accounts, I may say that this matter was up in the com-
mittee last year, We got the vouchers down, and one
voucher was certified as correct by Mr. Joseph Pope, who I
believe is the private secretary of the First Rinister, and it
was paid. This voucher was for cab hire in Ottawa in
December, 1886. That was about the time both parties
were getting ready for the general elections. We find
by, this voucher that the sum of 828.51 was charged
for cab hire by Mr. Riopel in the city of Ottawa, from the
i ith to the 22nd of December. Well, I do not know how
it was possible for the leader of the Government to be tra-
velling in cabs in Ottawa and at the same time attending
political gatherings all over the Province of Ontario mak-
ing speeches for the benofit of his followers. The bill was
made ont for cab hire from the It11h to the 22nd of Decem.
ber. Now, the right hon. the First Minister was not in
Ottawa ut all during those days. He left Ottawa on the
lth of December; ho was in Welland on the L2th and
13th, in St. Thomas on the 14th, ut Alymer on the lth, in
Simcoe on the 16th, in Wingham on the 17th, in Chatham
on the 18th, in Port Hope on the 19th, and in Toronto on
the 20th, 21st and 22nd. It does appear to me that a man
cannot be in two places at once.

Mr. CASEY. Unless he is the Premier.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is true that the First Minister

is capable of doing many things that ordinary men
cannot. The people in the United States say they
only have one Barnum in that country. Well, we have
only one Sir John in this country.

Mr. DENISON. We are ready to pay for him.
Mr. SOMERVILLIE. Judging from the way this account

is made out, I should say this country, on a small scale ut
all events, is being humbugged by our Barnum Minister as
much as the United States people are being humbugged by
their Barnum. If the hon. the First Minister can be
in two places ut once, the people ought to know it. That
this year there has been expended $728.15 for cab hire for
persons not named in the vouchers is a matter that requires
as much explanation as this account. Therefore I cordi-
ally agree with the hon. member for East Elgin (Mr.
Wilson) that ibis requires some explanation, and I can see
from the happy mood in which the First Minister appears
to be that he is just in the vein to explain it. I would be
glad, for my own satisfaction and that of the people, if he
would be kind enough to rise in his place and tell us how it
is that he can by any possibility be riding in a cab ut
Ottawa while travelling in the car "Jamaica " and making
political speeches in Toronto, Welland and other places.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My memory cannot pre-
tend now to inform the hon. gentleman how it happened
that there was an account for cab hire in Ottawa whon I
wu travelling in the west. I really cannot stretch my
menory back so far. No doubt the hon. gentleman was on
the Committee of Public Accounts then, and I dure say he
informed himself about it, but what I would point out is
this : that I think the country has made a very good bar
gain, because they only pay for the OLtawa Cab hire when
I might have charged all my travelling expenses in the car
"Jamaica."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We are anxious to
know if they were charged also. If the hon. gentleman is
0 communicative he might perhaps tell us that.

%91

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They were not charged.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I cannot say I agree with

the hon. gentleman that theroeshould be no objection
to cab hire for the First Minister simply because he is the
First Minister. That is wholly a new doctrine. I always
supposed there was a sessional allowance granted to every
member of this House, granted to the Prime Minister as
well as to others, and ho may use a portion ofthat sessional
allowance to pay for bis cab hire precisely as ho may use
it for any other matter. If the House is of opinion that a
difflerent rule should be applied to the First Minister, the
House ought to proceed regularly. There is no authority
for the Premier, any more than for any other member of
this House, to come to the House in a cab and charge the
cab hire in the public accounts. e heas no special position
in that respect. My friend the bon. member for East York
(Ur. Mackenzie), is a member of tbis louse and wasat one
time the Prime Minister. He had devolving upon him the
important duties now devolving upon the First Minister.
ln consequence of his assiduous application to thoe duties,
he is scarcely able to get to hi seat in this House, yet
I do not find that the right hon, gentleman ha made any
provision to bring my hon. friond from East York
(Mr. Mackeuzie) bore in a cab. I do not think this
matter should be treated as a jest. If the First Minister
thinks ho is ontitled to charge bis cab hire or any other
portion of his exponses to the public, ho should assume the
responsibility of making a proposition of that sort. Now
that bas not been done, but what the right hon. gentleman
bas done is that which the law does not authorise. If ho
can point out in what way he is authorised to employ a
cab of Mr. Buckley to bring him bore ut 3 o'clock uni to
take him away at 6 o'clock, and to return ut 8 o'clock
and to leave the House when it adjourne, and to charge the
expense in public accounts, the bon. gentleman is just as
well able to do so now as ho would be before the Publie Ac-
counts Committee; but so fur as I know, there is not any au-
thority for thut, and I supposed that the object of a sessional
allowance was to enable the hon. gentleman to use it in
that way if ho thought proper. The hon. gentleman las
no more right to charge bis cab hire than any other bon.
member, and if the House thinks differently it sbould pro-
vide by vote or increase the salary of the First Minister.

Mr. DENISON. He ought to bo paid $25,000 a year.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, the hon. gentleman may

ask the Government to bring down a proposition of that
Fort. The hon. gentleman's Government is a courageous
one, ready to do anything in the public interest. The hon.
gentleman, I am sure, would not state what hoestated here
to night if' le did not think it was in the public interest ;
but I suggest to the hon. gentleman the propriety of put-
ting it in a formai resolution, so that he may do in a par-
liamentary way what he is now doing in an unparliameut-
ary and illegal way. The bon. gentleman, as Prime Min-
ister, is entitled to 81,000 a year more than any of his
colleagues. I do not say that that is an improper provision.
A Prime Minister may not be very liberaily provided for
when that is done, but, if my hon. friend from East York (Mr.
Mackenzie), when ho was Prime Minister, had corne down
to the House and said :I am entitled to a thousand dollars
more than any of my colleagues, ther. are duties devolving
on me and thera are expenses which I have to inour which
are more than those of the ordinary Minister, and that a fur.
ther charge for cab hire, to attend in my place in Parliamont
is not an unreasonable charge, would the hon. gentleman
opposite have submitted to that? He would have said that
the member for East York must formally propose that, and
must come down to Parliament and ask for the appropria-
tion, or must propose it by Bill, or at all events muet pro.
pose it in some constitutional way. Now, the hon. gentle.
man says he is getting too old and is entitled to ride, and
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to ride at the publie expense. Is not that also true of my tice 1 find a sum of 820 charged for cab hire for mes-
hon. friend from York ? senger. I do not know what warrant there i3 for

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are going to votePaying messengers' cab hire out of the publifund. If it
for my cab hire in any case. is right to pay the cab hire of a Prime Miniter, it does notfollow that it is right te pay the cab hire Of' a meaSenger.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I will consider that when the These amounts which are paid ont Of contingenCies require
hon. gentleman submits his proposition. These items must to ho more carefully watched than those which. are
be criticised. It is the most ancient function of the House specifically voted. There are nearly $200,000 in the
of Commons, and one of all others which it is its most Estimates to bc usedi ail these ways. There is a sum of
unquestionable duty to discharge. I find that 85,000 is $10,000 for the purpose of supplying Government pap to
charged for extra clerk service in the Department of the Government newspapers. There is a tremendons hit of
Privy Council. I am at a total loss to know wbat extra the papers subcribed for, and I find that the statement of
duties there are in the Department of the Privy Council the Minister of Finance is fairly carriod out, that, althongh
which could possibly require such extraordinary charges they subseribo for papers on both aides, they find the best,
upon the public exchequer. The hon. gentleman, from his or at least the most expensive, ees on their own side. In
log parliamentary experience at the head of a Govern-longpaia ntroprine tth hedoaGoe- Brantford, 8150 is subscribed to the Courier, 856 to the
ment, does not require a long period of time to know what Telegram and only $10 to the Expositor. TIen, in Halifax,
all these expenses have been incurred for. I am eure he $239 is paid for subseriptiens to the ffrald, aud very mnch
might be able to give us that information now, and, if ho amaier suma te the other papers. lu Ottawa, $597 is paid
does so, it will facilitate the progress of the public business, for subsoriptions to the Citizen. I do not remember ow
because the longer ho delays giving the explanations, the much that newspapor coats a year, but I suppose this
more it will be necessary to discuss the subject. wouli represent more than 100 copies for the different

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is not departmonts. lu the cae of the Montreal Gazette,
so unreasonable as to ask me to bring down astatement now we fiud $586 paid for subscriptions, as against very
of the increased work which has accumulated in consequence much amaller sumo for the other papers. These are
of the growth and development of this country since the very substuntial contributions to the revenue of these
hon. gentleman was a Minister. I believe that we have, différeut papers, and admittediy the vast mass of the papers
as permanent head of the Privy Council Office, a most eco. taken are of ne use te tIc departments. They do net want
nomical and laborious man, andb is statement is that with the local weeklies. 0f course they want the leuding dailies,
the present staff he cannot keep up his work. flowever, I and perhaps a fow of the Ieading weeklies, but they do net
shall ask him for a statement, and I shall bring it down to. want the litte local country papers. Tese amounts are
morrow or the next day, showing the difference botween ved in order te give encouragement to those papers. One
the amount of work at the time when the hon. gentleman reading room for each of the blocks weuld ho suffloient,
was conversant with it as a Minister and the state of the with two or Lhree copies of the leading papers in oach
work now in that department; and, if I am not mistaken, which could bc taken te the different departmeuts when
the statement will convince the hon. gentleman that the wanted. Lt is well kuown that this 810,000 for newspapers
charge for extra work in that dcpartment is not uncalled is simply a provision for subsiiising snob papers as the
for. Government dosire te favr. In that case perhaps theexpon.

Mr. CASBY. 0f course the work has increasod a great diture is nt seutterly eut of the question as some of t Iex.

deal i the lest twolve y, but it is abeurd te ask us tepenses which wto have just been disoa sing.Itar, iluctantly
suppose that the werk in the Privy Council Office, which compelled tt cere back tothe question ofcab hre. Itssounds
is netîo bard worked as most of the other departm entasin pettyte ob discussing such mattorf, but hon. members op-
the service- posite remember tit a f w hundred dollars for cab hire

taken illegally eut of the publie Treasury 0or0ac depart-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is ene of the Most ment, ameunt te a good many thousand when you go

Eard worked departineat. around the departments. It is nmt ooly our rigft te dieus
Mr. CASEY. Lt is net se hard worked in regard teo $0e. this matter, but it is our duty. Ieauremembor

rical work as somo of the other departments. when the hon. member for ist Yrk (Mr. Mackenzie)

SJOHN A. MACDONALD. Lt is all.clericaiwork went te England on publi bintess, o. gentlemen on
the other aide of the Honse made the mo ft rigid ebquiry

Mr. CASIEY. I mean in regard te work for extra clerksinto lis expenses, and statemento ntbeorne eut by the
and so on. t is absurd te suppose that the work bas in- vidence wer ma50 e in regard to them. They ad
creased in the same proportion as the expense. The ex- a perfect rigît te discuss them, as wo have a perfect rigît
pense appears te ho five times as great as It wao twelve te diseas these now The statements whic I make 1 take
yoars ago. I fancy that the expianation is that the ex 2 from the Auditor G nerl's Report under my band. I fiud
penses have gene on increasirig by littse and littme, the that bsides 94 paid feor thepersonal cab hire f th right
Minister not realising that mauy little expouses make a hon. Premier- over C3 a day for evory week day in t e
great deal. t may be truc that tic permanent ead of yar, an amouet more than would be rquired toe bring
tie department is, as the honw gentleman oays, a very him every day toe the louse or department-therents
economicai officiai, but we bave net the bon. gentle- a sum put .nder the sume ohading which hea Goyau
mau's certificate tlat tIe responsible head of tie depart- explain, $728 for personasct named in tc avouchers ay
ment is cleese-paring in mandling publiu smoncy, ail. Now, i is quite certain that ne such item cou d have
and it is probable that tIc increaded expendituro l bery paid unes on tiperonal statement cf the Premier
occurred tîrough the responsible and not tdrough the that it was aierigtand dught te th paid. As the persons
permanent head. I think the question of cab lire bas were not named in tte vouchers I suppose he is le only
beon pretty well ventilatod already, but I muat add my individual who eau tel us who those persons were.I lal
voice to that ofmy hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Milis) scandalous thing that any sud item should apxar in our
in tle expression of Lie viaw that, if ti cabhnhirethf Min- PublicAccounts. The amount ppets e important as the
jutera is te ho paid, there sheuld ho a defluite allowanco fer principe. i t ie a scandalous thing that eventhe Premier
that purpese, and tle Minister shonld net ho permittod te cf Canada should o able to have money paid ot fie
travel himueif or aflow anyone in bis department te travel public Treasury on account of person eat named in the

.cabsEa Y bis own sweet will. lu the Deparmont of Jus divouehers, and without ofe les indication o whethe e-
Mr. MILLB(BothLwell).
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money was properly paid or not. It will ho interesting to
find out these things in the Publie Accounts Committee.
Although I am not a member of it myself, I have no doubt
that Eomebody else will find out on whose account this $748
for persons not named in the vouchers, was spent. The
cab hire in the other departments comes under the same
heading. It is not proper that the head of the department
should be able to run up bills against the Dominion at his
own pleasure. My right hon. friend said we got off cheaply
because we did not have to pay for his "Jamaica" trip. But
we did have to pay for his cab hire while ho was not here, and
we paid $364 for himself, 371 for his secretary, ani 8462 for
Mr. McGee, a total of $1,197 for travelling expenses paid to
the three individuals, the other two being immediately under
his management in that departmot. That is a very con-
siderable sum, a sum that should not have been paid with-
out vouchers, showing that these travelling expenses were
incurred on journeys taken on publie business. The Premier
bas no more right to take trips for bis own pleasure at
the expense of the country than I have. It should
not ho allowed any longer; this money should not
ho paid without positive proof that these trips were taken
on public business, and that no more than the cost of the
journeys is paid. When the hon. member for York, the
late Premier, was in England on the occasion spoken of,
after the public business was transacted he took a trip for
his own pleasure up to Scotland, to the neighborhood
where ho was born, and after ho had finished transacting
public business not one cent more was charged to the public
Treasury. I would like to know, if the same rule has been
tullowed in regard to the travelling expenses found in the
accounts of lact year. We paid on account of the Minister
of Militia, for travelling expenses for last year, the sum of
$1498, in round numbers $1,500, at the rate of 85 a day,
for every working day in the year. Now I know, that
he has been very active in getting about the country, but I
do not suppose ho bas spent 85 a day in travelling every
working day on public business alone. I do not suppose
that the Canadian Pacifie Railway, or the Grand Trunk
Railway either, charge him the highest rate@ for passing
over their lines. It is understood that Ministors
get passes, and yet in face of that we have this
bill, without any vouchers, without any statement
whether he was at the seaside, at a watering place in the
State of Maine, or on a fishing trip, or in the North-West
inspecting the local volunteers, or where ho had been ; we
have simply the lump sum of 81,498 for travelling expenses:-
Vouchers for this will ho called for also, and the hon. gen-
tleman will have an opportunity of saying where ho paid
this large amount for travelling expenses on public busi-
ness. The travelling expenses of the Marine Department
amounted to $2,150. I shall not go any further with these
departments. It will be better to take them up item by
item in the Public Accounts Committee. But the point to
ho emphasised is that none of these expensea are regular,
and they should not be paid out of the contiugencies at all,
which are really voted for carrying on the actual publie
business of the department and not for paying the personal
expenses of the Ministers. If it is thought necessary, let a
definite allowance ho given to the Ministers for travelling
expenses on public business, and let them keep within that
Oum, or pay the balance out of their own pockets.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I would like to bo informed in re-
gard to the expenditure incurred by the late Minister of
Finance, Sir Charles Tupper, during the year. I find on
page 113 E, in the Auditor General's Report, that for tra-
velling and for living expenses at Washington ho was
allowed $5,378.65. In another place on page 55 0 we find
ho was allowed $3,018.45, and on page 56 C ho was allowedi
for cab hire in Ottawa, $228, makin a total of $8,625.30
that was allowed, outside of hisalr, of course, to Sir

Charles Tupper for travelling expenses during the last fiscal
year. Now, that must strike any gentleman, I do not care
whether ho sits on that side of the House or this, as some-
thing enormous, and requiring explanation. I think the

b country ought to know how this was incurred. I think the
) prosent Minister of Finance might give us some information

with regard to that. I think ho is in ossession of informa-
tion which ho eught to give to the House. Besides, I find
in the Auditor's Report that Sir J. S. D. Thompson was
paid for travelling and living expenses at the same time
the amount of $1,691.53. Then coming to the present
Minister of Finance, I find that the Hon. George E. Foster
only cost the country at Washington $800.

Mr. FOSTER. More economical.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Yes, ho is a cold water man-at

least ho used to ho, and I hope ho is still. But certainly
there is too big a difference between the charges of the pre-
sent Finance Minister of $800 for living at Washington,
and those of Sir Charles Tupper for $5,378.85. I would
like the present Minister of Finance to give us some infor-
mation. Did ho not live in the same first class style that
Sir Charles Tupper did when ho was in Washington ? Or
did ho board at somoe seond or third rate corner grocery,
and allow Sir Charles Tupper to board at a first class hotel,
where they charged him three or four hundred dollars a
day. I do not think ho kept up the dignity of his poition
as Minister of Marine and Fisheries when ho allowed Sir
Charles Tupper to live in such extravagance while ho was
living in such a quiet way. The hon. gentleman should
explain how the expenditure was inourred and for what it
was made.

Mr. FOSTER. I can explain with respect to the item
which is charged against myself. It was for logimitate
travelling expenses and living expenses. The difference
between my own expenses and those of Sir John Thompson
can be explained by the fact that Sir John Thompson was
longer in Washington than I was. The difference between
the expenses of Sir Charles Tupper and myself can easily
be apprehended by hon. gentlemen, for Sir Charles Tupper
was one of the Commissioners and occupied a position far
different from any of the rest of us who were with him, and
his expenses were necessarily greater than either Sir John
Thompson or myself.

Mr. CASEY. Ho put on more style.
Mr. FOSTER. As ho properly should do, as the represen-

tative of Canada, and an ambassador as it were from this
country, who could not be expected to exercise the same
prudence and economy as ourselves and others who did not
occupy that position. Anyone can easily apprehend the
difference, and that his position called for greater expenses.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The explanation is partially satis-
factory, but I should like the Finance Minister to explain
why, as seen on page 55 C, of the Auditor's General's Report,
Sir Charles Tupper expended 83,118 on travelling expenses
in addition to the Washington outlay. I should like some
particulars in reged to that item.

Mr. FOSTE R. I have not the particulars at hand, but I
know that Sir Charles Tupper during the year of his incum.
bency went to England and back, and you cannot travel
thore and back without expending considerable money.
Besides that ho did a great deal of travelling in Canada, but
the largeness of the item is chiefiy due to the causes I have
mentioned. He was not in this country all the time. Besides,
w'e must recollect that while Sir Charles Tupper's expen.
diture for travelling expenses seems large it is partly due
to the fact of his having to go to England, and while there
discharging the duties of High Commissioner for quite a
time, during which period he was not drawing the salary of
High Commissioner.
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Mr. CASEY. It was made up in travelling expenses. been properly expended. I think the Ministor of Marine

Mr. POSTER. It was quite proper that bis travelling -I see nothing of that kind so far as ho is concernel.
expenses sbould be paid. Mr. TUPPER. Next year.

Mr. LISTER. During the time I have been in Ottawa I
have observed that the Ministers are in the habit of walking
to their departments and home again, and it seems extra.
ordinary to find these enormous charges for cab hire. The
amount charged to the First Minister is $734, or apwards
of $2 a day for cab hire, and in addition for May arnd June
there is $214, and for persons not named in vouchers $728.
The amount altogether reaches about $1,700, or $5 a day for
cab hire in Ottawa. The right hon. gentleman must re
member that this money does not belong to him, but to the
people; it belongs to me, and to everyother inhabitant who
pays taxes. It is not bis to spend with such prodigality as
it appears to have been spent in the past. It is time the
country should understand how the money of the people bas
been expended. No one can possibly object to members of
the Government expending ail the money that is reasonably
necessary for the carrying out of the administration of the
affairs of the country, but when we find Ministers expend-
ing thousands of dollars every year for cab hire in Ottawa,
many of whom are living within a stone's throw of the
buildings, the matter requires some explanation. One can-
inot avoid the suspicion, which thrusts upon one, that the
charges for cab hire are charges made for the purpose of
covering up some other expenditure.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Oh, Oh. Shame.

Mr. LISTER. Who are the men for whom the c b hire
hais been paid ? No one can complain that the First Minis-
ter, in view of bis age, should engage cabs. I would not
raise any objection about that, but the amount is so unrea-
sonably large that one must feel that these cabs are not
hired for the purposes of the First Minister, not for bis own
use only, but there must be others using liberally the cabs
of Ottawa at the expense of the people. As regards the
other Ministers, I see them walking from day to day to
their departments and it is extraordinary under these cir-
cumstances that such large accounts should be sent in for
cab hire. The committee are entitled to some explanation
of these items. The travelling expenses are erormous. We
all know that every member of the Govern ment holds a pass
over every railway in this country. How, therefore, do
they spend the money ? Io it for luxuries? They do not
expend it for railway fare. The Minister of Militia
expended $300 for travelling expenses. Did it cost
him anything to go to British Columbia ? Why, no; he
would travel on a pass. He went, I believe, to
the sea coast; and are these charges made for bis summer
trip ? Do we not know that he las brigade majors and
other officers all over the country to do inspection work,
and these little excursions on the part of the Minister are
really unnecessary in the interest of the people. If they
were made they did not cost the amount charged by him,
and the conviction is thrust upon us thatthese charges are
made, not for actual travelling expenses of Ministers, but
to cover up other charges. I feel justified in making this
statement, because I feel that the expenditure cannot be
explained in any other way. This matter must be brought
before the country, and the people be led to underetand
how their money is being squandered by the Government.
When Ministers are receiving enormous salaries and occu-
pying positions to which any one can properly aspire,
living in luxury while the majority of the people are
struggling to obtain a bare living, the people have a right
to know that their money is not being wasted in extrava-
gance by Ministers who have their confidence. The Min.
isters owe it to themselves and to the country to show
that every dollar they expend for travelling expenses has

.j[r. FosTERa.

Mr. LISTER. I hope not. The Minister is too young
to want a cab; in the case of his father it was all right.
The hon. gentleman stated to-day that, so far as the officers
of his department were concerned, the utmost strietnesa was
observed with regard to their accounts: that when one went
travelling he was obliged to file a detailed statement show-
ing every dollar expended. If that rule is a good one for
the officers of the department, it is a good one to be
observed by Ministers. They owe it to themselves and the
people that no suspicions should be aroused. I repeat that
when we find 81,500 or $1,700 entered in one year to a
Minister for travelling expenses, it is a matter into which
we should enquire, and satisfy ourselves beyond ail question
that it was honestly and properly expended.

Mr. CASE Y. The charging of this $728 in a lump sum
for cab hire for persons not named cannot be due to the
smallness of the sum, for I find immediately following, a
smaller sum of 75 cents given in detail as cab hire for Mr.
St. Onge Chapleau, and also another charge of $1,25. It is
remarkable how very minute the Public Aecounts are in
some respects and how very vague they are in others.

iee is a charge of 8728 in a lump sum for driving un-
known persons around Ottawa, and a charge of 75 cents for
driving Mr. Chapleau in a cab. There must be some reason
other than the smallness of the amount for not mentioning
the name of the persons. In r(gird to the expenses of the
Minister of Militia, to which attention bas been called, it
would be very interesting for that hon. Minister, and the
other Ministers as well, to state to the House distinctly and
defiuitely whether they had travelled on passes or not.
There is enough money voted here to pay their railway
fares. Do they travel on passes while receiving this money
for their railway fares, or do they not ? It is asserted here
that tbey do have passes and that they do travel on them,
and it is generally believed they do, so that it would be
both interesting and nccessary for them to deny it if it is
not the case. As my friend from Lambton (Mr. Lister)
says, it would save Ministers from a great deal of sus-
picion, and save the timne of the House also if the state-
ment of expenses were put in detail, in such shape
that the Auditor General could vouch, from the
papers laid before him, how the money was spent. If that
was done, al] this discussion would be at an end, and if there
was any fault to be found it would be found with the Ministers
for travelling too much, but there would be no suspicion that
such money w as not paid for legitimate travelling expenses.
Such suspicions are inevi table under the present system. We
know that Ministers do take pleasure trip, that they go
down to the seaside, and that they stop at the Banff IHotel
when they are not on business ut all, and we naturally suspect
that my bon. friend the Minister of Militia, or some of the
others, have spent some of this money in pleasure trips.
There is no way for them to get out of the suspicion unless
they show what they pay for their railway fares and hotel
bills. lt may seem to them degrading to have te do what or-
dinary mortals do, but if they did it they would ut ail
events save their reputation. I forgot to refer, when I spoke
previously, to the large amount of $5,400 for extra clerks
in the Privy Council. If there 's enough work to require
the services of those clerks, it would be much cheaper and
much more seemly in every respect, to somewhat increse
the permanent staff to do this work and not to leave the
option to the Minister at the head of the department to
employ as many extra clerks as he likes, without any of
the sateguards whieh sarroind the clerk of the permanent
service, and to pay them what he wishes without applying
to Parliament for a vote. If the Minister had to ask for a
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vote for extra clerks, the number employed would be limited
and kept within bounds.

Mr. DAVI ES (P. E. I.) Apart from Ithe extreme un-
pleasantness of discussing personal matters of this kind, I
say it is not creditable that this House should be compelled
by the Government, on account of the manner in which
they bring down the Estimates, to enter upon such consider-
ations. We have Ministers of the Crown charged with
baving passes over railways, and of having, without a
previous vote of Parliament, taken money fron the publie
Treasury for fares they did not pay. It is a discreditable
state of affairs that such a charge should be made on the
floor of Parliament. Hon. gentlemen opposite, particularly
my gallant friend from Toronto (Mr. Denison), who is st.ch
an Imperial Federationist, and who las such a desire to
follow Imperial practices, and who wants to give a present
of $25,000 to the First Minister right off-

Mr. DENISON. Not at present.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.),-that hon. gentleman is very

enxious to follow the English system. In many cases I
think ho and others whothink with him are right, but does
the bon. gentleman imagine it would be possible in the
Erglish Parliament to have a discussion of this kind?

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.l.) Does ho think it would be possi-

b!e to have a Minister of the Crown charged with spending
money for travelling expenses which Parliament had
not voted ? Why, Sir, a Minister of the Crown in England
io charged, unless ho wcre ablo to disprove it, would have
to give up bis seat at once. I bold that the proper plan in
this matter is to challenge the opinion of Parliament. Some
hon. members think that there should ho some kind of
graduated seale of allowance, and that if a gentleman is
old he is to be allowed cab hire, and if ho is young ho
ought not to be allowed cab hire. That is perfe2t non.
Eense. We do not allow indemnities to Ministers on such
grounds as these. If the Prime Minister and other mem-
bers of the Cabinet think they are not paid sufficient for
the duties they discharge, let them come before the House
properly, as they do in other instances, and propose an in-
crease of thoir allowance, but do not let us have money Fur-
reptitiously taken without any vote by the IHuse. We
have been discussir:g this motter long enough. L-t n-
take the opinion of the House whether it should be
allowed or not. If Parliament says it sbould, we will not
discuss it and thon let the Ministers say hbw much should
be voted, but they have no right to take money fron the
public Treasury unless they have it sanctioned previously
by the vote of Parliament. We do not altogetber agree on
this side of the House as to how much should ho voted.
I heard one or two gentlemen say that because the Prime
Minister is aged and infirm and not so active as ho used to
be, that somothing should ho allowed him. Let thom come
down ard propose it and if Parliament chooes to approve
of it our voices will be husbed and there is an erd te this
discussion. But, if this is not done you will have this
unseemly discussion forced on the Opposition, and I say
foroed, because they would not discharge their dnty unless
they accepted the challenge, given them in the manner by
which the Govern -nent bring down their Estimates here. I
say that the proper course of the Government in this matter
is to follow the course al ways adopted in England, and ilthey
want money for the expenses of the NLinisters let them pr0-
pose it to Parliament, and if the money is not sufficient then
they can come to Parliament again. Iam entirelyopposed to
the principle of allowing any Minister in any department to
put hie hand in the public Treasury to any extent he hlkes. I
see that the Minister of Customs-a gentleman who cannot
be accused of being a yonng man, he is not an aged man
certainly, but he is not young-has the enormons sum of

50 cents charged in hie department for cab hire, while
other Ministers bave a thousand dollars, and eight hundred
dollars, and fifteen hundred dollars, charged for the samo
purpose. They have no right to take that money, for
it was not voted by Parliament for them, and now
they refuse to rise up and justify it, or to give the
House, which is now endorsing the payment, an account of
how that expenditure was incurred. If a Minister of the
Crown uses a thousand do lars in his expenses, a sense of
duty ought to impel him to send a fuli and accurateaccount
to the Auditor Gencrat and have it laid before Parliamont.
[ am sure that no Minister would take money that he is un-
able to give an account of. This bas been styled a trivial
matter, and those gentlemen who propose 825,000 to ho
given to this man and that man, no doubt consider it trivial,
but go to some par ts of the Provinces-the sentiment was
uttered before and sneered at-where a man finds it all he
can do, by getting up early and late, taking rest and eating
the bread of carefulness to put food in the moutbs of hie
children and tell him that a matter of 88,840 for the
travelling of Ministers, $15,' 47 for the travelling expenses of
their staff and $4799 for cab hire is a trivial matter, and I
think the electors will open their oyes in astonishment. I
am not standing bore to cmtend that some of thisi cab hire
and travelling expenses is not a necessary and justifiable
expenditure. I dare ssy some of it is ; but [ want Parliament
taken into the confidence of the Ministry in this matter of
the exponditureo of money the same as in other matters. Lot
them come down and say what tbey want to spend, what it
is for, and take a vote ; thon those opposed to the vote can
put themselves on iecord, and the Govrnmernt can spend
what is voted and r;o more. But the system adopted is
discreditable in the extreme. We have un4eemly discus-
sions bere, which are unworthy of this Parliament, and they
will be cortinued as lorng as this abominable and unonstitu-
tional systemi of withJrawing publie inoneys without a vote
is continued.

Sir JOINI A. M AODONALID. The bon. gentleman said
the Ministiy rat sileut when there was a charge made that
they charged against the country travelling oxponwes when
they had passes. I do not underýtaud rhat any hon. gon-
Lleman made that charge. It was let tto the hon. gontle-
man out of bis own imagination to coin it, and I say to him
t is uLttIrly iaso, utterly untrue; hobhad no right, ha
var rant to say so, un I am aquite surpriseJ that a gentle-
man holding bis position in 1Parliament should state or
suppose such a thing uless he ohad evidence of it. Thon,
as to the other statement that it is uneosti;utional, what
are we doing ut ibis moment, Mr. Chairman ? We are
asking Parliament to vote for contingencies for each de-
partment lur 1889-90, as last year we asked Parliamont to
vote for contingencies for 1888-89. We got thoso votes,
and the hon gentleman know< that under previous Gov-
ernments, as well as under this Government, such expendi-
lures made in the different departments were charged to
the contingent account. The -previous vote is taken by
Parliament. It may be quite open to say that impropor
items have been charged against those contingencies; that
may be a matter of fair discussion. But this Government
and all Governments take an annual vote for contingencies,
and against the sumo of money so voted and appropriated
these charges are made. It is quite open to the bon, gen-
tleman to state that they are unreasonable or ought not
fairly to ho considered as contingencies, but it is wrong to
say that the expenditures are unconstitutional.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I) I will not permit the hon. gentle-
man to make suub a charge against me unanswered. 1 made
no such statement as that which ho has put in my mouth,
and tbe hon. gentleman's ears muet have beue stuffed it he
did not hear the charge that was made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Who made it ?
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Mr. DAVI ES (P. E. I.) It was stated by an hon, mem-

ber in this debate that ho understood that Ministers had
passes on the railways.

Mr. FOSTER. But you stated more than that.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) And that they had charged
travelling expenses, and ho asked whether that was the
fact. I stated that no Minister had risen to contradict that
charge, and that it was discreditable that such a charge
should ho made and received in silence. 1 do not know
whether it is true or not; that never entered my mind. I
made no charge; I said it was made, and it was made in
the last ton minutes. But the hon. gentleman is not going
to escape from the point we make by drawing a red berring
of that kind across the track. The question is whether
these expenses should ho submitted to Parliament, or
whether they should ho taken out of a general vote for
contingencies. I argued that the unseemly discussions we
have bere from year Io year is the most convincing evidence,
indeed, that when Ministers want to expend money in cab
hire and travelling expenses they ought to come and ask
Parliament for a distinct vote for that purpose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will not allow the hon.
gentleman to escape in that way. The hon. gentleman is
ashamed of the charge, and ho says ho did not make it.
But ho did make the charge, and no other made the charge
before him. An hon. gentleman said that ho was surprised
that the amount for travelling expenses was so large, as it
was understood that Ministers had passes on railways, but
no one dared to say that a man who had a pass on a rail-
way took a journey.and then charged for it.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Did I say so ?
Some hon. MEUMBERS. Yes, you did.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I did not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a most injurious
charge.

Mr. CASEY. It is quite natural that the right hon.
Premier should become a little wrathy under the circum-
stances, and that ho should, as healways does when ho gets
angry, stand np and scold, and ho is scolding now, according
to his generni practice ; and it is natural under the circum-
stances that the hon. Minister of Finance should sympathise
with him in his anger and in bis scolding assertion that my
hon. friend from Prince Edward Island made certain state-
ments. My bon. friend from Prince Edward Island did not
make those statements. and Bansard to-morrow will show
that ho did not make the statements which the right hon.
Premier said ho did. I do not suppose that if the right hon
Premier was in his ordinary temper ho would make such
assertions as to what my hon. friend from Prinec Edward
Island said ; but under the influence of his imperfeet hear-
ing and bad temper for the moment, ho made a distinct
misstatement of the remarks of my hon. friend. What
my bon. friend from Prince Edward Island said was that it
was scandalous that it should be charged across the fi >or of
this Hlouse that Ministers having passes on the railways
sbould charge for their travelling expenses as if they bad
paid their fare. He did not say that such was the case, but
that it was scandalous that such a charge should ho made
without denial. Now, the making of the charge was wha1
I said before my hon. friend got up. What I said was this,
that it was generally understood that Ministers bad passes,
and tbat we found sums charged here for travelling expenses,
and I wanted to find out whether a portion of these sums
was for travelling expenses on railways over which Minis.
tors lad passes. I thought it was in order for Ministers to
get up and deny that they had travelled on passes ; but not
one did so, and I do not think any of them will deny that
they do travel on paes.

Mr. DAvas (P.E.I)

I
An hon. MEMBER. And most of their followers.
Mr. CASEY. Well, their followers do not charge the

country for travelling expenses. Here the hon. Minister of
Militia has charged nearly $1,500 for travelling expenses,
and if ho travelos on a pass, I do not think ho charges any-
thing for his railway fare. I do not suppose ho would, and
this makes it more difficult to explain where this $1,500
has gone. The hon. First Minister makes a gieat point
about this money having been voted by the flouse pre-
viously. When ho says that all these sums were voted in
contingencies last year he states the fa4t, the vicious fact,
that an enormous sum is voted for contingencies and left to
the heads of the different departments to be used by them
as they see fit. That is just the thing we complain of, that
this money is left to them to use as if it was pocket money,
and not public money at all-to use it for cab hre, for their
trips to Portland, thoir trips to Binff Hotel, their trips to
British Columbia, to use for going fishing, so far as I know,
to use for going to Montreal or Quebec where they have a
little business. That is what is.said to be the custom of Min-
isters in the summer ; and if they do not explain these
expenses, we must conclude that a great deal of this
money has gone for those little trips, Now, lot us
come to the point, that this large sum should not
ho voted in this way. If the Government want a
certain sum for cab hire, lot them ask Jior a certain sum for
cab bire; if they want a certain sum for towels, or for
charwomen, let them ask for it; if they want a certain @am
for subscriptions to newspapers, surely they can predict
that beforehand, and it need not be a matter of contingen.
cies. Let them treat each considerable item in this way, and
they will reduce the amount, which is left to tho irrespon-
sible control of the Ministers, to one-third of the present
sum. One must admit that there must be a certain amount
of loose money lof t at the disposal of each department to
provide for contingencies that may occur during the year,
but the amount that need necessarily ho left in that shape
within the limits of these departmental blocks bore, and
in connection with the business transacted in these blocks
-the amount necessary to be left for justifiable contingen-
cios for that service need not be large at al. There are
separato contingencies for the outside service of every de-
partmert, but the anount of contingencies left at the dis.
posal of the Minister in connection with Civil -Government
alone, for business transacted in these departmental blocks,
need not amount to more than $50,000 a year, were it not for
the fact that the Ministers like to have a little loose cash for
disposal in this way. No one pretends that they put it in
their pockets, but we would like to know what they do
with it. There are many dark corners. It may be used
sometimes as an electioneering fund, sometimes for per-
sonal amusement, sometimes for other purposes only hinted
at vaguely in the accounts. The fact that Parliamant has
voted these sums does not do away with the vicions
character of the whole system.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. My bon. friend from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) had perfect right to
say that there is a good deal in this matter which requires
explanation. If any gentleman chooses to turn to the
Auditor General's Report, under the heading B, page 12,
ho will see that the sum which was asked for contingencies
in the Privy Council was $8,000, while the sum that was
spent was $15,339, being an excess of 87,339 over the
amount which Parliament had allowed to the service of
that department. Now, I say that the simple fact of itaelf
that over $7,000 were tbken for the service of the Privy
Council in the year 1888 more than Parliament had voted
for it, disposes entirely of the pretension which the right
hon. the First Minister advanced that ho had acted within
the limite of Parliamentary appropriation. Instead of
keeping within those limits ho doubled the amount,
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Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I did not say that. I

said we had a vote for contingencies in each year, and this
vote t!efore Parliament now for next year is for contingen-
cies, and that cab hire referred to has been charged against
this.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Exactly; but my hon.
friend was complaining that the public money was impro-
perly used. I have just pointed out that the fact that on a
vote of $8,000 for the righthon. the First Minister's own de-
partment, $15,339 was spent, does not look as if the First
Minister was setting to his colleagues that example of rigid
economy which I understood was to be enforced by bis
presence, if not in the flesh at any rate in brass or marble
or other material, in the Department of Justice. A great
deal of looseness has evidently occurred in the administra.
tion of these contingencies, and no doubt this department
of Civil Government, taken all in all, is one of the most
extravagant in the whole compass of ail these expenditures
coming under the head of Public Accounts. We are now
spending $13,000, and a very large sum for àuperannuation
allowance ought, in all conscience, to be added to that if
we want to ascertain the larger amount of expenditure here
in Ottawa. I say nothing whatever which bas occurred in
the past few years warrants the enormous increase in the
number of officers and the total amount of expenditure,
ard I am bound to say that any hon. gentleman who
chooses to compare our expenditure under these heads
with the expenditure in England or the United States,
on similar heads, wili see that, in proportion to our popula-
tion, we are drifting into the mot improviderrt and extrav-
agant habits. There is no doubt whatever that if, partticu-
larly in the early years of the American republic, the
Americans had permitted anything like the same unbounded
extravagance in the administration of their public funds to
prevail-which is being permitted and encouraged, I am
sorry to say, by many members of this House-instead of
having, as they now have, succeeded in reducing their en-
ormous war debt to an extremely small amount in propor-
tion to the wealth and resources of their country, they
would have found it impossible to make any saving what-
ever. I regret to have to say that, year alter year, month
after month, week after week, day after day, in spite of ail
the professions of economy made from time to time, this
expense is creeping on, and not only is it creeping on in
departments -which may be controlled, but every year the
fixedexpenses are becoming much larger. That is going to
be a source of difficulty in dealing with many of the problems
which wait us, and this expenditure particularly being sub-
ject more than others to the control ( f this House, my hon.
friends will be derelict to their duty if they did not call at-
tention to the way it is carried on from year to year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The right hen the Firet Minister
informs us that ail those charges complained of are proper
charges for contingencies. Some of these charges no doubt
are properly placed under that head. and were intended to
be covered by that appropriation. Of course, the question
of what ought to be contingent account and what ought to
be specifically stated is a question to ba determinel by the
experience of the Government. When the Government
finds that a charge is annually recurring, where a series of
years shows that that charge is made every year, it ought no
longer to be inclnded within contingencies but ought to be
presented to the House by a specifi vote, and it is an abuse
of the contingency appropriation to propose a vote for con-
tingencies in any mattter that you know is going to recur
every succeeding year, and the amount of which may be
Tery fairly estimated.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Yon cannot do that
with travelling expenses.

Mr. MILLS (Bthwell). That may be; but take, for
instance, the subject of cab hire. Theb hon. gentleman

knows right well that the charges made in this account are
charges for administration. If a Minister of the Crown
comes down bore and asks for an appropriation for hie
department, that appropriation bas nothing to do with hie
legihlative lunctions. it ie not to do hie work as an admin-
istrator that ho site bere. He comes to this House as a
legislator, not as an administrator. The hon. gentleman
shakes bis head, but ho knows that the appropriation that
is now under discussion is not properly chargeable against
contingencies. Under any form, no matter how indefinite,
while a Minister may charge his expenses in performing
the daties of administration against hie department, ho
cannot charge against the department any contingency or
any expense which ho incurs as a legislator coming to this
louse. If it is neoessary that that should be paid, the

bon. gentleman ought to ask for it as a specific appropria.
tion. He says ho is an aged member of this House, and
cannot come bere as a pedestrian, like some of the rest of
us, or with the same facility as bu once could. That may
be perfectly truc, and, if the bon, gentleman thinks that is
not covered by the sessional allowance,•ho should come
bore and ask for a specific appropriation, and should not
charge the expense of hie coming here to legislate and to
lead the House against one of the departments.

Mr. FOSTER. I am sure my hon. friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) would not care to have a
wrong impression go to the country. He intimated that
the expense of Civil Governmont is growing from year
to year, and shows no sign of reduction. If you take the
am ount to ba volcd this year and compare it with last yoar,
you will find there is only an incroase of $2,107. If you
take the statutory increases in the salary of a number of
clerks, amounting, I suppose, to 600 or 700, you will find
that there has been a very considerable diminution in the
amount to be voted for the other expenses. So the outlook
is not quite so bad as we might judge from the general
remark made in regard to it by my hon. friend from South
Oxford. With reference to what the hon. gentleman from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) said, the difficulty is apparent to any-
one in regard to some of these expenses. If there is an
exponse which is well known and occurs fromyear to ycar,
it can easily be voted. But in regard to ministorial ex.
penses what can we here in February tell as to what may
be necessary in the way of visiting in connection with ono's
departmental work duiing the ensuing year? We may
think niow that there is no necessity for making a visit to
any portion of the Dominion, but it may be found in the
course of the year that it is necessary for a Minister to go
from one place to another, and visit what is under hie
department and give it his personal supervision, and it is
impossible to know that beforehand. I do not sec how that
could be reduced to a fixed sum within which one could
always keep. As to cab hire, the same remark applies.
Some Ministers, being fallible mortals like the rost, get il],
and a cab i necessary, and it is impossible to fix any stated
sum to be voted for that pirticular purpose. This has
always been the course adopted. I think for the whole life
of this Parliament these sums have been charged to contin-
gencies and paid in exactly the same way, and, although
my bon. friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies)
made a good ad captandum speech, to be used hereafter on
the stump, I believe that the farners, that the honest peo-
pie, the hard working people of this country, are of quite a
different opinion. I believe that they do not ask any Min-
ister wbo does their work and does bard work-and we are
not always living in luxury, and when the hon. gentleman
occupies the position of a Minister to which ho aspires, and
rigbtly, ho will find that it is not a life of luxury and idle-
ness-the people do not aak mon who devote their time to
the public service to do their work and travel in their in-
tereet at their own expense. They are quite wfling-and
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1 should fnot fear to meet the people of the country in any for stationery, as much for washcr-women, as much for
section on that point-that ail the legitimate, fair expenses towels as they sec fit. Coming down to 1he newspapers, the
should be paid out of the revenues of the country. Speak- bon. gentleman says that le intenda b reduce that item.
ing for myself and for my colleagues as well, I do not think That je a very reasonable thing to do. Re cor-d estinate
there are unnecessary expenses undertaken in this matter. now how much he intends to roduce It Going over a
Our country is one of laige extent. When a man travels, list of the papers he could strike ont those that ho will fot
he may have a pass, but everyone who travels knows that patronise. Reccould get this ready by day after to-morrow.
the mere railway or steamboat fare is the smalleEt item in As to cab hire, I will only say that, although an exact esti.
the expense. We have to eat, there are other necessary mate cannot Le made, the whole amount of cab lire would
expenses which, unless a man takes a biscuit in bis pocket be oomparatively a emali sum to be loft in contingencies.
and a bottle of water, may have to be incurred. If the Minister will take this advice and make definite and

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am verv mach surprised at the separate estimates for sud items as are now included under
explanation offered by the Finance Minister in reference t coritingencies, as far as a reasonable estimate could be made,
the expenditure in cab hire. le stated that we were ail Ithink e will sec that the total amont loft to contingen-
frail mortals, and liable to get sick, and it was therefore oies necd be but smail, and it would be even leas than I said
imposýibie to say how much ought to be appropriated for a littie whule ago-I believe it could Le reduced to $25,000
that purpose. Do I understand him te say that Ministers or $30,000. Eitimatc as ncarly as you ean, and then bave
who are doing their duty here are sick so often that in some a srnall margin for unforeseen occurrences, and you
of the departments they require $300, 6400, $600, $800 or bave contingencies under control. The Finance Minister
even $1,600 for cab hire, that they are sick all the time ? If wiay
it is right and proper to charge these enormous amounts for Reform Goveruments. No doubt contingencies have been
cab hire when the Ministers are sick, have they not just as left in Ibis loose way, altbengh the amonnt was not se
good a right to charge the attendance of the physician? great. But the principle was bad thon, and it is bad now,
That is a very unreasonable explanation. It shows that and it is time for this Government, who believe, ne doubt,
hon. gentlemen cannot defend the item under discussion, lIaI îhey have the statcsmanship of tIcountry in Iheir
on reasonable grounds, but have to offer an argument of ranks, should execute a real reform by putting this large
that kind and expect the people of the country to pay re- amouct of money in a more definite shape. If they insist,
spect and weight to such a statement. This is an unreason. after attention bas been fully called 10 the malter, in using
able charge, and they have no means of defendiug it, and this amount as pocket morey te Le disbursed aI their own
they offer these excuses in order te cover up a transaction pleasure, the country will Lecome more and more suspicions
that will not bear the light of day. I th:nk some other Of the way they are using it
system should be adopted. Mr. CASGR 11N. I wish te get soma information from the

Mi nister cf Finance as te the mode lu wh ich the overplus of
Mr. CASEY. If the Finance Minister wili pardon me, I the specific amount voted by Pariament for cach depart-

think bis remarks were somewhat ad captandum, too, as he ment is andited by tle Anditor General. le itbrough
charged upon theb on. member for Prince Edward Island. special warrant, or le it taken from the general vote en bloc
Hâe said that the country does not expect Ministers here to Ly Parliament? For instance, I sec on page 12 that the
do work for nothing. Certainly not. We pay them well amount of the Privy Concil Ofce is exceeded by $Y,000,
for doing our work, and what we expect of them is that at Secretary cf State by $4,000, Militia, $4,500, Department of
least they shall keep an account of their expenses, as any Agriculture, $7000. le that paid by specific warrant, or how
other servant of the people, or as any servant of a private le the Aqditor General anthorised to pay bhat amount out
employer would do; that they shall tell u just what for those cf appro riations?
expenses are incurred If the Finance Minister was at the Mr.FOSTER. There is a specifie amount voted for con-
head of a firm, snd sent an emissaiy to British Columbia totin'nciesfor eachdcpartmcnt; thereisalsoageneralsuru
do somte business for him, he would expeet to have a veiyf n
detailed account of that maui's expenses. Well, Sir, Minis that s ec ontv t nenciete exces
ters of the Crown are, as the very name indicates, servantsfg
of the Crown, which means in Canada, as it does in Eng- made np eut cf the vote for general contingencies.
land, practically the servants of the people. They are ourIf secial warrt
servants. We give them good salaries for the woik except
they perform, and we expect au exact account of their Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Did a special warrant
expenses. We expect, in the first place, a reasonable issue in these cases?
estimate of what their contingent expenses are going Mr. FOSTER. If it was fot used il would ho put in the
to be, and an exact account of it afterwards, and we Supplementary Estimates.
do not think they should be allowed to increase thoir Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GIT. I fancy it will Le
expenses at their own will. It is impossible to calculate brought down iu the Unprevided Items, and that my hon.
what cortingencies will be required under each head, of friend le right, that, up le Ihe presenî moment, there bas
course, but we could come much nearer to it than we do beon scarcely a proper justification cf the expenditure, and
now. I would suggest to the Minister to take the amounts rie doubt it would have been more correu if a special war-
paid last year for telegrams, for instance, for extra clerks, rant had issued. I did net observe any speelal warrant
for the Stationery Office, and the Queen's Printer's account, for tbis, theugh I will net take upon myscîf te say that
let him take such items as these, and ask a definite amount. noue issued.
For instance, the Queen's Printer's account was $50,000 odd,
the Stationery Office account was $7,500. Surely some Commitîce rose and reported progrese.
estimate of the amount of stationery r< quired in the depart- ADJOURNMENT-COMMERCIAL TREATIES.
ments could be made ? There is no reason why that should
be put in the contingencies. A very near estimate can be Sir JO12 A. MACDONALD moved the adjourument of
given of the amount of stationery required. If it is toothe foupe.
large, the balance can be kcept till next year. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. WhaI course doos the
You will have the advantage of knowing beforehand Firet Minister propose te adopt with respect te the dobate
what you are paying the money for, instead of leaving it in that is le take place on Mouday, enppeeiug it la net cloecd
a lum eam and letting the Government spend as mach on that ovening? Il is nota malter cf particular convenieno

toes sthyse i. oig on oth espprsuh

,. suseaa,
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to us, but it will be for the general convenience to under-
stand whether the First Minister intends to go on with the
debate de die in diem, or to take up ordinary business on
Tuesday, and after Tuesday what course ho proposes to
pursue ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it would be more
convenient for the Government to take Tuesday as a
Government day. The debate eau proceed on Monday,
and, if not concluded on Monday night, it can stand over
till Wednesday. Wednesday and Thursday are not
Government days but are at the disposal of the House, and
the Government will assist to have these two days, il
required, for the hon. gentleman's motion.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. It will have to be made
a special order ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will ho so understood.
The hon. gentleman has given notice to that effect now.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 18th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

Report on Penitentiaries for the year ending 30th June
1888.-(Sir John Thompson.)

Report of the Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police Force, 1888.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

SELECT STANDING COMMITTE diýS.

Mr. LAURIER. I would move that Mr. Colter's name
be added to the Committee on Railways and Canals and
Tolegraph Linos, and also to the Committee on Banking
and Commerce. At the time the committees were struck
Mr. Colter had been elected but ho had not taken his seat.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly; that was
arranged for. I would ask that the name of Mr. Davin be
put on the Railways and Canals Committee.

Mr. LAURIER. Very well.
Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.

Bi1l (No. 38) to amend the Maritime Court Law of the
Province of Ontario. -(Mr. Charlton.)

REPRESENTATION OF KING'S COUNTY, P.E.I.

Mr. TAYLOR, Before the Orders of the Day are called
I wish to rise to a question of privilege, and I beg permis-
sion to make the following statement: I am credibly
informed and verily believe that James Edwin Robertson,
one of the members of this House for the electoral division
of King's County, P.E.I., has within the past twelve months
performed certain services for the Governmont of Canada,
namely, that ho has actedi on several occasions as medical
attendant on certain sick mariners at the outport of
Montague, in the said county of Kings, in the said Province
of Prince Elward Island, for which services I am informed
the said James Edwin Robertson has been paid out of the

*2

- public moneys of Canada. I beg, therefbre, to move the fol-
lowing resolution

That George Taylor, a member ofthatous. having stated i his pae
that lie is informed and verily believes that James âdwin Robertson
one of the members of thisf House. member for the electoral division oo
King's Oounty, P.E.1., has within the past twelve montho performed
certain services for the Goverument of Oanada. namely, that he ias
acted on several occasions as medical practitioner attending upon
certain sick marinera at the outport of Montague, in the said conty of

, King's, in the said Province of Prince Edward Island, for which services
hie is informed that the said James Edwin Robertson has been paid tut
of the public moneys of Canada; be it therefore ordered that the matter
be referred to the Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections, and
that the said committee he directed to enquire into the facto, saroh for

f precedences, and report the result of their enquiry to this House; and
whether the said James Edwin Robertson ias vacated his seat.

Mr. LAURIER. In a question of this kind it is a matter
of courtesy and of jutice, and of parliamentary practice
also, that the member whose seat is impugned should have
an opportunity to give to the House whatever explanation
he may have to give. I beg to move, therefore, that the
debate may be now adjourned.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with my
hon. friend, but perhaps that is not the best way of doing
it. I think the best plan would be that it should stand as a
notice on the Orders of the Day.

Mr. LAURIER. Very well.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Lot it be understood that
this is to be a matter of privilege, and when it is put on the
Notice Paper it can be taken up at any time; of course
giving due notice to the hon. gentleman whose seat is
affected by it.

OTTAWA AND MONTREAL BOOM 00.

Ma TISDALE (for Mr. GIRoUARD) moved second reading
of Bill (No. 23) to incorporate the Ottawa and Montreal
Boom Co.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before that motion is carried, I think
we ought to have the mover of the Bill present to give
some explanations. As I stated the other day, when
the Bill was read the first time, I believe it is a Bill
embodying the same principlo as that of the Bill
which was before the House last year, but is much more
likely to affect the navigation of te Ottawa River. I do
not know that I am specially interested in the matter ex-
cept as a public man, but I think the Bill is one of suai an
important character that the House should have the fullest
explanations before adopting it. As it is contended when
a Bill goes to a committee, that the principle of the Bill is
sustained by the House, I do not think we ought to pass a
Bill like this, about the prinoiple of which there is any
doubt, without the fullest explanation and discussion; and
this is a Bill of such importance, giving this company, as I
understand it, control of the navigation of the Ottawa
River, and the right to expropriate property for the pur.
pose of constructing booms, that we should have the fallet
explanations before we recognise its principle.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The promoter of the Bill1
the hon. member for Jacques Cartier (,r. Girouard), had *
conversation with me about this Bill. I told him I thought
the Bill exactly ofsuch a nature as the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken bas said, and I told him that so far as I was
concerned, it could not have my assent. But he assured me
that the Bill was quite different, that its object was purely
and simply for allowing the construction of one boom
somewhere on the river. I said that, under those circum-
stances, I would not object to the Bill going on, because we
could take it up in the Railway Committee, and look into
it there as thoroughly as we do into other measures; but I
warned him, that, if the Bill was intended toýgive away all
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the rights to the navigation of the river, from the Chaud-
ière Falls down to Montreal, I could not support it.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I understand to be the
meaning of the Bill.

Mr. BRYSON. I had intended to say a word or two on the
principle of this Bill, but the promoter of the Bill not being
here, 1 decided to wait util it should come before the Com-
mittee on Railways and Canals, when it would be fully dis-
cussed on its merits. To my mind it is a very serious Bill,
and one which this House should hesitate about adopting.
This company are asking for incorporation to control one
of the most important stretches of the Ottawa River, and
before the House adopts the principle of the Bill, there
ought to be some discussion on it. I regret exceedingly
that the hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill is not in the
House, for I understand that there is one clause particu-
larly that asks for control of both sides of the rivei. If the
company propose to boom both sides of the river, and also
to construct a boom across the river, it will certainly im
pede the navigation of the river, and almost entirely ob.
stin -t it. I, therefore, reserve any further comments until
the Bill comes before the committee.

Mr. TISDALE. My object in moving the second reading
was this: Any Bill of which no lon. member is prepared
to move the six months hoist should, it seems to me, go to
the committee. I do not understand that the House
assents to the principle of the Bill in carrying the second
reading, but only decides to send the Bill to the Railway
Committee, to lot that committee adopt it or not as they
see fit; and since no hon. gentleman is ready to move the
six months hoist, any discussion on the Bill would be much
more convenient in the Railway Committee than in the
House. I think the action of the Railway Committee is
always such as to justify me in saying that any Bill which
is not in the public interest does not get through tfit
committee. There is no work before the Railway Committee
and I thought we should get some of these Bills before it.
I think the Bill had botter go and be disposed of there
instead of hanging up here.

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to say one word in answer
to what the hon. gentleman has said, as his remarks might
be misleading. As I understand, the effect of the second
reading is to either adopt or reject the principle of a Bill,
and that is the proper stage to discuse the principle of the
Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
quite right in saying that in adopting the second reading
Of a Bill, as regards public measures, we adopt the prin-
citle. It las always been the practice quo ad private Bills,
which are to be looked after by committees specially appoint-
ed to examine them, that the discussion on the principle comes
up after all the details are reported by the committee,
and then, on the report of the Railway Committee, the
principle is discussed in the House and finally settled. of
course, if a measure is obviously, on its face, so objection.
able that it onght not to go to any committee, the general
principle of the Bill should be discussed on the second read-
ing; but unless there is some very obvious objection, it is
greatly to the advancement of public business that private
Bille should be sent to the various committees to he dealt
with, and thon, on the reports of the committees, comes up
the great question, whether the Bill should become law or
not.

Mr. LAURIER. It seems to me this is the very objec-
tion taken by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), namely: That the Bill should not be considered
now unless there be a very full explanation from the mover,
because it is objectionable in principle.

Sir HarOTo LANGEvIN.

Mr. MITCHELL. The right hon. the First Minister has
very properly drawn the distinction between the course to
be pursued with regard to ordinary private Bills and those
which appear to contain a vicions principle. If my hon.
friend has read this Bill, he would no doubt draw the con-
clusion that if it is not a public Bill in the sense to which ho
refers, it is quasi public. It is a Bill which asks for the
control of the River Ottawa from the Chaudèire Fallk to the
Island of Montreal, and I contend that a Bill of so much
importance, giving control over the most important tribu-
tary of the St. Lawrence, ought not to be dealt with in this
summary manner. If it goes to the country that a Bill of
this kind is before the House, and no explanation is given
cf its character, people will remain in ignorance concerning
it ; but if the mover will give the House those explanations
which are necessary, then the people will understand its
nature, and be enabled to see the force of objections which
may be made by hon. members of this House, who see diffi-
culties, from a public standpoint, in the way of at all pass.
ing this measure.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. After that statemenfi I
must ask my hon. friend to allow the Bill to stand over.

Mr. TISDALE. I have no objection.
Motion for second reading allowed to stand.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 19) to incorporate the Assiniboia, Edmonton
and Unjiga Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 20) to incorporate "The Hawkesbury Lumber
Company."- ( Ir. Labrosse )

Bill (No. 21) respecting the New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Railway Company, and to change the name of the
company to "The New Bruoiswick and Prince Edward
Island Railway Company."- (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Assets and Debenture
Company of Canada,-(Mr. Elgar.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate "The Dominion Life Assur.
ance Company."-(Mir. Trow.)

Bill (No. 25) An Act to amend the Act incorporating
"The Boiler Inspection and Insurance Company of
Canada "-(Ur. Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 31) An Act to incorporate the Red Deer Valley
Railway and Coal Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 35) An Act respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company.- (Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

JUDGE FOR THIE DISTRICT OF JOLIETTE.

Mr. TEHÈRIEN asked, Whether the Government have ap-
pointed a Judge for the District of Joliette, in the place of
the late Hon. Mr. Justice Globensky; and if not, whether
they intend to make the said appointment soon ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. A judge has not been ap-
pointed yet, but it is the intention to appoint one soon.

POPULATION OF THE PROVINCES.

Sir RICHARD CARTRIGHT asked, in estimating the
population of the Dominion at 4,946,497, what number is
assigned to each Province respectively ?

Mr. CARLING. The namber asigned to the Province
of Ontario is 2,154,786; that to Quebec, 1,479,0à6; Nova
Scotia, 483,217; New Brunswick, 345,292; Manitoba, 132,-
H24; British Columbia, 131,366; Prince Edward Island,
120,176; the Territorities, 100,000, making the total
4,p46,497.
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MIR CHARLES LE DUC.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Is Charles Leduc, of Hull, in
the employ of the Government in any capacity ? If so, in
what capacity ; in what department; when was ho employ-
ed, and what salary does ho roceive?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Leduc is in the em-
ployment of the Government, in my department. He is
paymaster and translator on the Ottawa Works, and he re-
ceives $100 a month.

MI LITIA EXPENDITURE.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin) asked, What amount has been ex
pended in pay ing for repairs and other works at the Quebec
Citadel since the first day of June, 1887 ? What amount
was voted by Parliament for such works since the date
mentioned ? What amount has been expended upon bar-
racks for "OC0" Battery, British Columbia? Is it true that
the money appropriated by Parliament to provide barracks
for "C " Battery bas been expended upon the Quebeo
Citadel ? If so, how much ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The amount expended for re.
pairs and for other works on the Quebec Citadel since the
lst June, 18b7, up to the 30th June, 1888, was $7,232,70.
The vote for construction and repairs was $'75,000, and no
particular amount was voted for the special work at the
citadel of Quebec, the vote having been granted for the
general requirements of the service. The estimates for ibe
repairs at the citadel for that period amounted to $13,080,
and the amount expended, as already stated, was $7,232.70.
The amount voted for the barracks in British Columbia for
1887-8 was $14,000 ; there was expended up to the 30th
June, 1888, 88,945.75, leaving a balance on the 30th June,
1888, of $5,054.25. No part of the money voted for the
barracks in British Columbia bas been applied for any
other purpose than that for which it was granted by
Parliament.

PISHING ON THE RIVER MATANE.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Whether the Government has
received any communication as to the right of the Federal
Govern ment to lease or license the River Matane for fish-
ing parposes ? Does the Government intend to renew the
license this year ?

Mr. TUPPER. The Government has received a commu-
nication as to the right of the Federal Government to
lease or license the River Matane for fishing purposes. The
river is now under lease for a period of nine years from
Jannary, 1887.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND FISHERIES.

Mr. PERRY asked, Have the Government appointed an
Assistant Fishery Commissioner for PrinceEdward Island ?
If so, who is ie? What is the date of the appointment, and
the amount of his salary.

Mr. TUPPER. The Government has not appointed an As.
sistant Fishery Commissioner foi Prince Edward Island,
but during the past season, owing to the increased vigi.
lance which was rendered necessary by the regulations in
reference to the lobster fisheries, Mr. Edward llackett was
appointed a fishery officer for Prince Edward Island, for
which the department have paid him $200.

MOUNT STEWART, P.E.I., WHARF.

Mir. ROBERTSON asked, Ras the Government received
any petition or application from the Government of Prince

Edward Island asking for the construction of a pier or wharf
at or near Mount Stewart, P.E.L ? Is it the intention of
the Government to proceed with the construction of snch
pier ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Two petitions have been
received asking for the construction of a wharf at or near
Mount Stewart, but the Government, as yet, have taken no
action on those petitions.

MR. JOHN A. GROSSE.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin) asked, Is John A. Grosse still in
the employ of the Qustoms Department ? If not, when did
heh resign, and what were his position and duties while so
employed

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. John A. Grosse is still in the employ.
ment of the Customs Department, but has signified his
intention to resign. His duties, while in the Customs
Department, have been upon the special agents'staffwhose
duty it is to look after smugglers.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE GR&ND RIVER, HALDIMAND
COUNTY.

Mr. COLTER asked, Is it the intention of the Govern.
mont to proceed at once with the construction ot a bridge
across the Grand River, at the village of York, in the county
of Haldimand, for which work an appropriation of 8 10,000
was made in the Supplementary Estimates of last year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter is now receiving
the attention of the Government.

CRIMINAL LAWS FOR JUSTICES OF THE PEACE.

Mr. BERNIER (Translation) asked, Whether the Gov.
ernment have furnished to justices of the peace appointed
within the past two years by the Provincial Governments
copies of the compilation of criminal laws, and if not, is it
their intention so to do?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. From the information that
roaches me fiom the Secretary of State's Department, all
the justices of the peace duly qualified have been supplied
with a copy of the compilation of criminal laws.

REGULATIONS AND ORDERS OF THE MILITIA.

Mr. DESSAINT (Translation) asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to have the Regulations and
Orders of the Militia, 1887, translated and supplied to the
French Canadian officers of the several militia corps ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to have the Regulations of the Militia translated
and supplied to the French members of the corps.

MANUFACTURE OF CIGARS.

Mr. LÉ PINE asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to reduce from 875 to $6 the license fees for
the manufacture of cigars ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The advisability of substituting for the
present a fee proportionate to the capacity of each manufac-
turing establishment is under the consideration of the
Govern ment.

PRINTING THE BUDGET SPEECH IN FRENCH.

Mr. BERGERON asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to have the "Budget Speech" printed in
French this year ?
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Mr. FOSTER. It is the intention of the Government to
have the Budget Speech printed in French this year, follow-
ing the usual practice, and in the usual proportion.

COMMERCIAL TREATIES WITH FOREIGN STATES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved:
1. That it lhas become a matter of extreme importance to the well-

being of the people of this Dominion that the Government and Parlia-
ment of Canada should acquire the power of negotiating commercial
treaties with foreiga States.

2. That an humble Address be presented to Her Majesty, praying that
she will empower Ber Representative, the Governor General of Oanada,
acting by and with the advice of the Queen's Privy Council for Canada,
to enter, by an agent or representative of Canada, into direct communi-
cation with any foreign State for the purpose if negotiating commercial
arrangements tending to the advantage of Canada, subject to the prior
consent or subsequent approval of the Parliament of Canada, signified
by Act.
He said: It is now nearly seven years since the pro-
position which forms the subject-matter of this motion was
brought to the attention of the thon Parliament of Canada
by my hon. friend, the member for West Durham (Mr.
blake). ln that interval many things have occurred, all
strongly tending, in my opinion, to justify the wisdom and
foresight displayed by that hon. gentleman in calling the
attention of Parliament in the strongest manner to the
very great importance of obtaining those rights and privi-
loges which this motion desires to secure for the people of
Canada. Sir, in that interval many important events have
occurred; much which, when my hon. friend moved his
motion, was only conjecture, is now a certainty. Many
things that might be considered at that time as hypotheEes,
are now in the region of demonttrable and ascerLained fact;
many of the excuses and objections which were thon taken
are now seen to be unfounded or, to Say the least, very
greatly exaggerated. It is not probable that more than
a comparatively small number of the hon. gentlemen who
were thon present are still in this fouse, and I
would strongly advise all those who do not recollect
distinotly the discussion which thon took place, to refresh
their memories by examining the interesting debate which
oceprred on that occasion. If they will do so, if they will
take the trouble to peruse the arguments on the one side
and tho asservations on the other, and if they will thon ex-
amine a short summary of the historical events which have
since occurred, they might almost imagine, rocalling what
occurred thon and comparing it with the facts which we
now know to have taken place, that they were perusing a
judgment of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
on some point in dispute between the right hon. Premier
of this Dominion and the Attorney General of Ontario.
I doubt whether there ever was an occasion in which the
facts, as we now know them, could more completely justify
and vindicate the course pursued by the thon Opposition,
than what occurred on that occasion. I admit that there
eis one very important difference between the circumstances
to which I allude and the result of the refusal to obtain for
us the rights and privileges we thon demanded. In the
disputes which have takon place botween the Premier of
this Dominion and the Premier of the Province of Ontario
and the Premiers of some of the other Provinces, at any
rate the injury done to the general interests of Canada was,
comparatively speaking, triffing. But this is not a question
of interference with ordinary provincial rights; this is not
a question of locking up territories of more or less magni-
tude from profitable settlement; this is not a question of
withdrawing from the control of a Province, a larger or a
smaller sum to be distributed among the followers of the
right hon. gentleman. On this occasion the course pursued
by him, the course in whioh ho was sustained by his follow
ors, was one which I amof opinion was in a.high degree calcu-
lated to stunt and paralyse the growth of this whole Dominion.
sir, we have seen in consequence, largely, of that refusal, the

Mr. BuaGou.

loss of a great opportunity, as I believe,of conferring a great
benefit upon the people of this country, and through them, in
all probability, of greatly improving therelations which sub-
sist between the two great countries with which, thongh in
diverse ways, they are closely allied. I say that opportunity
has been lost. I say more, that the sentiments and the
doctrines thon avowed, thon avowed in particular by the
right hon. leader of the Government, were calculated in no
small degree to discourage particularly those of the younger
of our population who had just and high aspirations for the
future of this country. Sir, when men are told officially by
a person occupying the position of Premier, that in an
attempt to obtain for us theights which so clearly, I think,
belong to us, rights which are necessary to a proper deve-
lopment of our resources, when they are told, as were told
on that occasion, by the man in highest authority in Canada,
supported by a majority in Parliament at that time, that
this resolution which, I may say, embraced precisely what
the present resolution does-that this resolution to obtain
the power for Canada to negotiate commercial treaties was:

" A boautful assertion of our coming strength, discounting our future,
containing an ill-concealed wish that this should be a stepping-stone te

somethinig fnrther, that in some way our independence ehould inerease
and our dependence and support decrease,an d that we should as soon
as convenient be cast on our own resources. This, Sir, wonld be an
injury, a ruin, a destruction to Canada."

Sir, I cannot but regret that such language should have
been uttered under any circumstances by a man who ocou-
pied the position of Premier of this Dominion. It is prob.
ably needless for me to say that I differ toto colo not only
with the expressions used, but with all that is contained and
implied in that paage which I have read from the speech
of the right hon. gentleman on that occasion, I think
that such sentiments are degrading and debilitating to the
country, that they are calculated to lower us in our own
eyes and in the eyes of other nations, and I hope that this
will prove to bave been the last occasion on wbich any man
holding such a high position or holding any position of im-
portance in Canada will commit himself to such sentiments
as these; and I hope that all the more because I remember
on that occasion that some members who in former times
and up to that date had always been prominent supporters
of the right hou, gentleman were found by voice and vote
recording their entire disapprobation of the sentiments which
he thon expressed. It is desirable before I go f urther that
I should allude to the objections which have been taken,
and which perhaps may be taken again to
the proposition contained in this motion. The objections
at the time were chiefiy two. One clas, who hardly
ventured to say that the demand in itself was an improper
One, thought that although there was a good deal to be said
in the abstract for the right of Canada to make ber own
bargains with foreign powers, to negotiate, at all events, ber
own commercial treaties, still that it was premature for us,
for various reasons, to which I will allude hereafter, at
that particular moment to prefer that demand. There were
others, of whom the First Minister was the leader, who
declared bluntly and boldly that it was not at all desirable
to obtain such powers, that ne were botter off acting
through other parties, acting under the protection and
through the agency of the Imperial authorities, that it was
not desirable that Canada should have agents of her own or
that Canada should speak for herself or make bargains for
herself. Now, as I have said, since that particular period
circumstances have developed in a very remarkable way.
We have had very ample proof, as I shall presently show
the House, that Canada does need the power to negotiate
her . own commercial treaties, and, what is necessarily
involved in that, that Canada does require in certain cases,
at all events, the right to appoint and to maintain
agents of her own, responsible to her Parliament and re-
ponsible to her people, who will know botter than thçse of

172
1



COMMONS DEBATES.
apy,pther copotry can do what are the real wants of the
pople of Canada, and who would keep our Government
informed of the feelings of other nations, with which it is
very important they should be well acquainted. The result
of the refusal to acduiesce in my hon, friend's proposition
were twofold : firet, a great chance of vastly improving the
position Of the people of Canada was lost for the timo being,
and, inthe next place, agreat aud needless peril was incurred,
one of which might have been obtained and the other have
been averted had that motion prevailed, had stops at that
time been taken tO obtain for the people of Canada what I,
in common with my friends behind me, believe it is our
clear right and our clear duty to obtain for her. But a
very short time elapsed 4fter the rejection of the motion
to which I have alluded before we had the amplest
possible proof in the conduct of the preliminary nego.
tiations which preceded the very important question
of the fisheries, that we were justified in making the
demand we then made. I venture to say that the whole
course of the e negotiations from the first to the last, down
to this present hour, rightly understood, is one long vin-
dication of Mr. Blake's wisdom and foresight. In those
negotiations nothing has been more clear than that the lack
of power to negotiate and the want of a resident Canadian
vgent representing us at Washington have been most pain.
filly felt. Had we possessed that power, had we had the right
to appoint our own agent, and had he done his duty, as no
eoubt he would have done, it is utterly impossible that the
Government of Canada would have been ignorant to such
an extent as they were as to what were the feelings aroused
in the United States; had the Government been wisely ad-
vised on that question, had we had an agent in Washington
to keep them acquainted with the state of affairs on the
other side of the line, we would have been saved a very
great deal of idle bluster and have been spared much sub-
s.equent humiliation. I take the ground at once that in
1North American affairs more particularly, in all that
relates to the affairs of Canada on this continent, with
all due 1espect I say that no English stateýman will
do. An English ambassador to the Government at
Washington has a great deal else to attend to than
the inteiests and rights of Canada alone. It is so of
necessity, and I do not blame him therefor; they are
controlled by other considerations when it is to the interest
of Canada that our agent should bave nothing else to do
but attend to our affairs. More than that I say, what
is known to every member here, what is known to every
man of common sense in Canada, that it is utterly impossi-
ble that an English ambassador, notwithstanding the fact
that he may have enjoyed many years of experience, eau
possibly know as weîl as one apponted by outselves either
the wants and necessities of the people of Canada, or the
particular feelings and prejudices which actuate the people
of the United States, Sir, I may have a little more to say
on this subject, but I uow simply point to it as a manifest
fact known to everybody. I say it cannot be otherwise.
It is quite impossible that an average English employé,
coming perhaps from a very distant country, coming from
an employment rot in the slightest degree calculated to fit
him for appreciating and understanding the exceedingly
difficult position in which au English ambassador will find
himeelf in Washington-it is morally impossible that our
interests can safely be entrusted in such hands. Sir, it is no
idle phrase, but it is the expression of a fundamenial truth
when we speak of the two worlds, when we declare this is the
new world and the continent of Europe the old world. I
say that everything that has occurred, notably certain inci-
dents that have occurred very recently, goes to prove, beyond
the possibility of a doubt, that Canada is no longer safe in
entrusting her intereste to an English ambassador or any
English embassy, no matter how well-intentioned they may
bl no matter how earnest may be their desire to do al they

can do-and I do not in the slightest degree deny thatthey
do desire to do all they can -to promote the interests of this
Dominion. Now, Sir, let me call the attention of this
flouse to the position in which we found ourselves placed
in the early part of the spring of 1887; and I desire to do
that the more, and I desire to emphasise that, because Iam
perfectly certain that but few of the members of this House,
and still fewer of the people of this country, at ail compre-
bond the very perilous position into which Canada had
drifted in the carly part of 1887. What was that position?
We found ourselves face to face with a non-intoreourse Bill,
supported almost unanimously by the entire Congrese of
the United States, by the entire press of the United States,
and by sixty millions of people in a state of irritation and
exasperation. We found that no public man in the United
States was willing to entertain a proposition for our benefit,
until, at any rate, we had entirely ceased fibm the treat-
ment of their fishermen of which they complained. We
found, Sir, that this non-intercourse Bill was of such a char.
acter, that it menaced us with commercial war, a thing
divided by a very narrow barrier from actual war, and I need
not say war of that character would be almost a crime
against humanity, and calculated in the bighest degree to
injure the interosts of civilisation. Now, Sir, I ask the hon.
gentlemen opposite, I ask the Prime Minister, and I ask
his colleagues, do they venture to dispute that this is a
true statement of the state of affairé in the spring of 1887 ?
Sir, I pause for a reply.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Go on.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I pause for a reply.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. You will get a reply by-
and-bye.

Sir RICH A R D CART W RIGHT. I eau well understand
the difficulty which the hon, gentleman labors under.
Probably the hon. gentlemen's memory is botter than
I may have given him credit for; probably the First
Minister is aware that the language which I have used, yes,
the very words which I have used, is nrt the language used
by me, is not the language used by my friend from Quebec
(Mr. Laurier), and is not the language used by my friend
from West Durham (Mr. Blake), but they are the exact, the
identical words which were used by a man who of ailothers
had best right to speuk for hon. gentlemen opposite; it was
the language used by their ligh Commissioner in eue, by
their late plenipotentiary, by their colleague the then
Finance Minister, when that bon. gentleman came down
to us to plead that we should not oppose the sanctioning of
the Fisbery Bill. I wish, Sir, that not only the hon. gentle-
man opposite but that others outside this flouse should
know, that in making those statements I have but copied
literally and exactly the language used by that gentleman.
I shall not hesitate to call the attention of the Houip, and
as far as I can the attention of the country, to the manner
in which Sir Charles Tupper desoribei our position in
April, 1681 Quoth that hon. gentleman when advocating
the Fishery Bill:

" Yesterday we stood face to face with the non-intercourse Bill uustain-
ed by the united action of the Senate and House of Representatives,
sustained by almost the whole presu, Republican and Democratie of the
United States, sustained with a few exceptions by a prejudiceÏ, irrit-
ated and exasperated people of sixty millions lying along oar bordera."

Sir, those are tolerably strong expressions, but the hon. gen-
tleman goes on to say:

" They said,"

referring to the arguments used by the Commissioners on
the other side,
i that such was the hostility of publie men in regard to Canada, and the
treatment by Canada of their fiahermen, that if to-morrow any relaxa-
tion of the tarif at the United Statu wau made by an At of Congrea
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it would contain a clause excepting Canada from its operations, so' as would like to ask hon. gentlemen opposite, and I wish to
to deny us its advantage." a'k this Horuse, how was it, by what interposition was il,
And further on I find that our plenipotentiary, Sir Charles that Sir Charles Tupper and the Government were suddenly
Tupper goes on to tell us : and unexpectedly awakened to a sense of the danger of the

i' We stocd face to face with a Bill providing for non-intercoure be- situation into which they had drifted ? Sir, it was not
tween the Unitel States and Canada. I need not tell you that that Bill through the British ambassador or the British embassy, but,
meant commercial war, that it meant not only the ordinary suspension as Sir Charles Tupper himself admitted, mainly throngh the
of friendly feeling and intercour3e between the twa countries, but that.
it involved much more than that. If that Bill had been brought int interposition of a Canadian resident in the United States,
operation by the proclamation of the President of the United States, I who by good fortune happened to be better aware than the
have no hesitation in saying that we stood in the relation to that great Government here or the British representative at Washing-
country of commercial war, and the lins is ver narrow which sepaae
a commercial warbetween the two countries rom an actual warates ton, of the state of feeling in the United States, and the real
What such a war would be I quote the hon, gentleman peril we were running. Sir, whatever may be said as to
What such a larw b q t n t the schemes that gentleman recommends, no man who looks
again; he declares: at the situation, no man who reads the statement of Sir

" That I consider that such would be the greatest misfortune that Charles Tupper can deny, that Mr. Erastus Wiman, for
could happen to the civilised world-a collision between the two great it is to him I refer, rendered a great and important
English-spealdng nations." service to the people of Canada on that occasion.
The hon. gentleman goes on to point out-although he
says this in cautious and diplomatic language as becomes a . Mr. DAVIES. That is, if we believe the High Commis-
fligh Commissioner-that ho felt bound to take a vastly sioner.
broader view of the situation than his hon. colleagues the Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGHT. If we take the High
Minister of Marine or the .Minister of Justice, whom he ,Commiss'oner's statement. And, Sir, if we do not take the
almost intimates, I am afraid, took a very narrow and High Commissioner's statement, if we are to suppose that
pedantic view of the real relations brtween the two coun- those gentlemen had deliberately dragged us into such a
tries at that moment. This House cannot be ignorant of position as the High Commissioner states, what are we to
what occurred on that occasion , this Ilouse cannot be think; what are we to think, if, with full knowledge, ob-
ignorant of how in April, 1887, Sir Charles Tupper in red- tained from the British embassy or anywhere else, they
hot haste made his way down to Washington, and how ho had brought us into such a position that we were separated
interviewed the American Government ; nor can they be by only a thin partition from actual war ? Now, in
ignorant that he returrned with a cletr conviction on his connection with that, I may refer to the present poeition in
mind, at any rate, of the very perilous character of the which we find ourselves. Sir, I do not pretend to approve
situation into which we bad drifted, and that forthwith, of the manner in which the late British ambassador was
upon that hon. gentleman's return, a complete and total treated by the American Government. It is quite true
change came over the whole policy of the Administration, that ho displayed great indiscretion; it is quite truc that
Now, Sir, it is not my purpose at preseont to discuss he fell into a most patent and palpable trap; it is quite true
how far the policy they adopted in 1886 was or that he did serions injury to President Cleveland in the late
was not a wise and prudent policy. But one thing campaign; and I think I may add that it is quite
is most manifest ; that be that policy good, or be that true that President Cleveland did serions injury to himself
policy bad, the moment that Sir Charles Tupper had come in the minds of many people in the United States by
face to face with the American authorities, the moment the mode in which he retaliated. But, bir, what position,
that ho had ascertained the perilous position in which again I ask, does Canada find herself in? At a critical
we stood, that instant the policy of the Government was period in our history, when it is a matter of grave import-
totally revereed. Did we hear of one solitary single seizure auce to us that our Government should be kept well advised
of American fihermen's boats durirg the whole year 1887 ? as to whit is likoly to be the intention of the incoming
(I say nothing of 1888 b cause at that time the modus Administration at Washington, we find, by reason of a per.
vivendi, I believe, was in fiul operation) but during the sonal difference botween lier Majesty's representative on
whole of 1887, according to President Cleveland, if I remem- the one hand and the American authorities on the other,ber his message aright, the American Government had that diplomatic relations have been for several months prac-
nothing to complain of, ard the American fishermen had tically suspended between the two countries. Now, Sir, I
nothing to com plain of. Why was that? Are we to say it is high time that this kind of thing should be amended.
su ppose that the conduct of the A metican fishermen in 1887 [ say, we need, and those two facts I have stated show that
difered materially from the conduct of the American fisher, we need, and that the time lias come for supplying that
men in 1886 ? No. I have not the slightest doubt that the need-we need to have agents or representatives of our own
American fishermen deported themselves in 18s7 precisely at such a point at any rate as Washington, not to speak of
as &bey did in 1886, but the Government discreetly, if not other places with which wa have important relations. That
valiantly, had seen occasion (and for that I am not disposed is becoming a necessity to us in the most ordinary times.
to blame them)-had seon occasion to alter their whole Su obis the magnitude of the interests between Canada and
policy, and from the day that Sir Charles Tupper returned the United States that if there be one point on the earth's
from Washington not one word of complaint is breathed surface where it is important to Canada to have an agent
against us by the American people, because the whole who shall keep our Government well advised, who
policy of the Canadian Government appeared to have under- shahl be responsible to the Government and people of
gone an alteration from. that moment. Now, Mr. Speaker, Canada, who shall take bis orders from us, and who shall
the position that i take is this. It is quite clear know that it is his bus ness to look after the interests
that whon Sir Charles Tupper went down to Wa-hington of Canada and nothing eise, it is there; more particularly
he had but a very imperfect apprecia ion of the situation. because at this present moment there is a very dangerous
It is quite clear the Gavornment had but a very imperfect issue unsettled in the Fisheries question. Thon there is a
appreciation of the situation. No doubt it is impossible great question raised which is likely, very largely, indeed,
it should be otherwise. The British embassy had kept them to affect the relations between this country and the United
advised to the best of their power ; but it is perfectly olear, States; and I say, Sir, that this double power, the power to
and it was adimitted in substance by Sir Charles Tupper negotiate without reference to a distant power, the power
himself, that until the time he went down to Washington, to appoint an agent of our own, is becoming hourly and
he was quite unaware of the real position of things. Sir, I daily, more and more essential to the good government andi
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development of Canada. Sir, in my opinio4., we have lost
a great deal by our inaction in this matter, and we stand te
lose a great deal more. Looking at the correspondence
which passed between Sir Charles Tupper and Mr. Bayard,
looking to the language President Cleveland used in De-
(cmber, 1886, even at the very moment when he was warn-
ing our Government of the risks they would run if they
persisted in the policy they had adopted in the early part
of that year, it is quite clear that a considerable number of
American statesmen were not indisposed to treat with us,
if we were disposed to treat with them on fair and reason
able terms. One of the consequences which I deplore
from the refusal to satisfy what was then a felt want,
one of the consequences that will follow if the present
Parliament is ill-advised enough to take no steps in
that direction, is this: that such a refusal undoubt-
edly tends te degrade and dispirit our people-that it
is undoubtedly a thirg which lowers us in our own eyes
and in the eyes of our neigh bors. Whon it is clear, as it is
on every page of these voluminous fishery reports which
have been brought down, that we can take no action on our
own part at all, that we must go from post te pillar, that
we muet refer our communications te the Foreign Office or
the Colonial Office, as the case may be, who muet send them
to the British ambassador at Washington, to be by him
transmitted te the American Government, whose answer
travels, by the same circumlocution back te Canada, after
months have elapsed, I say the time has come when the
position of things should be handled boldly. I say, though I
do net in tho least dispute the good intentions of the British
amb.assador, that veiry often hoeis pet fectly uselas te us, and
under certain circumstances bis advocaicy may be downright
injurious to our case. Our business is not bis business, at
any rate is net his sole business, or that to which ho is
bourd or disposed to pay the most regard; and the
circumstances are such that even if tho British
embassy desired most earnestly to consuIL the good
of Canada and the good of Canada alone, they do
net and cannot possess the requisite knowledge and inform
ation te put our case one-half as well as Ministers of our own
Privy Council or agents appointed by ourselves. Now, Sir,
let us see what would be the result of manfully prcsbing
this claim of ours. Not the least valuable result would be
that it would give us a clear understanding of the po.ition
we occupy. 1, for my part, do net in the slightest dogree
believe that, if this proposal were properly placed before
the British Government, the British Goverunment would
refuse te consider it in a favorable light. We bave no
ground for supposing such a thing. On the contrary, the
whole course and current of their dealings with us goes to
show that the British Government are perfectly willing to
listen to any reasonable proposition on our part. If they
should intimate te us that it is a power they couId fnot grant,
then it will be time, but net till thon, te consider our
position. For myself, I have te say this: I cannot at ail
agree with the First Minister or with his tollowing in suppo.
sing that we are te consider our present po ition a finality.
I say that, naturally and inevitably, this, which is, at the
bet, but a tadpole sort of extence, muet come te a termi-
nation. I say that the question is in the minds of those who
care for the future of Canada, is rather whether this form of
existence bas net lasted too long already. I say that the
true end of Confederation, in the mind of every true Cana
dian, in the mind of every man who is honest in bis con-
victions, is te pave the way for faller rights and powers and
for a fuller manhood than we iow possess. What were the
excuses te 'which we have been treated heretofore ? These
hon. gentlemen told us, when we made this proposition
before-some of them, at any rate -that although in
the abstract they did net object te this, yet that we were
tee hasty, that we had net succeeded at the time in
inoorporating British North America into one grand
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whole, and, that, even when we had incorporated it, we
had not perfected the material bond so as to enable us to
look upon that incorporation as a reality. Weil, these
pleas, at any rate, are now at an end. We may bave proceeded
too hastily in our work, we may have been not altogether
wise and discreet in the mesures we have adopted, but, at any
rate, the thing is done-it is donc after one fashion or the
other, and wu are now responsible far the good govern ment
and management of the whole Dominion of Canada from the
Atlantic to the Pacific; and, being so repensible, I say that
the time bas come for taking the next step, and that this
step -the right to make our own treaties, the right in certain
cases to appoint our own agents-is the proper, necessary,
and inevitable one from which no man who desires to sec
Canada develop itself as much as she can with ber resources
develop herself, will ask to recede. Why, at this moment,
and the right bon. the Frst Miniter knows it well-and I
presume bis followers know it well-we are responsible for
the good government of that immense area. We cannot
loak for help in defending that, at any rate, for any material
or substantial help. If Canada is to be defonded, she must
be defended by Canadian arms and Canadian heart , and she
need not and ought not to look for any other assistance to
do it. The right hon. gentleman has assented to that posi.
tion, and the inevitable consequence is this, that if we are
responsible, as I say we are, for the defence and good
management of Canada from the Atlantic to the Pacific,
we should bave full power to make commercial trea'ies,
to appoint agents, and to advise and instruct our Gov.
ernmenit when and how this best can be brought abni.
I can see no reason for eupposing that the Britimsh Gov.
ornment, when this necessity is fairly put before them,
would raise any objction to granting us those powers.
What, after ail, do we ask for ? We ask that Her Majesty
the Qaeen of Canada, acting by and through the Parlia-
ment anj Privy Council of Canada, should use ber prero-
gative to appoint agens, as she most undoub'edly bas the
power to do, to deal with foeign States on our bohalf.
Why, Sir, the right hon. the First Ministor, if bis followers
do not, must know quite well that powers greater than
those, that powers, not of making com mercial treaties alone,
but of peace and war, were codd to au ordinary truding
company, in the person ofthe Honorable the East Indian Com-
pany which, for years and years, and I believe the thinig was
acknowleIgud by English courts, used to make commercial
treaties, aye, and used to make war and depose priro.s and
annex territories, almost as large as North America, at
their own sole will and pleasure ; nor were they ever called
upon by the Briti8h Government to account for their exer.
cise of those powers. I do not think this is a case in which
precedents will avail us much. I do not think, for my part,
that any position at all analagous to ours is to be found in
the known world, or bas ever existed for the matter of
that; but as I am aware that some of these bop. gentlemen
are exceedingly anxious that every step we take should be
fortifie 1 by precedent, I wli just briefly read to them, as
embodying to a considerable extent my view, et any rate,
of the position of the people and Parliament of Canada,
some remarks which I notice were made not long ago in
another place by an eminent judge, now a senator, appoint.
ed by the First Minister bimself. Speaking of the position
of Canada that bon. gentleman used these words:

" We Canadians are part of the Empire in confederation, under a
common sovereign, yet with a constitution similar in principle to that of
the United Kingdom. We Canadians bave the making, moulding and
developing ot the law, the recognition, or rejection of principles which
shall prevail in our community, and to us it belon gs exclusively to enact
and declare, as a Parliament, in ail concerns the welfare and good
government of Oanada."
And such powers, as I assert in this motion, do most un-
doubtedly concern the welfare and good government of
Canada. Now, I say this House, if it has any function, is
here for the purposoeof trying to build up a nation at the
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e .liest nsiible moment. That is what we are here for;
atd if w" lo not rec'gniise that, I say that we are false to
our principles and traitors to the people of Canada who
sent us here. I will go further, and say if that is not the
object of sending"ns bore, if that was not the object of Con-
federation, we would have been botter off as we were. I
say we have been wasting time and energy to exceedingly
little purpose. I know much of the difficulty which un.
doubtedly attends the good government of Canada is due to
the uncertainty of our position in many ways. I know that
bas an influence in two ways to our detriment. I know
that that uncertainty, that lack of such powers as we now
desire to obtain, is one cause why many of the best im-
migrants who come to the New World pass us by ; I know
that is one of the causes why we are unable to retain a
great many of the best of those who come to us; aye,
Sir, and why a great many of the best of our
young and enterprising men are found leaving us
from day to day. Our present status as a depend-
ency-say what you like of it-is but a low
one. It is not a status of full manhood, of
full freedom and oapacity to deal with our own
interests. This is felt, and felt strongly, by others
than ourselves. This is a sentiment which is not in the
slightest degree confined, I am happy to say, to hon. gen.
tlemen on this side of the fouse. Bût the other day,
although I cannot say that I agreed with that gentleman
on all points, I had an opportunity of perusing a speech
made by no less a person than the president of the Imperial
Confederation League, a distinguished momber of this House.
And it may be interesting to hon. gentlemen opposite to
know what such a gentleman, who, if my memory serves
me right, bas been declared to supply the missing brains of
a large number of others in that league-it may be interest-
ing to these gentlemen to know what that hon. gentleman
stated as to our present position: IlDo yon know," quoth
Mr. President, "that Canadians are not yet free. Wars
may take place, and treaties dealing with Canadian inter-
ests may be made without the Canadian people having the
rigbt to utter a single word regarding them. I desire to
have the full rigbts of a British subject, and for that reason
think that Canadians should be admitted to the Imperial
Parliament." I do not agree with that gentleman on all
points, but he bas stated the exact and literal truth in what
he said as to the present incomplete status of the people
of Canada, which he desired to amend in one way
and which I desire to amend in another. But I
am willing to believe that the objects of both of us
are alike, to raise ourselves from the present low plane of
political existence, to one higher and more worthy of the
people to whom we belong, and, I will add, to the people
from whom we sprung. The Governmont have made, I
admit, an attempt-a feeble attempt-to meet this want. I
refer to their action in the appointment of a High Commis-
sioner who, in some mysterions way, was to fulfil all the
funetions, al] the duties, all the responsibilities which we
would rather devolve on persons appointed by us to deal
directly with the Governments with wbom we come in
contact. I have nothing to say against the abilities of the
gentleman who first filled, or the gentleman who at present
fills that office. I dare say they did, on the whole, ail that
it was possible for them to do. My objection is different.
My objection is that they are in the wrong place, after all
said and done, and that they are obliged to act in the wrong
way. It will not do, at any rate, it will not do any longer,
for the people of Canada to speak through the montbs of per-
sons who are not resporsible to them and are not
appointed by them. Our commissioner bas of
necessity, in bis dealings with foreign governments,
in bis dealings with foreign authorities, to act
through and under the orders, to a very great extent, of
the British Foreign Office and of the British ambassadors;
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nor can it be otherwise so long as the present state of affaisa
lasts. I do not for one moment desire to disguise from the
House that my main aim in bringing forward this motion is
to aid and assist in carrying out the policy which I advocat-
ed a year ago on the floor of this louse. I tell the hon.
gentleman that I hold it of supreme importance that we
should have a perfectly free hand in dealing with the
people of the United States. I say that is of the vastest
importance not merely to Canada, but to England and lo
the Empire at large. I am not going to inflict-it is not
necessary to my present purpose-any long array of
statistics on the louse, and yet I cannot forbear calling
attention for a few brief moments to certain most remark.
able facts which are revealed to as in the volume of Trade
and Navigation whieh was laid on the Table a fow weeks
ago. Sir, it is clear that, with the exception of England
and her Colonies, our commerce with the United States is
of incalculably more value to the people of Canada than
our commerce with all the rest of the world-ten times
over. How stands the case ? We find that, last
year, the total volume of our trade was 8193,-
000,000. Of that the United States alone took
891,000,000 export and import. Our trade with nearly
every other country in the world, not excepting Great
Britain, declined considerably. Our trade with the United
States alone showed an increase of $9,000,000 on a trade of
891,000,000. If we look to the exports of our own pro-
duce, the case becomes stronger still. We find that we ex.
ported of the produce of the people of Canada-our own
articles of produce-878,297,000 worth. Deducting the
amount exported to Great Britain and ber Colonies, which
was 8.37,000,000, the balance remaining was S41,297,000,
and of that the United States alone took from us
837,323,161; so that, excepting Great Britain and her
Colonies, our trade with the United States iq nine times as
great as our total trade with all the rest of the world put
together. And the increase in the amount of producta
which they took from us in that one year alone auïounted
to the total volume of our trade with all the rest of the
world except Great Britain and ber Colonies. Why, we
find that in articles of the mine they took 83,341,000; in
fisheries, $3,128,000; in the articles from the forest, 8 10,622,-
000; in aericultural products, 810,300,000; in manufac-
tures, $1,632,000; and in miscellaneous, 8701,000; so
that, out of our five principal articles of export, the
United States were beyond comparison our best
customers for the articles of the mine, for the
fisheries, for the produce of our forests and our agricultural
products. They were the beet customers we had, and the
only customers we had in whose case there was a large
and manifest increase. Now, in dealing with other coun-
tries, I am quite willing to admit that it is of less moment
to us to be kept advised of the temper and possibly of the
prejudices of the people with whom we have to deal; but
I say that, in dealing with the United States, we have had
the clearest possible evidence which any man can conceive
that, in the first place, we run great risks unless we are
kept well advised as to all that happens in that great
country, and in the next place, that we cannot at all depend
upon our present sources of information to give us any
accurate advice as to what the Americans may be feeling
or as to what they may be intending to do as far as we are
concerned. Therefore I say it is indispensable that we
should be well advised as to the progress of events, that it is
indispensable that we should be able to seizi the best moment
for negotiating with them, that it bas become clear that it will
not do that we should be compelled, when the favorable
moment occurs, to make a reference to a distant power 3,000
miles away, and above all that it is for the manifest interest
of the two countries-for the manifest interest of Great
Britain no less than ouirselves-that there should b3
free and frequent intercourse between the men who are

176



COMMONS DEBATES.
charged with the government of Canada and the men who
are charged with the government of the United States. I
repeat that that is beat for ns and that it is best for England
too. I think now hon. gentlemen opposite will understand,
if they ever had any doubt about it, that there is no waver.
ing in the policy adopted by this side of the House. We
are prepared to carry out the propositions which we hereto.
fore propounded to the House, and we are not disposed to
shrink from the natural results of those propositions.
We say that these are our clear right. We say that,
though there might have been before a sort of lame
excuse for regarding our proposal as a sort of abstract pro-
position, because, as was then alleged, foresooth, we were in
the midet of a fiscal experiment, because we were cherishing
some dreams, many of which have, as we know to our cost,
proved utterly futile, yet now we have the absolute need of
the power which we dernand. More than that, I assert that
the effect of perpetual pupilage to which hon. gentlemen
would condemn us lowers us not only in our own
eyes but in the eyes of our neighbors, and that it
is partially responsible for the political debasement
that very many of us have regretted to see creep-
ing over this country for some years past. Now, I
know that there are hon. gentlemen here who, when-
ever a question of this kind comes up, affect to think that
it is necessary for them to consider how it will harmonise
with the policy of the parent state. Sir, I have to say
this, in the first place, England is very well able to take
care of herself. English statesmen are in the habit of
considering measures in the English Parliament according
as they will or will not promote the interests of Englaind,
ard 1 say that it is the duty of Canada's representatives,
and of Canadian statesmen, first and mainly to consider
what is for the interest et Canada. But I am quite willing
to admit that although there is a good deal of hypocrisy
about all this professed desire to do nothing which can
clash with the interests of England, particularly when I
see this desire expressod by men who have not r-crupled to
adopt a policy in utter contradiction to the avowed
policy of Great Britain, a policy which is continually
reducing the volume of our trade with Great Britain,
a policy which is enlarging, in spite of all obstacles,
our trade with the United States, although I know that
much of the language used bas no honest foundation
at all, I am quite willing to admit that there are a consider-
able number among us who do honestly desire in promot-
ing the welfare of Canada, to promote the welfare of England
also; and to these men on both sides of the House, I say
that I believe it will be found, I am pretty certain that it
will be admitted by all the more advanced English states
mon, at any rate, that the true policy for« England to
adopt is, under existing circumstances, to devolve upon
Canada the direct control of North American affaire. I say
that this is really very much more dignified and very much
safer, too. Under existing circumstances the tact of
Canada having to approach the authorities of the United
States, not speaking for herself, but speaking through the
mouth of the British ambassador, is very little more than
just a temptation to the baser sort of American politicians
to hurt us for the sake of affronting England. I have no
doubt that the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), were
he free to speak, could give the House some valuable evi-
dence on that point. I know that we could obtain redress
for any grievance of which we would have to complain
quite as readily through our own agent as if we spoke
through the mouth of an English Minister at Washington.
Now, Sir, it is no business of mine to criticise the conduct

of the English Government, but I willsay this: that the more
fact, that to day, under the circumstances with which we
are familiar, knowing as the English Goverrnment do, know-
ing as we all do, the enormous importance, in every point
of view, that Great Britain and the United States should be
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in thorough accord, it is a tolerable evidence, althongh a
secondary evidence, of the truth of many things that I have
said here to-day, that, whereas, it is manifest that there is
no post whatever in the English diplomatie service which
calls for higher abilities, which needs a higher class of men,
than the post of British Minister at Washington; yet to
this day, I believe, according to the technical rules of Eng-
lish diplomacy, the British Minister at Washington fille
but a third-rate, or, at best, but a second rate position in the
English diplomatie corps. I think I am correct in saying
that he is inferior, even to an official, comparatively, of
such minor importance as the British ambassador at
Madrid. I know that there may be considerations of petty
technical etiquette whith have brought this thing about ;
but I say that it is hardly satisfactory to us, nor do I be.
lieve that it ought to be quite satisfactory to the English
Government that this should be the case. We have seen
to our cost that it is imperatively necessary for England, if
England wants to promote good will between herself and
the United States, that she should be represented at
Washington, not by mon of inferior grade, or, it may be,
of inferior capacity, but by the bost and»most distinguished
men which England can produce. Now, Sir, I desire briefly
to summarise the results at which we have arrived. In the
first place, I lay down as a self-evident proposition, what
I think hon. gentlemen on the other side are hardly in a
position to contradict, that our position, to all intents and
purposes, is without precodent or parallel. We hore, the
Pari lament and the Government of Canada, are responsible
in the highest sense for the good government of nearly half
a continent. Alihough sitmilar obligations and responsi.
bilities may be, and in some circumstanoes have been,
imposed on other communities situated like ourselves,
there is this most material difference, that we alone are
side by side, for more than 3,000 miles, with a frontier
interlaced and interwovon in every conceivable way
with one of the greatest powers now existing in
the world, if not, potentially considere:, the every
greatest. Sir, under those circumstances where do we find
ourselves ? We find ourselves with power to do almost any
amount of mischief, with power, as Sir Charles Tupper
showed clearly enough, to embroil the two Governmenta,
but practically belpless for any good or useful purpose. I
say the time bas come when that situation, which was long
felt to be inexpedient, is fast becoming intolerable; [ say
that indirectly it is responsible, in no inconsiderable degree,
for the exodus of a very considerable proportion of the best
of our population, that it is responsible, also, to some
extent, for the inferior quality and quantity, perhaps not
so much of the immigrants who come here, as of the immi-
grants who, having come here, and understanding the
positioâ, elect to remain with us. I say that the knowledge
that we occupy a comparatively low political position
goes a long way to account for the lack of a wholesome
public spirit, and for the failure to.weld our Provinces into
one compact whole. Now, for all this I say the
natural and appropriate renedies are such as we point ont.
I do not say that this resolution, if it carries, will effect all
that we desire, but I do say that power such as we ask,
to manage our own affairs, power to act independently,
particularly if we use it as we ought to use it, to come to a
better understanding and better terms with the United
States, particularly if we use it, as we ought te use it, to
foster friendly relations between the United States and the
mother country, would, to a very large extent, contribute
to do away with the evils to which I have alluded. More
than that-and I challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to
contradict it-I say that Canadians are best able to deal
with Canadian interests, and that more especially in all
North American affairs, Canadians posseus naturally and
instinctively the knowledge whicb can only be obtained in
the case of English officials by long and prortacted
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experience in American affairs. And I say, what privilege of sending free fruit from the United States,
is patent to all, that we have a thousandfold more to this Dominion was attempted te be withdrawn by a
interest in maintaining good and friendly rela ions petty tax on the packages in which that f uit came into
with the United States in particular than it is possible this country? Rave we not seen lately, only the other day,
for any English officials to possess. Now, Sir, to all tbis, contrary to 1heaadvice of every man competent to speak on
wbat sort of reply are we likely to getl? If I am tojudge the subject, those hon gentlemen deliberately challenging
from some of the statements I bave seen in the press which the United States by the neediss and foollsh imposition of
is subsidised by, and which supports hon. gentlemen opï o- an extra du ty on exported loga? The fact is this: firet, they
site, I am sorry to say that many men appear to think do their best by smail, petty indignities to disgust and
that it is fitting for Canadians to crawl rather than to stand irritate the Government of the United States, and then tley
upright. Why, we are told by some of these men: Suppose plead that the United States will not make a bargain witl
the British Government do not like your proposal, suppose them. I will tell the bon. gentlemen when they may
the British Government were to tbreaten to let you go, with sore degree of propriety say that the United
what would become of you, wbat would you do, where States will not make a bargain wfth the people of Canada.
would you go, where would you bc ? Ail I have to say is When Canada possesses a capable and upriglt Ministry,
this, that if this sort of cowardly utterance is to be the when that Ministry ha@ succeeded in proving to the people
outcome of twenty-one years of Confederation, our time, as of the United States, and to the Government of the United
I said before, has been worse than wasted. I say for my States, that tbey are actuated by feelings of sincere
part: out on such dastards! ls it true that Canada is in- friendsip and a desire te le geod neighbors, when Canada

abited by five millions of cowards ? Sometimes, looking bas oblained the riglt to make lir own bargains
at the outrages to which our people have stooped to submit, with that country and other countries, when Canada las a
I almost fear sucl is the case, although I cannot bring right to appoint ber ewn agents, when she las feit ler
nyself to believe that when the facts aie known and the way, as in a matter of such importance ale slould feel ler
case is fairly presented to them they will be found for one way, and proceeded cautionsly, and when under these
moment to entertain the cowardly plea set ont in their be- circumstancs the people of Canada have offered fair
half. I ask, for what purpose does this House of Commons and îeasonahle terms to the people of tle United States,
ait here ? Ia it to discusî and to promote measures calcu- then, if tbat offer were refused, we would le justified in
lated to advance the welfare of the people of Canada, or is saying te our people that a very good oppertunity lad been
the bighest aspiration of the majority of this Bouse to play lest some tire ago by tle folly and obstinacy of tle Govern-
the part of jackal Io the Canadian Pacific Railway or the ment of Canada, and that we must wait fer some favorable
Mar.Lfacturers Association ? We are told that this is a opportunity, until tbe misebievous impression produced by
great step onward, and therefore we must be cautious; tbat the foolish conduet of the Government bas lad lime te sub-
great consequences may be involved, that we do not know aide. But, as the malter stands, we cannot say that the
what is likely to come out of taking any such position as people of the United States are net disposed te make a bar-
this. Well, I admit it is a great step onward, and a gain with us. Why, ail tbcse conditions I have mentioned
great step in the rigbt direction too. I admit that grave are absent. Cânada bas not a capable and upriglt Min-
consequences are involved or may be involved in it, and I istry, Canada las net tbrough its Minimters slowêd lerself
say it is high time these consequences should be considered sincerely desirous of cultivating neighborly relations with
and these issues, whatever they may be, should be faced.the United States, Ganadu bas not the power te make lir
But, Mr. Speaker, I deny emphatically that these parties ewn commercial treatJes, Canada bas net the power to ap-
have the slightest right whatever to assume, as they do as- peint ler ewn agents, Canada las net offered fair and
same, that the British Government or the British people, pro- reasonable terma, in trade matteis at ail events, te the
vided always the case be fairly and honestly stated to them, United States.
will have any objection to the proposition which I now sub- Sir JOHN A MACDOZALD. Hear, hear.
mit,justas I deny, and deny mostemphatieally, thatany man
here or elsewhere has the right to assume that if fairly and Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, Canada bas net
honorably treated the Government and people of the United and until tlese things are done il la ntterly preposterous
States would be found unfriendly to the Government and on our part te argue for one moment that the United States
people of Canada. If, as bas been alleged, that be the case, would refuse fair and reasonable terma offered at the proper
if the Government and people of the United States are te- moment in the proper pirit. I have deliberately omitted
day actuated by unfriendly and hostile feelings to the people net a littie bearing epecially on our position as regards the
of Canada, then I say it is not the fault of the people of United States which perlapa might have strengthened ry
Canada, but it is very largely the fanit of the policy of the argument in seme respects, and Ihave omitted it, net
present Government. Sir, we see it constantly alleged that because I ar in the aligltest degree afraid te speak what I
the United States will not treat with us. This is false. believe te le the trutl on these points, but because I ar
We know perfectly wèll that the highest authorities in the willing 10 deal witl this subjeet generally in the broadeat
United States held out the olive branch to these gentlemen possible aspect. This fouse lasnew an epportunity te
nearly two years ago. We know how that proposition was show of what metal it is composed; thia flouse lasthe
received, that the door was shut in those men's faces. We eppertunity te show wbether it desires te assiat the just
know that after that, although they were cautious in word, and righteeua aspirations of Canadiana for a large meaure
our Government showed, and showed, I am sorry to say, of power lu their own affaira, or wletler, 50 far as it can
only too clearly, they were not actuated by feelings et do, it a dispeaed te remain in a state of political childlood.
genuine and sincere friendship towards the people of the No little dependa, I admit, on the answer this House may
United States. Must I recall to the House the scene which give, and atili more dependa on the answer the people et
took place here about a year ago, when hon. gentlemen op. Canada may cheese te give te the proposition we new
posite rose in their places to refuse to implement their own submit. I do net at ail desire te cenceal frornyeu, Mr.
statutory offer to the people of the United States, and when Speaker, or this fouse, that there are rany thinga ef im-
they were taken by the throat by the High Commissioner, portance involved in Ibis proposition. I have ne doubt in
the then Finance Minister, and compelled ignominiously to my own mmd there are questions of great gravity now on-
recede from the position which they had declared that gaging the attention of the public, and more particularly of
no man but a traitor could recede from ? Have we not the yeunger portion of -he oommunity. Mon are boginuing
seen, to the disgrace of Canada be it said, that the te ask theimaelves on ail banda wletlir thiâ Confoderation
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is to be a political cul de sac, or whether it is to be, what the
hon. gentleman says that it never should be, a stepping-
stone to a higher form of political existence. Sir, tbey are
asking this, further: if we are to remain forever in a state
of dependency, whether Confederation was worth ail or hall
the sacrifices we made to obtain it ? Sir; for our part we
neither fear te state the problem, nor do we fear to work
out the solution. I believe that if the people of Canada do
possess the spirit which befits them, if they possess the
spirit of freemen, if they are worthy of their ancestry, they
will welcome such a task instead of shrinking from it. I
repeat again that if they do not posess such a spirit, if we
find that they shrink from such a task, then, in my judg-
ment, the twenty-five years that have been spent in at-
tempting to work out Confederation have been worse than
wasted. We have gone back and not forward in that case
in the matter of political education. 1, for my part,
hope for botter things. I believe that all the people of
Canada require is to have those facts fully and fairly pre-
sonted to them. Ail they require is to be made aware of
what is wanted, of the opportunities that have been lost, of
the perils that have been incurred, and of the real character
of the proposition which we submit. Sir, when that is
done, when the people do know that all we ask and all we
demand is simply permission to manage our own affairs, to
appoint our own agents to deal with other nations as we
see fit, to make the best terms we can with our neighbors
across the lino, and with any nation wilhng to enter into
similar relations with us, then Sir, I believe that with
scarce a dissentient voice on the part, at any rate, of all
those who desire to see Canada become what Canada ought
to be, they will agree with the motion whiuh I have now
the honor to move in this House.

Mr. FOSTE R. Mr. Speaker, whatever may be said of
Her Majesty's loyal Opposition in this House as to the
rightness of their principles and the practicability of
their methods, 1 think it will never be alleged against them
that they lack variety or that they are wanting in ver-
satility of movement. My hon. friend (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) who has just taken his seat started out by saying
that much had o3curred since 1882, and in that sentiment
I entirely agree with him. Much has occurred since 1882;
but to the student of the political history of Canada in
after days, there will be nothing more amusing, if not more
interesting, than the strange variations which the party
known as the Liberal party in Canada bas undertaken since
1882 and carried out up to the present time. Sir, in 1882
we found that party solidly planted with both feet upon the
solid basis of free trade. They would make no compro-
mise with the enemy. Protection even to a limited extent
was a crime and a blunder, vicious in its conception, and
it could not help being terribly injurious in its result.
If they had to fight the question in Canada for
that year or more years, no matter how long, they
would take their stand upon the eternal principles of
right and justice, so far as it affected trade, and
they would stick to the freest possible trade in this
country, and the quickest possible taking-off ofthe trammels
Of protection. Time went on and something occurred.
The elections of 1887 were near at hand, and just a little
while, only a little while, before the time when the people1
should be called upon to poli their votes, that party, whichi
planted itself on the bed-rock of the principles of free trade 1
through their leader of that time (not their leader of to-1
day), who spoke for his party, and who spoke after consul-i
tation with my hon. friend who has just taken his seat (Sir1
Richard Cartwright), declared that so far as Le and his j
party were concerned those who believed in and those who
profited by protection in this country had nothing to fear1
if they should return his party to power; they had nothing'
to fear, beoause as the people had once, twioe, yea, on many 1

occasions in bye-elections outside of the general elections, de.
vlared that they required a policy of protection, protection
was therefore a fixed fact in this country that neither ho nor
bis party would be found attempting to disturb it. Well,
Sir, the elections of 1887 passed, and the people did not
listen to the voice of the charmer though he charmed ever
s0 wisely. Tho resuit of that eleetion brought about a
very sudden change. Thon it was no longer free trade
to be fought out to the end, then it was no longer pro-
tection to be upheld as they asserted it would bo if
they came into power; but, inside of a month or two,
after the people had spoken at the polis many of the
foremost mon of the party, and of the foremost papers
of the party, were tound in full cry in this coun-
try in favor of commercial union, or a customs union,
by which to hand over the tariff and fiscal regulations of this
country, inevitably and certainly, into the hands of the peo-
ple of a foreign country, to band over the fiscal government
of a population of five millions to the power of a people
of sixty millions. It was not long before a cry arose, a
voice as out of the wilderness, in the person of my hon.
friend who sits for South Ontario (Mr. Edgar), who declared
that it would not be right to take the Customs bouses away.
The party hoard the cry, and the party leaders brought
thoir followers into lino, and the party papers followed
suit, and inside of six or eight months commercial union
was thrown to the dogs, and a brand new policy of urire-
stricted reciprocity was formulated before the people, and
formulated last Session in this louse. Upon that the lead-
ers of the party, and the papers representing the party, de.
claied that they would fight out this battle if it took, notono,
but many, many summers, and they would never lay down
their arms until they were successful. Wall, Sir, we come
to the present time, and something else bas occurred. The
policy of unrestricted reciprocity, in its own manty dress,
in its own form, apparent and real to the people, bas been
laid aside,-

Several hon. MEMBERS. No, ne.
Mr. FOSTER-and from a musty shelf bas been taken

down this skeleton which, for nineteen years, bas slept
upon that shelf with only an hour or two of vigorous
shaking in 1882, administered in a vain attempt to arouse
it to a vigorous life. They have now laid aside thoir
policy of unrestricted reciprocity, or, if they have not done
it, they have-not the manliness to stand to their colors. My
hon. friend thought we were surely not five millions of das-
tards and cowards. May be we are not five millions of dastards
and cowards, but, as I live, I think thore may be some of
that class when a party which declares for a principle, and
which declares that it shahl fight for that principle to the
bitter end, for some reason or other, lays it aside, or, if they
do not lay it aside, cover it up with a mask and refuse togo
to the country on a manly, open, plain, honest statement of
their position. But one thing that occurs, occurs in only one
way. Justsosurely as theold worshipper in Palestineturned
his face towards Jerusalem when ho worshipped, jist so surely
as the old blussulman had his journeys pointed towards
Meeca, just so, whatever changes, whatever modes, forms or
fashions of political garments these gentlemen don or take
off, they always turn in the end towards the United States
of America. Sir, the resolution of to-day isdifferentfrom the
resolution of 1882 and from the resolution of 1870, in this par-
ticular, and I invite the attention of the louse to it. In 1870
the gentlemen who supported Mr. Huntington's resolution
supported a resolution which declared that it was bet that
this power should be obtained, that it would be well to have
a customs union with the United States, or a continental
union, but which also doclared for the integrity and per-
manency of the Empire, when it said that the supreme
power, which alone has the right to make treaties and to
ratify them, should beo onsulted and should have the rati-
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fication of the result of the negotiations, whatever they
were. Inl 1882,in that ponderous resolution which was
sprung upon the House by the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (àfr. Blake), that condition was not to be found; but he
did have the grace to include the British possessions with
foreign states. Butin this resolution the bridges have all been
burut. Not only have the Imperial power and the Imperial
interest been unrecognised, but it is no longer thought
worth while by my doughty and gallant friend on the other
side of the louse to take account of the British possessions.
Now, ho asks solely and wholly that we should have the
right to negotiate treaties with foreign states, and with
foreign states alone; and when lie comes down to the gist
of his argument, he has mentioned no foreign state, no
principality, no power, outside of the United States of
America; and ho las declared fully and finally, so that we
can no longer doubt it, that what he wants is unrestricted
reciprocity with the United States, and that the only way
in which ho hopes now to get it is, not by
an open, honest and manly assertion of his principles,
but by first obtaining this power from the British Gov-
ernment to place our relations with the mother country onj
a different basis, and in the future, somehow or other, to1
get at the object which, in an unguarded moment, he said1
e bad in view, by a roundabout way, through powersi

which he hopes to obtain. My hon. friend in his resolutiont
states that it is of extreme importance to the well.being off
the people of Canada that this power should be claimed and(
granted and exercised freely. If it is ofextreme importance,1
of such extreme importance that the status quo is to be1
charged, it devolved upon the hon. gentleman to give us1
sufficient reasons for the changirig of the position which we1
now occupy towards the mother country. It was not simply
his place to notice some objections which could be made
against it, but, in the very spirit of his own resolutiori, it
was his place to show that it was of such extreme impor-f
tance to the well-being of this country as to justify a move-1
ment in such a direction. I leave to the flouse and the1
country to say whether my lon. friend bas advanced posi-s
tions, brought arguments, and used proofs sufficient to estab.1
lish that position. Now, Sir, wc may ask ourselves, in the firstè
plaee, whether within the last few years there has developed1
any crisis ot sufficient importance to make it the first objectT
of this country to change the relation in which we haveE
hitherto stood to the mother country, and to embarkt
upon this new, untried and unknown way. And, first,c
with reference to the well-being of Canada: Has anythinga
occurred in the internai history of Canada, in its material i
progress or otherwise, which makes it a point of the utmost b
importance that a change in the status quo should be
brought about ? I think not. I think the Dominion of b
Canada during these last years bas made within its own É
borders great progress; I was almost saying unexampledc
progress, and I do not think I should have been wrong if I
had stated so, I know that my hon. friend who leads the a
Opposition took occasion to teach the people of Ontario n
during the recess, that since 1867 there had not been one n
single iota of progress made in this Confederation. But, C
Sir, I dissent from that. From 1867 to the present time, 1 h
say Canada's progress ias been large, has been important, t
has been almost unexampled in the history of the worid. t
What, Sir, has she done ? Out of the disconnected parts and t
Provinces which made up this vast territory, she has built u Cp

a consolidated whole, a union of aentiment and of peoples d
which is rapidly throwing off the old garments of narrowness, G
sectionalism and provincialism, and putting on the new gar- a
ments of a life which is instinct with hope and promise. In i.
that time she has widened and broadened the facilities of ni
commerce; she has deepened her navigable streams and built n
her large canais, until to-day we are in sight of an uninter- h
rupted and splendid line of water communication which shall
reach from QuebS to he farthest ends of the great lakes, tt

Mr. POOTIa.

and be solely and entirely within British jurisdiction and
within Canadian right. In that time she bas extended her
railway system to a very large extent, until to-day, from
one part of our country to the other, and extending through
its different sections, our railway system is developing and
making great this country to an extent unrivalled by most
countries in the world. Sir, she bas established in that
time her industrial position. Her factories have been
founded ; ber industrial establishments, of varions kinds,
have been maintained, and every Canadian feels a thrill of
pride when be considers that whereas twenty years ago
the quantity of articles manufactured in this country was
small indeed, and but little diversified, to-day there is
scarcely an article that is needed for the comfort of the
home and the life of the people which Canadians do not
make, and make well, which they do not make with profit
to themselves and employment to the people. In that
time Canada bas developed ber natural resources until ber
coal production has risen from a few hundred thousand tons
to 2,333,000. To-day Canada is exploring ber immense
natural resources and developing them with ardour, skill
and energy, and is reaching out for larger, longer and
swifter lines of communication to the great East and
to the great West as well. In all this progress, bas
any threatening crisis been developed? fias any indica.
tion of danger been apparent, showing that there is
something radically wrong, that that something has refer-
once to the position we occupy with regard to treaty nego-
tiatios Sand that a change must be made in this respect for
the well being of the people ? I think not. Take the moral,
the intellectual, the social history of this people, and their
piogress bas been onward and upward. Take the position of
Canada in the old country, corisider her position among
the nations of the earth,-her credit has increased, her
position has become magnified, and Canada to-day stands
as the first colony of the British Empire. She occupies a
proud position amongst the countries of the world, and is
looked forward to as the future home of hundreds of thou-
sands of the best people in the best countries of the world.
I doubt if in the mind of one person ont of every hun-
dred thousand of the people in this country, uninfluenced by
political necessity, as have toiled in the achool, in the
pulpit, in the field, in the forest, in the merchants' places of
business,-there is the faintest glimmering of an idea that
there is something radically wrong which is paralysing all
our efforts, and that that something is, that we cannot send
a lone Canadian agent trudging over to the capitals
of Spain, France or other European countries, privileged
by the British Empire to go alone and unattended to
negotiate commercial treaties. The idea is not one that
has sprnng out of the necessities of the case ; it is not one
that has sprung spontaneously out of the position we oc.
cupy; but it is an idea that has been forced into sudden
growth by the political exigencies of the party opposite,
and if it were not for those political exigencies, it would
not be before this House and the country to-day. But it
May be that the conduct of the mother country towards
Canada, with regard to lier relations with other countries,
has been so tyrannical, negligent, culpable, and illiberal,
hat it bas become absolutely necessary for us now to have
he right to negotiate our own commercial treaties. Is that
he fact ? I venture the assertion that it is not, and I
hallenge hon, gentlemen opposite to show from history,
uring the last twenty or thirty years, that the policy of

Great Britain toward this colony, and I may say towards
l lier colonies, bas not been one of increasing liberality,

nstead of illiberality. I challenge them to show that it bas
ot been one in which she has deferred everyyear, more and

more, to the wishes and interests of her colonies, in which
er Government and ber statesmen have not been more and

more anxious to find out the needs and the interests of
he pOople of these grOat colonies, which form so important
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and so vital a part of the British Empire. Take, for instance,
the negotiations which lead to better trade relations be-
tween the colonies and other countries. If you go bik a far
as 1865, when commissioners were sent from this co un try to
Brezil and Guiana and the West India Islands, in order to
make a repart upon better trade relations between this
country and them, you will find that the Government of
Great Britain approved of the project, and heartily second-
ed it, stating, however, that these commissioners should not
assume an independent position, but should act as gatherers
of information to be submitted to the British Ministers at
these different places-that the British Government should
act, and that the result of the negotiations should be rati.
fied by the British Parliament. Coming down later than
that, we find an increasing liberality in these matters, until
we come to our position as it exists to-day, when Sir
Charles Tupper, the High Commissioner in London, was
not only allowed, as representing Canada, to take part in
the negotiations for a treaty at Madrid with Spain and the
Spanish West Indies, but was nominated as a co-plenipo-
tentiary with the British Minister at Madrid, and was ex-
pressly given the authority to conduct the negotiations after
he had been introduced by the British ambassador resident
at Madrid. In former times, Great Britain often discrimi-
nated against her colonies in her treaties. Afterwards she
formed treaties with foreign nations, 2iving the most favor-
ite nation clauses which had tbeir effect upon the colonies,
without the consent of the colonies. Then she went one step
further, and made no treaties with foreign states in which
there was not a clause by wbich it was allowed the colonies,
if thev had been included, to take means to be relieved from
the treaty on making representations within a cer-
tain time; and to-day, she has gone one step
further, and, in the inceptions of treaties, advises with the
Government of Canada, and asks its views with reference to
the proposals for the treaty. She not only does not now
wait till the treaty is made, but actually asks the co opera-
tion of this colony of Canada before the treaty is begun,
and is willing to associate a representative of Canada with
ber own at the negotiations, and to make that represen-
tative a co-plenipotentiary and give him the conduct of
the negotiations, so far as Canada is concerned. Therefore
I say, with regard to this making pf treaties and with regard
to the negotiations upon which the treaties are ultimately
based, the policy of Great Britain bas been one of continued
liberality and not one of illiberality, until to-day we have
every thing that we would have under the motion of my
hon. friend if it were carried out, plus the prestige of Great
Britain, the experience of Great ·Britain, the moral force of
Great Britain and the army and the navy ofGreat Britain as
well. Therefore I say there is notbing in the cond uot of the
Home Government, as it has been developed within the last
ten years, whatever else has occurred since 1882, to make
it of moment or of extreme importance to the people of,
this country that they should have the power to negotiate
their treaties at first band, to be ratified simply and solely
by their own Parliament.

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

After Reoess.
Mr. FOSTER. Before the House separated for recess,

I was trying to show, with reference to the motion of my
hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
that in the first place there had been a sndden and snarp
change in the face presented by hon. gentlemen opposite
upon the issue which last year they had declared to be of
vital interest to the country, and to the continued advocacy
of which they had pledged themselves until what they con-
tended for should triumph. I think I showed that the reso-
lution before the House signifies not merely what is ex-
pressed by its wording, a sincere desire to obtain the power
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for Canada of negotiating ber own commercial treaties, but
that undierlying it is, by the admission of my hon. friend
from South OKtord in reality the propaganda which was
urged in the country and in the House for the last year or
more; and [ thiuk it is apparent to the Flouse, as it will be
to the country, that there is an attempt made to gain by
taking up a different lin. of canvass and a different lino of
action, and to enlist sympathies for it which could not have
been enlisted for the propaganda of last year, to obtain if
po-sible this one end as a means to another end. [ think I
did not go beyond the record in saying that that was liable to
the imputation of not being an open, an honest and a manly
way of prosecuting a canvass and of carrying out a principle
before the people of this country. I stated also-as the
flouse well knows-that the first half of the resolution of
my hon. friend star ts out with this premise, that it is of the
utmost importance to the weli-boing of Canada that thus
and so should take place, and I think I showed to the satis-
faction of reasonable men that, within the last eight years,
and certainly within the last two or three years, no sudden
development of note, no impending or threatening crisis
had made itself known in the country which could jastify
the assertion contained in this resolution, that it was of the
utmost importance to the well-being of Canada that Canada
should have the power conferred upon her of negotiating
independently her commercial treaties; and that, if any such
thing had happened, if any such crisis had developed, it
certainly had not been shown in the remarks of my hon.
friend who moved the resolution. [ thon stated, that, taking
the material history of Canada for the last 21 years, taking
her intellectual history, ber social history, ber moral hi-
tory, hers had been a record of great progress, of progress
almost unexampled, and that, in briefly reviewing that
progress and that history, it could not be contended that in
Canada there had developed an urgent need for a change of
policy in this respect. i thon stated that, even though the
material, the social and the intellectual progress of Canada
internally had been marked and steady in that time, it
might be that the co)urse of the home Government, by its
illiberality, by its culpable neglect of our interests, by its
desire to exclude from a front rank of importance and a
front rank of consideration, questions which were inti-
mately connected with the prosperity and progress of
Canada, had made it necessary that we should have larger
powers than we now have; and I endeavored to show to the
flouse, very cursorily it is true, that, in the matter of interfer-
ence with or the allowing of Canada's fiscal enactments, in
the matter of the negotiation of treaties and the ratification
of treaties, not only was it not true that the course of action
of the Government.of Great Britain had been increasingly
illiberal, had been ungenerous, had been indicative cf noglect,
but that the exact contrary was established by the short
historical review I gave, that her conduct had been increas.
ingly liberaland increasingly generous, and that, as the years
passed by, she bas shown a larger interest, a deeper sym-
patby, and a greater care for the interests of ber colonies,
Canada included; and so great an interest and so deep a
sympathy as to make the bonds which bind ber colonies te
herself stronger than before, and to give little, nay, to give
not the slightest shadow of foundation for the claim that on
that account we should cut loose from the statua we have
now, and cnt asunder almost the only bonds now remaining
which bind us to the Empire, and should start out on a
course which, by the statement of my hon. friend,
and by the logic of events which must necessarily
ensue, must land us further and further away
from the unity of the Empire and bring us nearer
and nearer to that abiorption which may be our fate
when situated alongside countries greater and more
powerful than ourselves. As to our fiscal legislation I may
say a word or two more. Time was when every Bill relat-
ing to custome or to tarif pased by theb olonies was
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reserved for assent, and did not become law until it had
been subjected to examination and review by the home
authorities. That time has passed, and gradually little by
little, year after year, in the progress of relations and in
the course of history, gi eater and groater concessions in this
respect had been given, until to-day it may be stated, and
truthfully stated, that Canada is absolutely independent
with reference to ber legislation, whether it regards ber
own internal trade or her trade with foreign countries, and
the only point in which-and I shall develop this a little
more later-the only point in which there is a possible
danger abead of the disturbauce of the relations between
Canada ad Great Britain, aLd between the colonies and
Great Britain, is if, in the course of commercial negotiations
and commercial legislation, a state of things should be
brought about in which the people of Great Britain,
and in other parts of the Empire belonging to her,
should be placed in an unjust position by Canada's legisla-
tion, should be discriminated against in favor of foreign
countries, so that the bond which binds us oe to the other
and to the mother land, should in that way, by friction
and by a clashing of interests, become greatly weakened.
Then, Sir, with reference to the negotiations for treaties.
If you will allow me I will, a little more in detail, make
good the assertion I made before the House rose, and that
is this, that the conduct of Great Britain, the course of the
Government of the mother country towards ber colonies,
bas been increasingly liberal with reference to the negoti-
ation of treaties. I mentioned that in 1865, when commis-
sioners were sent from this country to Bri4zil, Guiana and the
West Indice, in order to negotiate for better trade relations,
they received the hearty approval, tthe hear'y commu ndation
of the home Government; but that at that time she im pressed
upon them that they were not to assume an independent
position, that they were not to conclude any negotiations
wbicb would cause a differentiation of duties as against the
mother country or other parts of the British Empire,
that they were to inform the British Minister at
the different places that they visited, and that alt
results would have to be ratified, after examination, by the
home Government. Sir, as years have passed and Canada's
relations have been extended to different countries,
we find that ber course of action bas been increasingly
liberal. In 1865, or, to go back further, we may say tbat
from 1848, all thr ough the long course of tho e negotia-
tions which resulted at last in the Reciprocity Treaty of
1854, and resulted later in the Washington Treaty of 1871,
Great Britain bebaved with the utmost liberality, with the
utmost goodwill, towards Canada in all her efforts to con-
clude and maintain a reciprocity treaty between this country
and United States, not only giving ber influence in the
negotiations, not only asking the advice of the Canadian
Government, but going so far as to associate representatives
of the Canadian Government with ber own Minister at
Washington, and in every way attempting to forward the
commercial interest of this country as connected with the
country lying to the south of us. In 1871, when the ques-
tion had so far progressed in the negotiations with the
United States that they were ready to sit down and canvass
the conditions and terms of a treaty, Great Britain, being
mindful of the iriterests of Canada, asking the opinion of
the Canadian Government, feeling that it was a question
in which Canada was very seriously and very intimately
involved, placed on that commission, with co-equal
powers, the man from Caiada who, of all others, bad the
widest and the best possible knowledge of Canadian interests.
Sir John A. Macdonald sat withlithose plenipotentiaries in
Washington, the trusted plenipotentiary of fHer Majesty's
Goverument, in constant communication with the Govern
ment of Canada, and exeicising his influence and his great
knowledge for the benefit of Canadian interests. Sir, in
1874 when the tGovernment of Mr. Makonaie tried again J
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to obtain reciprocity of arrangements between the United
States and this country, ani thought that the time was
opportune and favorable, and asked that negotiations might
be undertaken, the British Government empowered them to
send, and recognised him as an agent of this Government,
and associated him with the British Minister at Washing-
ton. The Hon. George Brown, who went there and
negotiated directly, was successful in obtaining the draft
of a treaty, but which, on coming before the Senate of
the United States, failed of obtaining the ratification of that
body; in fact, this treaty which was directly negotiated by
a representative of Canada, was not only not taken up, but
was treated with contempt by the Senate, which has the
ratification of treaties with foreign powers. Then in 1878 and
1879, when the Government of Canada thought that arrange-
ments might possibly be made for increased trade with the
Spanish West Indies, Spain, and with Fi ance, and that direct
negotiations would be beneficial to that end, the British
Government heartily and willingly aosented to the appoint-
ment of a plenipotentiary from this country, and Sir Alex.
ander Galt visited London, visited Madrid, and visited
Paris, and although his efforts were unsucoessful, we still had
the benefit of his direct negotiation, and I suppose that not
even hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House will
always contend. that in every case a failure is the result
of inefficiency of method. In 1883, Sir Charles Tupper
was appointed as ambassador-plenipotentiary to Spain, and
he was appointed not only as an agent, not only as co-
plenipotentiary with Sir Robert Morier at the Court of
Spain, but it was expressly stated in the despatch which I
will read

"That if the Spanish Government are favorably disposed, full power
for these negotiations will be given to Sir Robert Morier and Sir Obarles
Tupper. Naturally the negotiations would probably be conducted by
Sir Charles Tupper, but the convention, if concluded, muet be signed
by both plenipotentiaries and then entered into beiween Her Majesty
and the King of Spain ; that the subject be the reguiating of Canadian

trade with the Spanish territories specified in the convention."

In 1888, when the negotiations had progressed so far with
the United States of America as to get the assent of their
Administration to the appointment of commissioners.to sit
down with plenipotentiaries from Great Britain, and try
and adjust the difficulties on the fishery question, Great
Britain, looking at the interests of Canada, and anxious, as
ever, that the interests of all her col. ,nies should be sub-
served, took Sir Uharles Tupper, the Canadian High Com-
missioner and the choice of the Canadian Government, and
made him co-plenipotentiary with the other commissioners
that were appointed, and he was accorded the support, and
the sympathy, and the backing of the Home Government;
and I assert, and I think that it cannot be held to the con-
trary, that there could be no faller powers, that there c9 uld
be no fuller methods of negotiation placed in the bands of
Canada than were given in 1888, when Sir Charles Tupper,
as representative of Canada, and two Ministers of the
Crown of Canada, associated with him in the matter of
advice and aid, sat there week after week, canvassing these
questions and looking out for, and subserving the interests of
Uanada, as far as that draft treaty went. And to-day Sir
Charles Tupper holds an authorisation from Lord Salisbury
appointing him as co-plenipotentiary with Sir Clare
Forde, to negotiate a trealy at the Court of Spain
under much the same terms and cor ditions which
were accorded to him in 1883. Sir, there is no
necessity of further carrying out ibis line of argu-
ment; 1 cite these facts to show that every practical
benefit that could be got from sending a man
directly from this Government to the Government of any
foreign power, is obtained under such liberal regulations as
these, under such liberal propositions as these; and added
to that comes the experience, added to that cornes the
diplomatie skill, added to that comes the standingp added to
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that comes the advice, and behind all, the power and the
influence of Great Britain. Then, Sir, with regard to the
matter of treaty ratification. I think with equal emphasis
one may state that the conduct of Great Britain has been
increasingly liberal, and is now as generous as we can ask it
to be. 1 pointed out before recess that in former times
Great Britain would conclude treaties even discriminating
against the colonies. I pointed out that not a great many
years ago she would form treaties with foreign powers
giving them by the most-favored-nation clause a hold upon
the commerce of her colonies without asking the assuet Of
her colonies or communicating with them; but that course
of action has been gradually modified, until to-day, as I
stated before therecess, if a treaty is to be negotiated between
Great Britain and a foreign power in which it is possible
that Canadian interests may be at all involved, not only
does she not conclude the treaty without communicating
with Canada, but she sends first a formal official commu-
nication to the Government of Canada intimating that she
is about to enter into negotiations for a treaty with such
and such a power, and asking Canada for ber views, and if
she wishes to be included in the treaty which is about to be
made. In proof of this I hold in my hand a despatch dated
Downing Street, 20th August, 1881, which reads:

IlDOWNING STREET, 20th August, 1881.
"Sia,-I have the honor te submit te you a copy et a letter from the

Foreign Office, stating that negotiations will probably be opened shortly
with the Egyptian Government, for the conclusion of a commercial
treaty with Egypt; and I have to request that you will intorm me, at
your earliest convenience, whether there are any matters in respect of
which your-Government would desire te make any special proposals.

" The colonial arti-le referred to in the enclosed letter is the clause
now adopted, excepting the colony under your Government and others
of theimore important colonies from the operation of the treaty, but
providing that its stipulations may be applielteto ny such colonies on
notice te that effect being given within one year f rom the date of the
exchange of the ratification of the treaty.

"I have the honor te be, Sir,
"Your most obedient humble servant,

IlKIMBERLEY.
"The Officer administering the Government of Canada."

That, Sir, shows, I think, the liberal breadth of treatment
which is all that is necessary, and which is all and more,
with the attendant circumstances of which I have spoken,
than this colony wonld obtain under the proposition of my
hon. friend. My conclusion, therefore, is that there is no
impending crisis proved from a review of the history of
Canada's internal progress, and that, on the other band, we
may say with equal torce, there is no important crisis to-
day pending becanse of illiberal conduct on the part of the
British Government with respect to ler colonies in this
matter of the negotiation of treaties. But, Sir, my hon.
friend showed the weakness of his position and its one sided-
ness when ha came to prop it up by the only attempt ut an
alleged instance of necessity which ha cited, and that was the
case of the United States. I showed before that there is no
mention made of British possessions in his resolution ; and
the House knows, without my proceeding to speak further
of it, ihat in the whole course of his argument ho seemed to
h anxious only to do this: to gain unrestricted traderelations
with the United States, and the resolution is drawn in the
hght of the relations which exist or which ha wishes to exist
between us and the country to the south of us. My hon.
friend has stated that if there had been a resident Canadian
Minister at Washington during the last two years, it would
have averted all humiliation and all bluster, and all the
trouble which has ensaed. That is a very strong asser-
tion ; it does not lie within the power of any man, to say
that that would have been so. It is a thing which it is im
possible to know, but it is jut the kind of proof that my
hon. friend is in the habit of giving this House. It is: what
I say, and what I think, and what my opinion is. But
Canada is not going to take her one foot off from the solid
rock upon which it stands to-day, of a solid relation, and of

a satisfactory relation, to put it down upon an unknown
something, at the assertion of, oron the basis of the asser-
tion of my hon. friend. Now, let ut examine that strong
assertion, that if a Canadian sent from this country had
been ut Washington during those two years, ail this
trouble would not have occurred. Does not the hon.
gentleman know that the dissatisfaction with the Treaty of
Washington commenced to take root immediately the
award was made and a large sum of money had to be paid to
Canada, a sum of money which the United States thought
was inordinate and not jnqtly her debt, and which she
ought not to have been called upon to pay? Would the
fact that a resident Canadian Minister had been in Washing.
ton durirg those two years have allayed ail that discontent
or have prevented that discontent from arising in the first
instance ? Doos not my hon. friend know that sectional
fishing interests were a large factor in fomenting that dis-
content and bringing to bear the strong influence that was
brought to bear from the New England States towards the
abrogation and dissolution of that treaty ? Does he think
the mere fact of a Canadian living ut Washington and
representing this Government would have had the effect of
sootbing these sections, of calming ail the discontent
of that clus of people engaged in the propaganda in which
they were engaged and for their own purposes, a purpose
proper enough from their point of view ? Doas not the
hon. gentleman know that in 1883 at the very first avail-
able moment that notice could be given that the
Treaty of Washington would be abrogated ut the end of
two years, thut notice was unanimously given by resolution
of Congress. and there was not the voice of any public
man raised against the notice boing given, which it was
known would abrogate that treaty. The hon. gentleman
krows too that whan President Arthur sent his message of
1883, in which ho called the attention of Congress to the
fact that the treuty was soon to expire, and that if it was
to be replaced by someth ng which would keep the rela-
tions of the two peoples woll together, it was time to be
thinking about il. My hon. friend knows that the Sonate
of the United States and the Congress of the United States
treated it as the idle wind, and by no resolution and by no
enactment endeavored to sceond tho intimation of the
President. But if we had only had a British-Canadian
Minister in Washington, living thore and partaking of the
hospitaliity of the good people thero, ail this would not have
happened; the Sonate and Congress would have been
soothed and everything would have been made plain and
satisfactory, Does not my hon. friend know that President
Cleveland, in 1885, recommended that, as a way of settling
these unsattled relations, a commission should be appointed
to sit in conjunction with a British commission to take up
the whole matter, and ho reco-umendel that in a direct
message to Congress ? Does not the hon. gentleman know
that the Committee of Foreign Relations unanimously
authorised Mr. Fry to report against that in the Senate, that
ho did report a resolution against it, and that that re-
solution was carried by a majority of tbirty-five to tan ?
But the hon. gentleman seems to think that if we had had
a Canadian resident ut Washington the Sonate would have
been mollified, Mr. Fry's tongue would have cloven to the
roof of his mouth and there would have ben no resolution
against the proposal to appoint a commission. Will my hon.
friend say, and will hon. gentlemen say, that our conten-
tion as to the terms of the Treaty of 1818 was a wrong con-
tention ? The hon. gentleman put a question to this side
of the House in the course of his speech and ha paused
for a reply, in the real style of Artemus Ward who used to
pause for his replies. He did not get his reply and I suppose
if I was to ask a question of that side of the Hmuse and pause
for a reply I would be in the same predicament. 1[ask the
question now. Was Canada's contention on the Treaty of
1818 right or not ? Wa it the legal onstruction or not ?
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Did we stand by what the instrument gave us or did we
go beyond it? Ail you>bave to do is to interrogate the
history of diplomacy for the last fifty or sixty years, and
the history of the diplomatie correspondence of the last three
years, and the opinions of the bighest law officers and states-
men in Great Britain, and you will find that they say, and
say it rightly, that there can be no two opinions as to the
solidity of the grounds that Canada takes in her contention
as to the Treaty of 181.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you want a reply ?

Mr. FOSTER. Don't bother me.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is all right, but you can have
it.

Mr. FOSTE R. You are too good-natured to interrupt.
Io it to be contended that if we had a Canadian representa-
tive resident in the city of Washington, that it would have
changed Canada's contention with regard to the legal con-
struction of that treaty, and that we would not have con
tended for our rightsard not stood up for what the document
of 1818 gave us ? It cannot be contended that that would have
taken place in the event of our having a Canadian repre-
sentative in the city of Washington. And it was just because
we stood by these contentions that the trouble arose. But tho
policy which was pursued by this Government was stated to
have been at fault, and my bon. friend (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) declered categorically, with that power of sharp and
well defined assertion which he eminently possesses, that the
policy of Canada cbanged in 1887; that it was vicious before
1887 and that as a consequence of information received
which was not accessible to this country until Sir Charles
Tupper had gone to the city of Washington, the Govern-
ment made a change in its policy and so made it possible
for the President of the United States to say that in 1887
no cause of complaint was found by his Government against
the action of the Canadian authorities. I am here to
state and to state it emphatically, just as emphatically
as my hon. friend made his statement, that no
change took place in the policy or in the practical carrying
out of that policy by this Government as between the
years 1886 and 14F7. In the spring of 1887, instructions
were issued which slightly modified the instructions of the
prec dirg years in two particula;s. One wa. that in order
to tucilitate th- operations of the fihermen, the Customs
Department placed sub-collectors (f Customs at certain
points so as to ma ke the reprting, the clearing and the
entering of vessels a matter of less trouble ; and that the
eaptains of our cruisers were allowed to enter and clear
vessels as well. There was no other change in the policy
either theoretically or practically and the difference
between the two years is to be found in this and in this
alone ; that the American fishermen came down to our
banks and to our shores in 1886, without a fair and just
knowledge of what their rights were, that it took them the
year 1886 to find ont just about what the law was and that in
1887 they obeyed the law and there was no troube. It is
amusing to think that this Government possessed no suffi-
cient information of the sentiment of the people, of the
Rentiment of public men, and of the sentiment of the
Government of the United States. Had we not every
reason to know what their sentiment was? We had
oceans of diplomatie correspondence in which the
exact position of the administration of the United States
was placed before us. We bad resolutions of Congress
and of the Senate to show the opinion with respect
to this matter ; we were in touch with the public
opinion of the country as shown through the newspapers
with reference to this whole question. Our supply of infor-
mation bore at Ottawa was just as broad, just as generous,
and just as reliable as if we had had a dozen men residing
in the cit of Washington all that time. My hon. friend
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gives one of the best refutations of his own argument when
ho stated that when Sir Charles Tupper went there ho found
the entire press, and the entire Congress, and the entire
sixty millions of people dead against the contentions ad-
vanced by the five millions of people of Canada. If that
were the case it shows that there was something deeper at
work, and something so deep that it could not ho cured by
the mere fact of having at the city of Washington a rosi-
dent Minister from the Government of this country. Then
Sir, to crown his argument as to why it is of supreme im-
portance that we should take this grave stop ho says. that
the British Minister is liable to get into a tiff with the
authorities of the country, that an interregnum occurs and
in the meantime there will be no representative to
rely upon. I suppose he will not contend that a
Canadian Minister would not be liable to make
a mistake, and that a Canadian Minister might
have a tiff or a row and might in that way
have to withdraw, but the point I wish to draw
his attention to is this, that whether we have
a Minister there or not the British Government will also
have a Minister there and that we are just as liable to any
such diffleulty with our representative there as we are now
without a representative from Canada. If you will allow
my own opinion, and I believe it is the opinion of men who
have thoroughly studied this question, it is that if there
was anvthing which kept our rights and privileges for us
it was the fact that Great Britain was a party to that Treaty
of 1818, that the whole course of her diplomacv was in
favor of the justice of our contentions, that the whole
forces of ber army and navy were behind the sacred
character of the treaty to which she put her hand in 1818.
If you had swept away that power from us and placed
Canada in the position my hon. friend wants to place it in,
alone and defenceless in a contention with sixty million
of people under the circumstances I believe thoroughly
that the last position of this country in the contention,
under such circumstances would have been worse by far
than the first.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will my hon. friend allow me to ask
one question? HRe has ail this high-fallating to himself.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order; sit down.
Mr. MITCHELL. I will sit down and I will wait mny

turn.
Mr. FOSTER. You look too good.natured to interrupt.
Mr. MITCHELL. I thought after all that high-fallUting

that you would like me to puncture the bladder with one
question.

Mr. FOSTER. Let the bladder float as long as you can;
it might throw its matter over on you. My bon. friend
(Sir Richard Cartwright) came thon to another point. He
said that Great Britain could not object to this principle,
ho did not believe that Great Britain would object, and at
last ho almost positively asserted that Great Britain would
not object. My hon. friend will probably allow that this
supposition is in a doubtful category. Is there anything to
guide us as to whether she would object or not ? She has
been kind, she bas been liberal, she has been generous in
ber treatment of ber colonies in all matters of negotiations
of treaties and the like, but, Sir, Ithink there is enough on the
records to show that there is a limit beyond which it ism ot
possible to go without seriously endangering the present rela.
tionq which subsist between Great Britain and ber colonies. I
find, Sir, that in 1850, and from that time forward, the British
Government bas been jealous of any interference with the
equal rights of trade of her own people and of the colonies
Jependent upon ber. As early as 1850, when an Act was
passed to promote the entry into old Canada of the products
of British North America, although it was not in the end
disallowed, yet the objection wa brought that it to a certi4
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cxtent discriminated against products of like nature from
Great Britain and other dependencies of Great Britain.
However, with that generous feeling for colonies which are
scattered around a common centre, and which she hoped
would ultimately become one country, she did not press
the objection, and the Act was not disallowed. Coming
again to 1860, when it was proposed to extend the
existing arrangements and allow reciprocity in all
home and foreign manufactures, and to assimilate
the tariffs of the British North American Provinces,
the British Government again remonstrated on the score
of differential duties; but for the same reason as she allowed
the others, under the peculiar circumstances and with the
aim she had in view of the union of all these Provinces,
the Bill was not disallowed ; and on the 15th of February,
1861, the Duke of Newcastle waived all objection to it on
behalf of the Government of Great Britain. In 1867 the
D.ominion Customs Act embodied a clause which was wider
in its scope, which had not only to do with foreign imports
from provinces not belonging to Canada, but from the
UnitedStates, and the British Government took very
strongly the ground that there was a danger to be appre.
hended in this, that it would give to the products of a
foreign country certain privileges which would not be
given to like products of Great Britain and other possessions
of Great Britain; but in view of her long historical course
with reference to the reciprocal relations between this
country and the United States, she waived the objection;
and also largely because the class of products spoken of were
raw materials which did not greatiy affect the commerce of
Great Britain or other countries of Europe. lu 1865, as
I mentioned before the House separated for dinner,
when the commissioners went to visit Brazil, Guiana and
the West Indies, a condition similar to that was laid down.
But in 1870 the question was raised in the Australian colo.
nies by a Bill which was passed in one of their Legislatures,
and by a demand from most of the Governments of the
colonies, based upon negotiations which took place with
reference to that Bill, that the colonies of Australasia should
be allowed to treat with foreign countries, to make commer-
cial treaties with them, even though they should be to the
detriment of and should discriminate against Great Britain
or other British possessions; and it is with reference to that
Bill that I wish to read, if the fHouse will allow me, the
words of Lord Kimberley, as voicing the opinion of the
British Government in that respect; voicing it very kindly
and in a tentative way, but in such a way as made the
Australian colonies think of the step they proposed to take
before the step was taken.

Mr. MITCHELL. One of the most weak-kneed Ministers
we ever had.

Mr. FOSTER. That is an opinion of my hon. friend.

Mr. MITCHELL. Given from an official experience.

Mr. FOSTER. On the 13th of July, 1871, in a despatch
to the Australian colonies, there occurs these words:

"But a proposition that in one part of the Empire, commercial privi-
leges should be-granted to the inhabitants of certain other parts of the
Empire, to the exclusion and prejudice of the reit of Ber Majesty's sub-
jects, is an altogether different question, and I would earnestly request
your Government to consider what effect it may have upon the relations
between thA colonies and this country.

" Ber Majesty's subjects throughout the Empire, and nowhere more
than in Australasia, have manifested, on various occasions of late, their
strong deire that the connection between the colonies and this country
should be maintained and strengthened, but it eau hardly be doubted
that the imposition of differential duties upon British produce and
manufactures muet have a tendency to weaken that connection, and to
impair the friendly feeling on both sides, which I am confident your
Government, as much as Ber Majesty's Government, desire to preserve,'

On 19th April, 1872, there occurs in another despatch
those words:

24

"But aithough for these rasons Ber Majesty's Government might
not feel justified in refusing to allow the colonists to adopt the policy
which they think best for their own interest, they desire to point out
that, in order so meet the views of the Colonial Governments as ex.
pressed in the papers now before me it would be necessary not only to
repeal so much of the 'Australian Colouies Government Act,' 13 and
14 Vic., cap. 59, as prevents the imposition of differeutial duties, but to
exempt the colonies in question from the operation of any future com-
mercial treaties, which may be concluded by this country, containing
stipulations against such duties, leaving them at liberty, subject to the
obligations of existing treaties to make sucb arrangements, as they
may thiak fit, for reciprocity with each other, or with foreign nations;
and before so serious a step is taken, they would ask the colonistu gravely
to consider the probable effects of a measure which might tend mate-
rially, to affect the relations of the colonies to this country and to the
rest of the Empire. In the meantime they have thought it right not to
proceed in this matter until the Australian Governments concerned

ave had an opportunity of communicating any further observations
which they may desire to make in explanation of their views."

And, Sir, in the same year, in the Legislature of Victoria,
a resolution was introduced affirming the position of things
as they were, and that it was for the best interest not only
of the Empire but of the colonies themselves that the su-
preme power of treaty-making should remain where it was;
and that loyal and patriotic, and I believe, wise resolution,
passed by the Victoria Legislature without a division, the
mass of opinion in that Legislature being emphatically
against the change that had been urged, and in favor of
keeping the statua quo. So much for the possibie difficulties
that may arise; for, Mr. Speaker, thoro can be only one ob-
ject in having an independent negotiation of treaties by
Canada direct, and that object is this, that we shali b led,
and shall follow out, on the line of our ownrselfish interest
without any regard to the interests of Great Britain or the
rest of the Empire. My hon. friend admitted as much. He
said that if there was a question as to whether a treaty
which was for our benefit would be prejudicial to England,
England was quite able to take caro of herself, and she
might bo left to take care of hersolf. If thon, we obtain
power, and a negotiator is appointed, he hua a
right to negotiate a treaty in- the interests of
Canada, and against the intereste of Great Britain or the
other parts of the Empire. That gradually leads to a clash
and a disturbance of relations; and that is the question,
I believe, which has been pointed out in Lord Kimberly's
despatch. That is the point, and if it is well taken,
then before we assume such a position, we should think
well of the possible effect, the probable effect too, which
would grow ont of a state of thingî predioated upon powers
given to us such as are asked. But my hon. friendsays:
If she did object, what thon? My hon. friend seemed
to have a cast of countenance at that moment, far more
cheerful than at any previous moment of the debate. When
he rose to his full height, and said: "What thon ?" he
seemed to feel within him a satisfaction that the possible
" then " would be a clash in the relations between Canada
and Great Britain, which would be followed by Canada de.
claring: We care not to stay with you, unless we get just
what we think is for our interests, and by Great Britain
declaringr to this colony: Go; and then would oome
that independence, which is but slightly veiled under
the motion of my hon. friend, that national future
which we are hore to found at the very earliest moment,
and this would lead us into separation from Great Britain
and place us alongside of a military and naval power
against which we in our weakness could never hope to raise
an adequate barrier, leaving ns in a state of weaknees and
diffidence which would have one of two results, either to
make this country lose heart and become discouraged or
make iL weak and liable to give way to the demande of and
become abs3orbed by a groater power. However, if England
did object, my hon. friend was certain we could no longer
remain tadpoles. The tadpole existence of the present could
not romain. We were iere to bauild up a fuller nationality
and that at the earliest moment. If we did not, we were
traitors to Canada. Our present status was low, it oould
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not be borne by honest and high-minded men, and ho cited
my hon. friend, who sits beside me, who is the President of
the Imperial League for Canada, I believe--

Mr. MITCHELL. What is that ?
Mr. FOSTER,-as being of one mind with bim in be-

lieving that the status of Canada was not satisfactory, and
in demanding that it sbould be changed.

Mr. MITCHELL. He differs with you.

Mr. FOSTER. But my hon. friend said though they may
have the same opinion with reference to the status of this
country, tbey do not agree in the aims by which that status
shall be changed. If I rderstand the position of my hon.
friend to my right (Mr. McCarthy), ho hopes for no change
of status which does not mainfain the unity of the Empire,
the integrity of all its parts, and if my hon. friend's words
are to be taken as true, ho means that the statue shall be
changed by a method which shall not maintain the unity of
the Empire and the integrity of all its parts. There is
more method in the madness of my hon. friend Lhan we
sometimes may think. I have noticed for a number of
years that it is a set method with my hon. friend from
South Oxford (Sir Ricbard Cartwright) to weaken in this
country the old belief that Great Britain bas a friendly
feeling towards ber colonies, and especially to Canada,
a feeling so great as to impel ber to give us
the support ofb er military or naval force, if necessary;
and that in audience after audience in various parts
of this countîy ho seeks to create the impression,
and to a certain extent ho does create it, that Great Britain
cares noLhing for us, that she will îever spend a copper in
our defence, that if we are to be defended, as ho stated this
afteriroon, we must do it ourselves, and need not look to the
motbr country. There is method in that madness. If there
is one way of alienating the people's minds from the posi.
tion as it is at present, and getting them to look towards
some other position, it is to weaken their faith in the bond
that binds them to the old country, it is to weaken the
impression that they are an integral part of that country,
to e defended, if need be, by the force and power of the
mother country. I do not believe in that doctrine. Within
the last fifteen years the sentiment of Great Britain bas
changed, within these last years it is changing marvellously
with reference to the relations and the interests which
should subsist between the central powe;r and her
colonies; and if to-day there is any strong opinion
amongst the statesmen of both parties in Great
Britain, which overshadow every other, I believe it
is the opinion that the stability of the Empire and its
greatness and place among the nations is intimately bound
up with the unity which exists betweeu the central power
and all the outlying portions of the Empire, and that the
power and strength of the Empire is to be wielded, if
necessary, towards conserving the interests and the status
of every part of our outlying dependencies. In 1865, we
bad the statement of the British Government, about the
time when we were negotiating with reference to the forti-
fications and defences of Canada, that the British Govern.
ment would consider it their duty to put forth all their
power and force for the defence of Canada, if needed.
Everything which bas taken place from that time to this
goes to show that the bond ha not weakened, but bas
rather strengthened. Now, if the House will bear with me
for a moment more-

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, for an hour.

Mr. FOSTER. I am glad to see my bon. friend likes the
doctrine I preach and wishes more of it, I want to en-
quire in the next place what would be the advantages of
the system proposed over our present system. Lat us see
if we can bring this question down to a practical test ? At

Mr. FosTEa,

the present time what have weo? Let us suppose that
Canada wants to negotiate for improved trade relations
with any country. Take for instance, Spain. What have
we now? We have a resident at the Court of Spain, a
British Minister of high class, a diplomat, one who bas
studied the country, one who has studied its statesmen, one
who has studied its wants and capabilities, one who bas the
political, social and diplomatie entrée into the government
circles and ail that is implied in that-we have him there,
w:th the prestige of tbe British Empire at his back,
placed at the disposal of this country to negotiate, in
concert with our representative, and to present our
claims with reference to trade negotiations. What takes
place ? From the very first, there is a conference be-
tween Great Britain and Canada. The British Minister and
the Canadian Ambassador agree together, they consult to-
gether, and the product of their endeavors, the result of
their negotiations, is a substantial agreement, under the
advice of their respective Governmente, and when that
draft is ratified, when it is signed by these two plenipoten-
tiaries, it is as sure of absolute ratification as it can possibly
be, for it bas been the concurrent workof the representatives
of both Governments that are concerned. I say that is the
position at present, and it is a very strong position. What
would be the position otherwise? A gentleman would
be sent from Canada to eonduct an independent negotiation
unknown to the country, unuged to its ways, without the
strong and powerful backing which is given by a national
status, who would just at the moment be thrown into a
diplomatic society to which ho bas been unaccustomed, and
of which he has ro stiorg and thorough knowledge, and
ho would be at a disadvantage in every respect as compared
with the advantage which would accrue in the state of
things existing at present. Being an independent negoti.
ator, there would not be the steady concurrence between the
representative of the British Government and our own
representative, and, if they disagreed, and if, as the resuit
of the negotiation, an instrument was concluded so far as
the draft was coneerned, it would not be the concurrent
work of two governments and that foreign government
would not have any guarantee at ail that it would be
ratified, because the power to ratify it in the
end would be the Government and power of Great
Britain, and not the Government of Canada. So that we
should lose, it seems to me, in that respect, all that
at present we gain from the experience, the training
and the prestige which is given by the fact that the
Minister of Great Britain has concurrent action in these
negotiations, and is there to aid and help in conducting
the negotiations for this country. There is another ques-
tion which comes up in reference to this. How are we to
enforce treaties ? My hon. friend on the other side says
we do not need any naval or military power to enforce
treaties, that a treaty subsists because of the mutual advan-
tage to the two parties, and that that is a force stronger
than navies and armies. To that contention which is urged
on the other side, and urged in good faith, it is only neces-
sary to make one observation in answer. There is a mutual
advantage which subsists between two men in this country
of Canada who make a contract one with the other, and yet
there is no contract made in that way which is allowed to
depend for its fulfilment solely on that ground. The force
of law is there to see that it is carried out, The whole
force of magistracy, and the judiciary, and the constabulary,
and the military, if nocessary, is there to see that what
bas been agreed upon as a matter of good faîth shall
be carried out as it was agreed, and without the
destruction of its original provisions. Going further
than that, do we expect, if that is the case with
individuals, that, at this time, when nations are armed
to the teeth, when the competition between them for places
of advantage, for territories where vantage ground will b.
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given them, is keen, and the rush for dominion is keen and
strong, Canada would have the same probability of having
treaty relations that were formed with ber and another
power fairly carried out and fairly lived up to if she had not
some adequale power to enforce the treaty ? Sir, it is of es-
sential importance that, in order to the carrying out of trea-
ties which might result between this country and another
country, we should have the power to enforce those treaties;
and, unless we have the power to enforce those treaties, the
treaties might not be worth the paper they were written
upon. Then, what will take place ? Place this country in
an independent position, let it make a treaty and be responsi-
ble for carrying out that treaty with a power of immensely
greater importance and strength, and the selfish interests
which crop up, which inevitably crop up, and which will
crop up between nations as between individuals until the
millennium comes, will cause an infraction of that treaty.
What then can Canada do ? There is only one thing. She
must either give way, Lbse national spirit, become dispirited,
ar.d give into the demands of the stronger, or she
must stand by her rights with her men, she must have
her army, she must have ber navy, and she must be able to
assert on open sea or on open land that which is the word
of the document, that which is the condition of the treaty.
It is of the utmost necessity, it seems to me, that the power
should be behind the treaty. To.day we have that power
-the power of Great Britain, the greatest military and
naval power in the world. I think, if this measure was
carried out, it would lead inevitably and directly to discon-
tent and disagreement. The very tact that a colony has in-
dependent power to negotiate will cause a negotiation of
articles in commercial treaties which will clash with the
interests of other parts of the Empire, and with the inter-
ests of Great Britain. If they are denied us, there will be
dissatisfaction here. If they are given to us, though they
may be unjust to Great Britain or to the other colonies,
there will be dissatisfaction there; and this discontent and
dissatisfaction will increase and grow, and will have the
inevitable result of making a breach and severing the
good relations which at present exist and bringing about
what I myself should deplore and which nine-tenths of the
people of this country would deplore, the separation of this
country from the motherland and the disintegration of the
Empire of which we form a part. Then, this larger ques-
tion is involved. My hon. friend may say, one thing at a
time, let us get this first, and not bother our heads about the
luture. But, as everything which exists comes out of the lap
of the past and goes forward to the future, I say that we
cannot as statesmen, as public men, as thinkitig men, alter
the status which exists to.day or make a single movement
towards altering it without carefully considering what will
be the other step which will have to follow this first step.
If we gained the right to negotiate commercial treaties, I
believe it would be against the best interests of this coun-
try, that it would lead to disagreement, and to the making
and widening of a breach in our relations with the mother
country. If we gained that, every other colony might de
mand it as well, and you would have the seed of separation
sown amongst the different parts of the BritishE mpire
which would not conduce to their unity, but would
lead to their disintegration and disunion. 1 believe that
the true commercial relations of this country are
bound up in the maintenance of the Empire. That
Empire stretches over the whole globe. It coin-
prises people of ail classesuand races. It bas every
kind ot climate and every variety of production. It has
everything within its own borders which is necessary to
the cultivation of trade, of the richness and extent of which
we can barely form a conception. I believe that in a
merely selfish trade interest, it is our best position to hold
to the unity and integrity of ail parts of this Empire,
because of the great resources of trade, of profitable trade,

which they present to one another as well as to the outside
world. Holding those opinions, and believing as I do in
this regard, I have no hesitation in saying that I will vote
against the motion of my hon. friend, believing, when I do
it, that I am doing what is best for this nountry, what is
best for the Empire at large, what is best for the civilisa-
tion and progress of the future; and more, Sir, what is in
consonance with the best heart and the best mind of the
best Canadian people.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Anmidst the almost universal ap.
plause which greeted the hon. Minister of Finance on that
side of the House when ho resumed bis seat, it occurred to me
that from two parts of the House, from two seats occupied by
bis colleagues, there was au ominous silence. Sir, when I
heard him decrying the power and the prestige of Canada,
and telling the flouse that if we did have conferred upon
us the privilege of making treaties, it would be a barren
privilege only, because we had no power, either at sea or at
land, to enforce these treaties, I noticed that the Minister
of Marine and the Minister of Militia looked very glum.
Sir, is it possible that these gentlemen who for years have
been devoting their energies and their abilities to devel-
oping a great naval and military force in this country,
are to be told by one of their colleagues in this Par.
liament that the whole thing is a farce, that the
great militia batteries, " A," " B," and "C," and perhaps
down to the end of the alphabet, with all the millions
of money that we have expended and are expending
in developing a military spirit and a military force-
that all this is a farce; that the cruisers the hon. Minister
of Marine has armed with great guns at the prow,
cruising along the waters of our coast, that all these are
play toys ? Why, Sir, I am astonished at the Minister of
Finance. I thought, from reading bis remarks made here
a few years ago, when he talked as Minister of Marine
about defending our fisheries, that he was going to put a
force there that would teach the Yankees to ob3erve
treaties; he was going to show then that we were a great
nation, that we had the ability and the power to compel
them to observe just what provisions we pleased in our
waters and in our barbora. When the hon. gentleman com-
menced bis speech he was not satisfied with discussing the
important proposition inivolved in my bon. friend's resolu-
tion, but ho found it necessary to travel out of his course in
order to have the stereotyped fling at the Reform party.
He told us that the Reform party had no policy-one thing
to-day, another thing to-morrow, and the next day they
changed that again. [n 1882, he said, they were a fio
trade party, and in 1887 their leader came out and avowed
himself a protectionist. Sir, there never was a more unfair,
unjust,or ungenerousstatement made by any hon. gentleman
in this flouse as to the policy oft is political opponents.
In 1882 the Liberal party, professing as they always did
profess, and do profess, free trade principles, proclaimed
that they were prepared to carry those principles into effect,
so far as circumstances would warrant them. In 1882 they
proclaimed themselves in favor of a revenue tariff, an: that
policy they had carried out when they enjoyed the reins of
power from 1873 to 1878. But in 1887, when the leader of
the Liberal party made bis celebrated speech upon which
the hon. gentleman commented, what did ho say ? Did he
say that ho had changed his principles and become a pro.
tectionist as the Minister of Finance stated here to-day ?
Not at all. He stated that ho adhered to and still believed
in the same trade principles he always held, but he was
manly enough and honest enough to tell the country that
sucb had been the extravagance, snob lad been the cor-
ruption which had marked the administration of the affairs
of this country for the previous years, such had been the
extent to which our public debt had rolled up, such were
the fixed charges that this oountry was oompelled from
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year to year to pay, that it would not be fair or just to tell that from 1873 to this day, so far from the aggregate of our
the electors that it was then possible to reduce the taxation trade having increased, it has largely diminished.
to an extent that they would have redueed it if the Reform Mr. FOSTER. Not at all.
party had been elected to power four years previously.
That was the sum and substance of the Hon. Mr. Blake's Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon, gentleman knows that
Malvern speech, and that was the honest truth. The hon. the aggregate of our trade in 1873 was $317,0Ou000, and last
gentleman and his friends are not always accustomed to tell year it had fallen to $193,000,000.
the electors what the honest truth is, and I have no doubt Mr. FOSTER. Much greater than it was in 1877,
it surprised him to find that the leader of the Liberal party
had not only the courage of his convictions, but the courage Mr. DAVIES. Although there have been fiuctuations
to tell the people that the time had not come, owing to the since, the hon, gentleman knows that our aggregate trade
extravagance of the Government, when the country could bas largely diminished since the year I have spoken of. The
carry these convictions fairly out. Sir, ho tells us that this hon. gentleman cannot go through the Maritime Provinces
party adopted first the principle of commercial union. That from which he comes without seeing that the condition of
is merely a freak of his own imagination. The Reform trade in the principal citios there is such that they have no
party, as a party, never adopted the policy of commercial reason for congratulation. Doos St. John, or Halifax, or
union, and the hon. gentleman when ho stated that bore Fredericton, Picton, or Charlottetown, or any of the Mari.
to-day, must have known that he was misleading the House. time Province cities, afford evidence of the progress to which
The policy of commercial union was advocated by individ- ho bas referred ? Not at all. But the contrary is the case,
uals here and there, and by newspapeis here and there, and this is due I believe almost entirely to the falise policy
throughout the country, but it never was proclaimed by the adopted by the Government. But supposing all the hon.
Liberal party as one of the planks of their platform. gentleman has said were true, supposing the towns of Can-
Sir, the first time absolute free trade was proclaimed ada had developed morally, socially, politically and in every
with the United States, it was formulated by the hon. other way in the measure and degree he states to-night,
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), what does it prove? Does it prove that we should remain
and known as the policy of unrestricted reciprocity. quiescent and not progress in our political development ?
That was the policy of the Reform party, and that, without Does it prove that the rights and privileges we possessed
diminution of one hair, is the policy of the Reform party to- years ago, before our prosperity was equal to the present,
day,that isthepolicy of the party in this House; and Itell my would be sufficient to meet our requirements with oui
hon. friend, if he comos to-morrow to test the opinion of the present development ? The argument is directly
electors, it Is upon that platform that we are prepared to against the hon. gentleman. We are in a constant
face him and that we are prepared to win. Any moment state of evolution and development. Not many years ago
that the leader of the Government choses to face the elec- these were mere Crown colonies, governed from Downing-
tors we are ready to meet him on that question. But, Sir, street through family "compacts." Does the hon, gentle-
I was relieved to some extent from answering the hon. man imagine that the privileges we possessed then would
gentleman on this point, because after ho had enlisted the satisfy us to-day? He knows that such is not the case.
p laudits of all bis friends here by telling them that the It is well known that as we progressed we gained respon.
Reform party had gone'back upon their trade principles, sible government, and we gained it through the Liberal
he turned around and in stentorian tones announced "What party, and we obtained it moreover in spite of the pro-
is the policy of that party to-day, as announced by hon. phecies and prodictions similar to those in which the hon.
gentlemen opposite ? Unrestricted reciprocity." He, Sir, gentleman has indulged to-night: the Empire was going to
in ton minutes from having made his first declaration, con- be disintegrated, our connection with it was going to cease,
tradicted and answered himself. Now, the Lon, gentleman as soon as we obtained responsible governmont we were
says truly that there were involved in this resolution very going to be gobbled up by the United States ! These are
important principles, and that the onus lay upon those old, stale and refuted arguments which have no force,
who proposed them to show to the House that circum. They are old women's tales, as an hon. friend reminds me.
stances had arisen that justified such a large advance in We have heard them over and over again, and whenever
our colonial history. Weil, Sir, I thought that my hon. proposals are made by the Liberal party with a view to
friend who occupied the time of the fouse for an hour and extending our rights, we hear the same stale argument;
a half this afternoon, did, in a most able and conclusive we are going to cease connection with Great Britain and be
manner, prove to the louse the existence of those circum- swallowed up by the United States. We have, however,
stances which ho calls for. If there is one remark which I arrived at a stage in our history when we are not
would like to make concerning the speech of my hon. afraid of the future, and not afraid of what the future will
friend who has just sat down it is this, that he took precious bring. We are prepared to legislate for Canada as she is,
good care to avoid just those parts of my hon. friend's to leave it to our children to legislate for Canada as she
speech, and those facts which my hon. friend cited in sup. will be in coming years. If our development leads us on
port ot his resolution. He spoke of the marvelous develop. to Imperial Federation, if it leads us on to complote inde-
ment of this country, socially, politically, morally, and pendence, if it leads us on to annexation with the United
every way else. Well, Sir, there is no man in this House States, that is a question which the men of that day will
or ont of it who has a stronger belief in the undeveloped determine and not us. We are here to legislate for Cana-
reseurces of this country than I have. I believe we cannot da as she is, for the people as they are in their best inter-
use language too strong to depict what this country is cap- ests and according to our best judgment, and it is not for
able of becoming; but I aliso believe at the same time, so us to discount the future or to predict what the future will
far from having developed these resources as you would be a quarter of a century hence. The Finance Minister has
have done if you had adopted a fair and generous policy told us that Canada is the first colony of tho Empire. So
for the last ton years, you have done all in your power, by she is ; and what does that prove? la that any reason why
restrictions upon trade and by your fiscal Jegislation, to there should be a withholding of the rights that belong to
dwarf, and suppress, and keep dormant those undeveloped the first colony ? I rather fancy that if the first colony
resources. Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman knows himself bas outgrown its swaddling clothes and become a
that he drew rather a strong bow when ho spoke about our full man, it ought to be clothed with the habiliments
wonderful advances in trade and commerce. Re knows of a man. We ought to assume the responsibility
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which the importance of our position has thrown
upon us. That is what we ask in the measur
involved in the resolution before the House. We have gon
on developing our political system year after year. After
we bad united in one confederacy, we found Great Britain
was disposed more and more te yield those rights, withou'
which we cannot properly discharge our daties. The hon
gentleman truly has said that, a few years ago, the las
remnant of the power of control, I may say, which Grea
Britain exercised over the commercial policy of Canadu
was withdrawn. The Royal instructions which authorised
the Governor General te withhold his assent from any Bil
discriminating against Great Britain were altered, and tha
clause was withdrawn. To-day, Canada stands in th4
position that she is complote master of ber commercia
policy. She can make what laws she likes, in her own in
terests. She has acted in harmony with that view, and, a
the instigation of the Tory party, she bas done se in thE
most selfish manner imaginable. When the Goverrnment
came down, in 1878, with their policy known as the Na
tional Policy, what did they do ?

Mr. HESSON. Sought to build up the country.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) At whose expense ? What was

the policy they proclaimed, rightly or wrongly ? It was
Canada for the Canadians. They said, we are going to
legislate for the people of Canada and for Canadian interests
It matters net on whose tees we tread. Some said at that time:
You are going te discriminate against Great Britain, you are
going te legislate in favor of Canadian produets and agairst
the products of the mother country. The answer that rang
out in the leading organs of the party, and which was re-
p eated on every platform, was; Se much the worse for Great

ritain. Those gentlemen said : It may be true that we are
legislating against Great Britain, but this country bas
reached that stage when it mustlook out for itself; England
was looking out for herseif and all her commercial policy
was directed to the promotion of her own trade and com.
nierce, and we muet do the same. That was the poliiy bon.
gentlemen opposite advocated, and Great Britain conceded
to us complete control of our commercial policy, and the
right te discriminate against Great Britain or any other
country. Se, to-day, we are complete masters, se far
as legislation is concerned, of the situation. That being
se, what does this resolution involve ? Does it involve
anything treasonable? No. It involves a proposition
which is the entire complement of the other. We now
possess the power by legislation te control our commeicial
policy as we please, and we now ask that the power we

ave shael net be a power merely in name but one in
reality, and having that power we shahl have the means
conceded to carry it into effect. That is what is asked by
this resolution. We cau legislate in any manner we plea&e
on questiorns of tariff, and we ask now the power te ap
point agents at foreign courts so that we may negotiate
our own commercial treaties. If that is the case, the hon.
gentleman is bound te show that, involved in that proposI-
tien and underlying it, there was something dangerous to
the existence of the state and inimical te the best interests
of the people ; and he has failed to show this in his speech
against the motion. 'lhe hon. Minister complained that
the resolution did net go as far as previous resolutions
which bave been moved in this House. It goes as far as it
le necessary te go. It is quite unnecessary te insert in the
r<solution the words " the other colonies of the Br itish
Empire," because that involved other considerations and a
great many other questions might be raised. We wished
merely te test tbe opinion of the louse and the country
upon the broad general proposition, and it is no use in
shirking or denying the fact that the resolution, while
mentioning foreign countries, specilaly and particularly re.
lates to the nation with which we condact nine-tenths of
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i our business outside of Great Brltainviz,, the United States.
BWe have as neighbhors, as rivais and aa customers, 60,oUO,OUO
EPeople. Our lurnbering interests, fishing interesta, farming

r interests, railway interests are ail interwoven and bound up
a with that counitry. Their woll-being means our well- bong.
t Our social interests are wound up with theirs. You can,
î. ot go from Ontario to Prince Bd ward Island and enter any

t family without flnding that a large number of their rela-
,t tives and f'ricuds are across the lino. Our social interesta
a are, therefore, bound up with theirs and our commerciat in-
i' terests are in the same position;- and this being s0, we
J shall bave more business with thema in the future than with
,t any othar partofthoworld. The question presents itselfbhow
e can we promote those relations with the United States?
A Now, Sir, we have had delieate fishery questions arieing

*betweeu Canada and the United States for the past few
,t yoars. We have comtnon fishing grounds, sud, as was
enatural, complications arose between the American flaber.
tmon and our fishermen as te their respective rights
-in our waters. We have the anomaly that whiJle those

difficultios wore intensifying year by year until they
brought us, as was said to the verge of war, yet while we
were within two oi- threo days journey cf the capital cf the

sUnited States, urnder our present systerm which the iister
c f Finànce commends and insists shail remain, it teck uis
eigbt montbs to commanicate between Washington and

*Ottawa. Why, any practical business man must see tbat
this is an eobsolete system and that it belongs te a by-gone
age. A moi-chant in Ottawa can communicate witb a

tmerchaut in Washington and get bis auswer iu a week, but
if Mr. Bayard w:tntod te 1.9y a complaint beore the Cana-

*diari Govern ment as to the action of' the Canadian Custom
bour3e officers or the Canadian fishery officers tewards
the Amorican fishermen it teck him ji4st oight menthe te
do it. La thut reasnnable ? lu 1885 there was ne trouble, be-
cause our waters were tbrown open te the American fisher-

7mon, pouding tbe possible solution cf the question in
an amicable way. In the boginning cf 1886 before the
trouble urose Secretary Bayard sent a most important
communication te the Canadian Governmen t. He had te

3send it te the British Minister at Wafibingtmn, the British
Minister had to tend it to the IForeign Seoretary at berne,
the Foreign Secretary bad te send it te the Secretary fer the
Colonies, tbe Secretary f'or the Colonies bad te send it te
Lord Lansdowne'- the (Jovernor General, and Lord

îLant3downe bad te lay it bofore bis Cabinet. After aIl thus
circuimlocaticu an answer went back in the saine round.
about way. The Governor (Jouerai bad te send it te the
Secretary of State for the Colonies in England, that
Secretary of State sent it te the Foreign Secretary, the
F'oreign Secretary sent it te the British Miniiter at
Washington, and the British Minister sent it te Mr.
B3ayard . What was the reduit of &il this ? The resait
was that a communication whiicl Mr. Biyard addre4ised
te the G;overumnerit cf this coutry on the 28tb cf May)
18.s6, wbich tihould have been answered undur any cir.
cumiatauces witbin a raontb, and bufore the fishing season
commenced,-and wbich if the answer had been dictated
by men having the best interests of tbe country at beart
might have averted ail the difforences which subsequentIy
ensued,-was Det answerel in Washington untîl the fohhow-
ing Janusry, six or eight monthsatater. Ln the meantime
the fihhing seuson was over aud ail the complications
had ariden. Bitter animosities wbich it will take yoars
te eradicate were engendered during that ffisbing season,
and those difficulties were inteusified. Secotary Bayard
in a communication wbich be made on 8th Febrnary te ir.
Pbelps, remarked : 1"Lt may be neted that the reply to my
note cf tbe 28th May, 1886, is dated on the 28th February,
giving some eight monthis for the completion of tbe circuit
of corresponden«." W. are dealiug boe with tactso as
they re and notwith 1"amwewoulikth.ta to be, 1
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ask any hon. gentleman on the other side of the louse who ont for the only year in the history of their political career
has given any consideration at ail to the complications their policy in its integrity. What was the result of this
which have arisen and must continue to arise from this their policy being carried out ? They seized over 68
fishery question, whether the state of facts, as I have American vessels and out of this number only 6 or 8 were
depicted them, whore it takes eight months for an answer seized for transshipping fish. They seized American ves-
to a note sent from Washington is what they believe is sels in every harbor and port on the most trivial excuses,
proper ? The hon. gentleman told us that we had pretty they treated them with alleged inhumanity and acted then
much ail we wanted under the present system. He told us towards them in such a manner that the fishermen
that in 1871 the Canadian Minister was associated with the spread abroad through the United States the bitterest
British Minister in the negotiation of the Washington possible feeling against Canada. In the spring of 1887
Treaty, fie told us that in 1874 the late Hon. George the Governiment were again warned by a mutual
Brown was associated with the British Minister in independent friend that matters had reached such a
the treaty of that year, and he told us also that crisis that if they went on with their work another
which was not an historical fact, that that treaty year it meant war. They sent Sir Charles Tupper in hot
having been agreed on was treated with contempt by the haste to Washington and Sir Charles Tupper had consulta-
United States Senate. A gentleman occupyirng the respon- tion there with the Hon. Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State.
sible position of Minister of Finance in this louse and in He learned, as ho told us afterwards, that the policy of the
this country, ought to measure his words more carefully Canadian Government had been a false one, that we had
when he speaks of the action of a body like the Sonate of been running in the wrong track, that we had been brought
the United States. The statement he made is not historie face to face with sixty millions of irritated people, and
ally true; that treaty did not come before the Sonate until unless we were prepared to take the consequences of com-
it was too laie for them to take it under consideration, and mercial war, we must back down from the position we had
I have the best means of knowing from conversations with taken. Sir, we were told more than that. Mr. Secretary
some of the Senators who were Senators at the time Bayard told Sir Charles that not only must our policy be
and who are Senators yet, that there is no doubt if that changod, but the method of carrying on intercourse between
treaty had come before the Sonate earlier, it would have the two nations was so cumbrous that it must be changed
received the Senate's assent. That, Sir, is the fact. The also. I am reading now from the confidential letter Mr.
policy which we propose in the resolution here to-night, is Bayard addressed to Sir Charles Tupper on 31st May. After
not a new policy for the Liberal party. Before those speaking of the commercial relations, ho says :
gentlemen, who occupy the Treasury benches, got this "4It is evident that the commercial intercourse between the inhabitants
country into the terriblo 'ate it is in now, and which was of Canada and those of the United States has grown into too vast pro-
depicted by Sir Charles Tujpper la-t year, before they irri portions to be exposed much longer to this wordy triangular duel, and
tated and annoyed and brought us into a state of commer- more direct and responsible methods should be resorted to."
cial war with sixty millions of poop!e, what did this Sir, that was the opinion of the Secretary of State of the
Reform party do? We submitted a proposition in United States. Sir Charles Tupper, the leading man in the
1884 for the settlomont of this very question. We Government of the day, the man who put the Government
submitted a proposition that the Government of the where they are, the man who led them while he sat in his
day should send negotiators to Washington to try and settle saut and made them change their policy and bite the dust,
the differences between the two countries arising out of reciprocated the sentiments of Mr. Bayard, told him it was
the abrogation of the fishery clauses of the Washington so, acknowledged that he could not defend the policy of his
Treaty. We told those gentlemen what would take place subordinates, and said he believed the time had come when
when those fishery clauses expired. We knew from past the policy inaugurated by the Governmont should cesse, and
experience that if the fishermen of the United States came a policy of peace and reconciliation should be introduced.
to our waters and came in*o contact with our men and if we Well, Sir Charles Tupper returned to Ottawa, and what did
attempted to enforce thoTreaty uf 1818 against them, as we ho do? Was the policy of 1f86 duplicated again ? Why, the
had enforced it in 187 i and l75, the resuit would be to hon. Minister of Finance says ho made no change in bis
bring about a state of things that would end in the dis- policy. low dure he stand up in this House in the presence
ruption of the friendly ties existing between the two of those who know to the contrary ? I tell him he never
countries, and we told the Government that. We went dared to seize an American vessel in 1887. ie went
further, and declared as part of our policy in 1884, that through the farce cf having bis cruisers omise along
in the negotiations which wo advised should tako the coast, but ho took good0care that American vessels
place, Canada should be represented by a nominee of were net interfered with aither in the harbors or
her own. That was our policy in 1884 ; but that was eut cf the harbers. As 1887 went hy without a soizure
laughed at and sneered ut by hon. gentlemen on that aide of and without trouble, the ex-Mijister cf Marine and
the House. What was their answer to this ? They said : Fisheries bucked down from the poiioy had adopted
" Oh, we the great Canadian people are not going to humi- and the captuins cf cruisors and tha collectors cf customs
liate ourselves by suing for terms or negotiating with our eook good cure net te repeat the fire-eating policy of the
neighbors to the south. We will stand on our dignity and previons year. We know that the Iaading power in the
we will make them come and bow the knee to us." In Administration did net approva cf that policy. Wa know
1885 we repeated our request, we warned those gentlemen that the man second in command, the meat powerful in
what the result would be, and we toli then that the door their U-vernmant, stood heand usked the fousa tex-
was not even then closel against amicable arrangements. cuse the youth and inoxperionce of the hon. Minister cf
We told them that even thon, if they would seni a repre Finance who was thon Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
sentative to Washington clothed with proper powers, and a saying that ho for ena wonld net be propared te endorse or
Canadian, as ho cught to be, intimately acquainted with the support the extrome contentions that hon, gentleman hud
question, the resuit probably wouid be that some settlement put forward, but teliing us that they were young in dipie.
would be agroei upon between the two nations; but they macy and that some allowince should ho made fer thom.
would not do this. They were then so full of this idea of What did Sir Charles Tupper suy with rference to the
Canada's greatness and power, they were so full of military policy which the Miister cf Justice had se strongly an-
ardor that they determined to put on cruisers and at ail drsod, whioh the thon-Minister cf Marina and Fisharies
bazarde maintain the strict latter of the Treaty of 1818. The had inaugurated, and which ha is standing hare alono te.
G-ovornmènt refused our advice thon and in 1886 they arrieI day teodor and approvo of? flosaid:

thrug.teDarevfIavng iscrisrscris aon
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" I need not inform the House that in diplomatic intercourse it il cus-

tomary, it is right for the representatives of a Government to state the
stronge8t and most advance; ground that they possibly can sustain in
relation to every question, ani I would not like, I cenfess, to be tried
before the House by the ground taken by my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice and by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries."

He threw these young gentlemen over; he told them they
hal gone too far; ho told them, young men, 3 ou do not know
where your policy is leading to, and I, standing bore as Fi-
nance Minister of this country, tell yon I will not endorse it
or permit it; and from the time that word was spoken, the
hon. gentleman ehanged his policy and never interfered
with an American ship or an American sailor. What fur.
ther did Sir Charles Tupper say? le wanted to let them
down easy. They did their duty in taking the course they
did while they were playing at diplomatie correspondence;
but, ho said, when it comes to business, practical business,
their contention will not stand for a moment. I will give
you his own words:

" When it comes to a question of conference, to a question of inter-
national discussion for the purpose of ascertaining whether between
the extreme contention on the onea ide and the extreme contention on
the other, any standing ground may be found on which the two parties
mey meet and settle a dispute of great international difficulty by
mutual concession, the case is entirely altered, and the responsibility
resting upon the plenipotentiaries cf any country would be very great
if they refused to coneider fair and reasonable concessions on the one
aide and to meet them by fair and reasonable concessions on the other.
Se that I have no hesitation in saying that, dealing with this great
question in that spirit, dealing with a question that is of vital import-
ance to the British Empire, of vital importance to the Government of
Great Britain, who were constantly threatened with embarrassment
and serious difficulties and collisions with the great country to the
sou:h of u, a question too of great magnitude to the United States of
America, a question (J still greater magnitude, in my judgment, to the
p-ople of Canada, one on which we had more at stake and more to lose
in a great struggle of that kind than either of the great countries to
which I have referred-I say, looking at the question in that broad and
national spirit, looking at it with a desire to remove the possibility of
what I consider would be the greatest misfortune that could happen to
the civilised world, a collision between the two great Englisb-speaking
nation@, looking at it from that broad standpoint, it would have been
criminal on my part and on the part of those who represented Her
Majesty's Government and the interests of the people of Canada if they
bad by making fair and reasonable concessions, not endeavored, to
find a common ground that would present a solution of those important
and serions questions."~

Sir, ho said in other words that if ho had maintained the
high and untenable contentions of the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries of that day, ho would have been a criminal
in the eye of his country; and ho refused to entertain
them, and entered on this treaty with Mr. Bayard. Sir,
the hon. gentleman wanted facts. I ask him just to look
at that one fact alone, that this country by bis incapacity
was brought to the verge of war with a neighbor, and the
triangular duel under the present system of diplomatie
correspondence had been carried on for some time and had
r.ot settled the difficulty. Sir Charles Tupper went down
to Washington; ho had a few days' conference with Mr.
Bayard; and within one week they agreed upon a modus
vivendi. What does that show? It shows that difficulties
between nations can be settled in the same (ommon seDse
way as uifficulties between individuals, by conference. by
friendly communications, and not by employing a third
party three thousand miles away, through whom your cor-
respondence must be sent. Now, the hon. gentleman asked
us: What facts can you bring forward to justify this propo-
sition of yours ? Well, Sir, we need not do anytbing more
than cite in support of our position the statements made
by his own collea2Ue, the late Finance Minister. What
position were we in ? If we were to state it in our own
language, we would be tol i that we were exaggerating.
Let me read you the condition of affairs as they existed in
1887, aa described by Sir Charles Tupper himselif;:

"I have told yethatwe stood face to face with an enactment which
had been on the Statute-book by a unanimous vote of Congress, ratified.
by the President, providing for non-intercourse between the United
States and Canada, I need not tell you that that.Bill meant commercial
war, that it meant net only the ordinary suspension of friendly feeling

and intercourse between two countries but that it invylved much more
than that. If that Bill had been broue t into operation by the procla-
mation of the President of the Unite 8tates, I have no heitation in
sayiug that we stood in the relation to that great country of commercial
war, and the line is very narrow which separates a commercial war be-
tween two countries from an actual war. No man who knows anything
of the intimate commercial relations which exist between Canada and
the United States could contemplate such an Act going loto operation
without feeling that it would tear up from the foundation those intimate
social and cowmercial relations which exiot between these two countries,
which, in friendly commercial rivalry, are making rapid progreus which
has attracted the attention of the civilised world."

Sir, does the hon. gentleman want stronger proof than that,
that we have been brought to the verge of commercial war,
which the bon. the Finance Minister stated was the next
thing to actual war, and which between the two great Eng-
lish speaking nations, was the greatest ourse that could be
inflicted apon mankind. What brought us tothat ? It was
the policy of the existing Government, and the clumsy
method which existed of carrying on diplomatie corres.
pondence between the two countries; and I hnve no hesita-
tion in expressing my belief that if we had had our repre-
sentative at Washington who would have kept this country
informed of the actual state of the case and of the actual
feeling that prevailed in the United States, there would not
have been found in Canada ary body of mon so mad as to
have driven affairs to the point that the thon Government
brought them to in 1886. They would bave been told, in
18F6, by their agent in Washington, what they were told
by their special agent, Sir Charles Tupper, in 1887; they
would have been told that their policy was inimical
to the best interests of Canada, that it had driven
60,000,000 of its people into a state of irritation
against Canada, that commercial war was impending, and
that unless Canada retraced her policy, the greatest evil that
could happon to civilised mankind would happen to us. Now,
what does tbe h )n. gentleman say? He says: You ought
to bh satisfied, bocause practically you get pretty nearly ail
that you are abking for. But we do not. I have already
pointe d ont that the res lution bofore the House contem.
plates our obtaining power to make our own commercial
treaties. Involved in that would be the ne<emsity of our
appointing agents at the capitals where we ould rmake
commercial treaties. At Wabington, for instance, we
would have an accîedited agent, whoso duty and business it
would be to keep tie Government of this country inforrred
of the state of political feeling in C(onigress and among the
people of that couî try, so that we would be able to legislate
with full knowledge of the tacts, and not, as we have been
hitherto legislating, in ignoran«e of the true state of affaira.
It is not very long since we had the privilege conferred
upon our Canadian xepresentative of co operating with the
English plenipotentiaries in the negotiating of treaties.
Canada has suffered in the past extremely from not
being represented at the making of treaties affecting
ber interests. Those conversant wilh history know
what an immense slice of territory was taken from
us owing to the ignorance and supineness of Mr.
Baring in the negotiation of the Ashburnham Treaty. By
that treaty a large portion of Canada, including some of
what are now the finest seaports in the United States, were
given away to the Americans by the British plenipoten-
tiary. We lost that through the ignorance and imbecility
of the English plenipotentiary. Had Canada's interest
been properly represented thon, had the policy we advocate
now been thon in vogue, Canada would not have been
deprived of ber territory and ber interests would have boen
saved. When Mr. Baring, on reaching borne, learned the
grett crime ho bad committed against Canadian interests,
history records that he wept. "lHe gave to memory
ail ho had-a tear."' Bis weeping, however, did net
recoup Canada for the loses of ber territory, the loss of
which we to-day mourn. But we are told that we bave
.waterways extending from the Atlantic and away back
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through our cçuntry, during the summer, to thé centre
prairies, and that we are independent of the country;
to the south of us altogether, and that we
must have ail our commerce carried on through
our own territory; and the hon gentleman gave
us a history of the immense commerce that flows
through our canals and lakes. Bat bow long is it since that
same bon, gentleman and his friends advocated that we should
subsidise a railway to be built through American territory
in order that we might reach the sea quicker than we can
do by our present routes ? Have they forgotten that they
subsidised a lino to carry Canadian products through Amer-
ican territory ? I am not going to detain the House at
great length on this question. 1 think the hon. gentleman
who moved the resolution gave, in the strongest way, the
reasons in support of his motion, and I am not going to
repeat, if I can avid it, any of the arguments h used. The
hon. the Finance Minister has said that the Treaty of 1818
was made by Great Britain, and that the whole course of
her policy since thon bas been in accordance with the policy
adopted by Canada in 1186 Has the ho 1 gnutleman ever
taken the trouble o read the his tory of this question ? Does
hé know that the statement hé made is at direct variance
with all the facts ? Does hé not know that the policy of
Great Britain was in direct opposition to the policy
attempted to be carried out by him in 1886, and in the
carrying out of which hé so signally failed. If he will go
back to 1871, hé will find Lord Kimberley laying down the
policy of the English Government, with reférence to the
Treaty of 1818-not the policy which our Government
attempted to carry out in 1886, but a policy more consonant
with the general policy of the Empire. Lord Kimberley
said in that despatch which hé wrote in 1671:

" The exclusion of American fishermen from resorting to Oanadian
ports, except for the purposes of shelter and of repairing damages therein,
purchasing wood and obtaining water, might be warranted by the
letter of the Treaty of 1818, and by the terms of the Imperial Act of
1859, Geo. I, chap 28, but Her Majesty's Government feel bound to
state that it seems to them au extreme measure inconsistent with the
general policy of the Empire, and say they are disrosed to concele this
point to the United Stites Government unier such restrictious as may be
necessary to prevent smuggliug and to guard against any substantial
invasion of the exclusive rights of fishing which may be reserved to
British subjects."

Here the policy laid down by Lord Kimberley is in
direct opposi.ion to the one the hon. gentleman adoptud,
and yet the bon. gentleman has the hardihood to stand up
and tell us that in cariying out the policy of 1886, hé was
merely carrying out the general policy dt Gieat Bi itain
from 1818, which he gave ua to u, derstand she was ready
to support with ber guns and men-of-war. Such is not the
fact. Lord Kimberley said hé was in favor of maintaining
intact our territorial rights and preventing any substantial
invasion of our exclusive rights to fish,and I have yet to learn
that the American Government's contention in that respect
was to break the Treaty of 1818. It is not; but on the other
point wbich led to ail the trouble, the exclusion of Ameri-
can fishermen from our harbors, the compelling of Ameri.
can vessels to enter at a custom bouse every time they
came to port, the policy of harassing them in every con-
ceivable form, the policy of refusing them even the com.
mon rights of humanity-in that policy the English Gov-
ernment, I am proud to say, never was in unison with ours,
and that policy was condemned in the most vigorous and
strong language by Lord Kimberley in the despatch I have
just read. The hon. gentleman talks about our adopting a
policy which would be unfriendly to Great Britain. I want
to ask him whether it is a friendly act towards Great Brit-
ain so to conduct our negotiations and our commerce with
the United States as to bring the people of that great country
into the state of mind inwhich they were in 1886 and 1887 ?
In it friendship to England to bring her to the verge of war
with sixty millions ofpeople ? le it friendship to England

Mr. DAyms (P.E.1.

which adopts a policy leading to the passage of a Non-Inter-
course Bill by the Congress of the United States, which only
awaits the proclamation of the President to bring it into
force against this country? The man who is truly triendly
to Great Britain is the man who cultivates friendship be.
tween the United States and this country. The closer the
ties that bind us socially, commercially and in every other
way, the better it is for us, the better it is for Great Britain,
and the more it is in the interests of civilisation. There
could not be a greater curse to mankind, there could not be
a greater evil to Great Britain, than a war between ber
and the United States of America. She las her enemies at
home. She bas her enemies in Russia. She bas her
possible enemies in France and in other countries, who are
watching for an opportunity to take ler at a disadvantage.
Her friends are here; ber friends should be bore; her
friends will be here. The English-speaking races of
America will be England's friends in the time of ber trial
if this country so conducts ler relations with the United
States as to cultivate friendly,and kindly,and amicable feelings
with that great country, and not irritated, and harsh, and u-
friendly feelings. That man is not only the true friend of Ca-
nada but the true friend of the Empire and the true friend of
British connection who takes care that the relations between
Canada and the States shall be of the most cordial a d
kindly nature. The hon. the Minister of Finance talked as if
there was no use in having treaties at al, because, accord-
ing to his contention, treaties cannot be enforced except at
the point of the sword. The hon. gentleman cannot bave
read history aright, Accordingto his view, what bas been
the use of the time, and the energy, and the ability which
have been expended by the smaller principalities and states
and kingdoms of Europe in making treaties with the larger
powers? Denmark, Switzerland, Belgium, the Argentine
Republic, all these bave their treaties with greater powers.
They do not pretend to support them by the extent of their
armanents. They could not do it, as we know. There is a
hgher power which supports those treaties. Take the
treaties between the greater powers themselves and you
fiad that if one of them objects to a provision, it soon finds
means to denounce the treaty. Take the treaty in refer-
ence to the Black Sea. So long as it suited Russia to
observe that treaty she observed it, and wher shA saw fit
to change it she insisted upon baving it changed o meet
the circumstances of the day. I m not afraid, if we made a
treaty with the United States of America, that it would
not be carried out in good faith. No one donbts that it
would be carried ont in good faith.

Mr. HESSON. They have broken it before.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) When have they done so with
us ? The hon. gentleman knows that we tried to carry out
a policy which his own leader condemned as inhuman,
and in that matter certainly we were to blame more than
the United States. If we bad a treaty with the United
States, I have no doubt that they would carry it out in a
manly way. I know I am talking to some bon. gentlemen
who have no faith in the United States of America, but I
am glad to know that they are few in number, and that
that great country is looked upon with respect and held in
honor, by the great majority of the people in this country.

Mr. HEI SSON. How about the Fishery Treaty ?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I have already told you some-

thing about that, and I think we have no reason to be
proud of the circumstances connected with that.

Mr. H1ESSON. How about the lobster cans ?

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I do not think it becomes Canada,
with her duty upon peach baskets, to talk about the lobster
cans. It does not become a Dominion that was mean and
contemptible enough to put on the disriminatory duties i4
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reference to the Welland Canal tols to talk about honor
and good faith. In my opinion the honor and good faith
of Canada have been tarnished by the present Government
in both those respects. I believe that in some respecte the
United States have acted meanly towards Canada, and
notably in that matter of cans, though that was not a mat-
ter of treaty, but if they did, they had their match,
and more than their match, in the present Gov-
ernment. If they found a depth of meannese, you
found a lower depth, and you have tarnished the good
name of Canada and made it to stink in the nostrils of the
people of the United States. If we look at the bickerings
wbich' take place between Canada and the United States
year after year in reference to such matters as the taxes
upon tins, and the taxes upon peàch baskets, and the rebate
of duties granted on the Welland Canal, and if we look at
the consequences of these things and see that to-day we
have not escaped from the perils of these consequences,
it behoves us to pause and not, as the Minister of
Finance has done. to endorse the existing condi-
tion of the relations between the two coun tries.
To-day we stand face to face with a claim for 825.
000 to 830,000 for the illegal seizure of the vessel
Brýdgewater in the port of Shelburne; we stand face to face
with large claims for the infraction of the Treaty of 1818,
and the illegal treatment of the American tishermen; we
stand face to face with a Non-Inteicourse Bill, which has
been passed by Congress, and which is only awaiting the
proclamation of the President to bring it into force; we
stand face to face with a Bill which was introduced in Con-
gress the other day, the effect of which, if it were carried,
would be seriously to injure this Dominion. Gentlemen
who come from the Maritime Provinces know well that,
if the Non-Intercourse Bill were brought into force, it would
be the greatest calanity that could bappen to the people of
those Provinces. It would mean ruin, or next to ruin, to
many people there and to mary industries there. It would
be a terrible blow to the commerce of the United States, It
is true, but that is no compensation to us. Their com
merce, which extends alil along the 3,000 miles of co ter-
minous frontier, would be seriously injured, but is that any
consolation to us when our business would be damaged
tenfold as much? Lt is not to the interest of this country
that a state of feeling of this kind, rendering such pro
ceedings as this possible or probable, should be kept up
between these two countries. It is neither in the
interest of this country nor in that of Great Britain. The
motion of my hon. friend has been dictated by a serions
consideration of facts as they are. He has had the manliness
and the courage to express his view as to whither we are
drifting. Hon, gentlemen opposite may indulge in their
jingo policy. They may boast that they are going again to
put their cruisers on the water, and to intensify that feeling
which Sir Charles Tupper said they had brought about two
years ago; but that is not a policy in the interests of Great
Britain, it is not a policy in the interests of Canada, and it
is not, I believe, a policy which the electorate will endorse.
Since the great policy of unrestricted trade with the States
has been started, the people have risen from one end of
Canada to the other.

Some hon. ME&[BERS. Oh.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) Yes, and hundreds and hundreds

of electors who voted for the Conservative party before
will in the future sustain that policy. We accept the chal-
lenge which the hon. gentleman throws down. We pit Free
Trade with the United States against the National Policy.
The National Policy is ruining the Maritime Provinces, and
I believe it is ruining other parts of the country. We are pre-
pared to go before the countiry with a policy of unrestricted
trade against their National Policy of restricted trade,
and we believe that the majority of the people will endorse

25

r our view, and the sooner the contest is brought on the botter
for us. Sir, we have discussed in .very newspaper in the
Dominion, in every gathering in the Dominion, the politi.
cal status of Canada to-day. The warmest friends of the
leader of the Government, and hie strongest supporters, are
telling him that they are dissatisfied with the state of mat.

, ters to-day. Some of them wantImperial Federation. They
- are like children crying for the moon. Sir, there is a great

deal in the idea of Imperial Federation which commends
itself to my mind, a great deal that I am in hearty sym.
pathy with; but I look upon it as an impracticable idea. It
only can be narried out when you can get the Englieh people
to altertheir fiscal policyand to levy discriminatingduties on
the food of the people of that country; and you have yet to
point to me a statesman of even second-rate standing in Eng.
land who has adopted or dared to advocate the adoption of
that policy. It never can be adopted by Great Britain, and
until it has adopted it Imperial Federation will only remain
an idea filoating in the mind. I am not myself in favor of
it, although, as I say, there is a great deal in it that I
sympathise with; I am not in favor, either, of annexation. I
am in favor of Canada as she ie, and I am aiso in favor of
Canada, now that she has reached her present stage of
national manhood, being given the rights and privileges
which belong to a fuit grown man. We have the liberty to
arrange our commercial policy by legislation as we please;
we want, as the complement of that, liberty to negotiate
our commercial treaties. One is the complement of the
,ther, and they are both closely allied. They are both
necessary for the attainment of the one great object ;
Canadian prosperity-b>th necessary for the develop.
ment of Canada's great rosources; both necessary to
enable us to grow as we would grow if the shackles
which these lon. gentlemen have imposed upon our in-
dustries were taken off; both necessary to enable as to
obtain freer trade relations with our neighbori to the
outh. I mysel have no reasonable doubt that if we had

Lhat great boon oonceded to um, together with our right to
iegislate as we plese in commercial matters, with a party
in power in sympathy with th3 movement, that two years
would not roll over our heads before we would obtain reci-
procal free trade with the United States. Sir, hon gentle-
men can carry out their policy. What ai e they going to do
now ? What are they going to do the coruing Session ? They
cannot remain as they are; they have got to discover some
other modus vivendi; the existing relations between the two
countries are strained, they are strained, Sir, to the verge
of breaking. 'There may be some younger men in their
ranks, fire-eaters, who are willing to aboulder the re-
sponsibility of non-intercourse with the United States,
to talk about " the ftag " and that kind of thing; but the
maturer minds among them see the danger, the maturer
minds among them know that they bave got to do as they
did in 1-87; they have got to come down from their high
horse, they have got to speak with a subdued voice,
they have got to negotiate as reasonable men with their
neigh bors to the south, and in order to negotiate as reason-
able men, they ought to have, and should have, a duly
accredited agent there, keeping them acquainted with the
facts as they exist, with the trend of public opinion, with
the wishes of the people of the United States, wbich, I
believe, aIl tend towards closer connection with the Do-
minion of Canada.

House divided on resolution (Sir Richard Cartwright):
Y3as'

Messieurn
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Ban (Wentworth),

Béchard,
Bernier,

Edgar,
Edwards,

senhauer,

Fiset,
Fisher,

Maedonald (Harony,
EcItyre,
nill (Huron),

ilfi(Bothwell),
mitchell,
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Borden, Flynn,
Bourassa, Gauthier,
Bowman, Geoffrion,
Brien, Gillmor,
Campbell, Godbout,
Oartwright(Sir Rich'd), Guay,
Oasey, Hale,
Cafgrain, Balton,
flharlton, lunes,
Chouinard, Kirk,
molter, Landerkin,
Couture, Lang,
Davies, Langelier (Quebec),
De St. Georges, Laurier,
Dessaint, Lister,
Doyon, Lovitt,

Messieurs
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baird,
Barnard,
Bell,
Bergeron,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Burns,
Oameron,
Oargill,
Oarling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Ohisholm,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Oolby,
Oostigan,
Goughlin,
OùuLombe,
Ourran,
Daly,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison,
Desjardins,
Dewdney,
Dickey,

Neveu,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Rinfret,
Robertion,
Ste. Marie,
Semple,
Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Waldie,
Watson,
W eldon (St. John),
Wilson (Elgin) and
Yeo.-66.

Dickinson, MeNeill,
Dupont, Madill,
Ferguson(Leeds & Gren), Mara,
Foster, Marshall,
Freeman, Masson,
Gigault, Mills (innapolis),
Gordon, Moffat,
Grandbois, Moncrieff,
Guillet, O'Brien
Haggart, Porter,
Hesson, Prior,
Bickey, Putnam,
Hudspeth, Roome,
Ives, Skinlier,
Jones (Digby), Small,
Kirkpatrick, Smith (Ontario),
Labelle, Sproule,
Landry, Taylor,
Langtvin (Sir Hector), Thérien,
Laktivière, Thompsor (Sir John),
Laurie, Tisdale,
Macdonald (Sir John), Tupper,
Macdowall, Tyrwhitt,
McCarthy, Wallace,
McCulla, Ward,
McDonald (Victoria), Weldon (Albert),
McDougall (Picton), White (Gardwell),
MeDougali (Cal) Breton), White (Renfrew),
MctGreevy, Wilson (Lennox),
McKay, Wood (8rockville), and
McKeen, Wood (Westmorel'd). 94

Resolution negatived.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the House

Motion agreed to; and louse adjourned at Il p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Tu5DAY, 19th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 39) respecting the .Hamilton Central Railway
Company.-(Mr. McKay.)

Bill (No. 40) respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'
Bay Railway Company, and to change the name of the
company to '"The Nipissing and James' Bay Railway Com-
pany."-(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 41) to incorporate the Calgary, Alberta and
Montana Railway Company.-(Mr. Davis, Alberta.)

Bill (No. 42) to amend the Act of incorporation of the
Ontario Mutual Life Assurance Company.-(Mr. Bowman.)

Bill (No. 43) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg andi
New York Railway and Bridge Company.-(Mr. Hickey.)

Mr. DAVIEs (P.E.I.)

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate the Canada Congregational
Foreign Missionary Society.-(Mr. Holton.)

Bill (No. 45) to revive and amend the Acts relating to
the St. Gabriel Levee and Railway Company.-(hLr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 46) to amend the Act respecting Queen's College
at Kingston.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 47) to amend the Act incorporating the Kings-
ton, Smith's Fallis and Ottawa Railway Company.-(Mr.
Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 48) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Ontario Loan and Debenture Company, and to authorise
the issue of debenture stock.-(Mr. Moncrieff.)

BILLS OF EXCHANGE, ETC.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill
(No. 5) relating to bills of exchange, cheques and
promissory notes. He said: I explained the object of
this Bill so fully, in introducing it to the House, that I pre-
sume it will be unnecessary that I should speak at any
length now as to the changes it will make. My explana-
tion will be found on page 16 of Hansard. The Bill is
undoubtedly one of considerable importance, although the
changes it makes are rot very sweeping or radical. It aims
at a consolidation or codification of the laws relating to
bills of exchange and promissory notes in the different
Provinces of Canada, with the view of assimilating as far
as possible the laws relating to these subjects in the several
Provinces. I have taken steps to have the Bill, since it was
introduced, circulated as widely as possible among those
persons carrying on business in Canada who are likely to
be most interested in the subject, and among banks, boards
of trade and chambers of commerce in the different localities.
Suggestions have been and are still being made as to amend-
ments which it may be proper to make when we go into
committee on the Bill. I move the second reading now,
but wish to explain that it is not my intention to move the
Bill into committee until ample time has been given to
hear from the classes in different portions of the Dominion
whom it more particularly affects.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am very glad to hear that the
hon. the Minister of Justice does not at present intend to
press this Bill further than the second reading. It is in
itself a very important Bill. It attempts to consolidate the
laws relating to bills of exchange and promissory notes. I
notice, in looking over a portion of the Bill, for I have not
had the opportunity yet of going over the whole of it, that
if it were carried in its present form it would make radical
changes in the law in a good many particulars. I dare say,
if I had the opportunity of going through the whole Bill,
I would find other changes than those which have occurred
to me, and I hope the hon. gentleman will not press the
Bill for some time, if at all this Session. If we are to
codify the laws-and I admit it6is important that we should
do so if it can be done suocesfully-with regard to bills of
exchange and promissory notes, we ought to take care not
to alter the law in any particular in which it is not deliber-
ately intended to be altered ; and I am quite sure the Bill
as it stands would produce alterations other than those the
hon. gentleman contemplates.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman if it is his intention to codify, if not this Ses-
sion, at any Session, the commercial laws of the Dominion?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not my intention to
make any effort of that kind this Session. I have not
formed any definite design in that respect.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle.
man propose to Fend this Bill to a special committee-the
Committee of Banking and Commerce-which in some
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respects would be a good body to discuss it ? Or does he
propose to refer it simply to the general Committee of the
louse ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E 1.) Does the hon. gentleman intend
referring this Bill to a special committee, or to the Com.
mittee of the Whole House ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Committee of the Whole Sir JOHN THOMPSON. To the Committee of the Whole
H ouse. 1 louse.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course it can bc
discussed there, but I would suggest to the hon. gentleman
that, as far as the convenience of discussion goes, and the
convenience of allowing bankers and all others interested t
be hoard, that it sbould be referred to the Committee o:
Banking and Commerce. On one or two occasions we
have dealt with Bills of a somewhat similar character in
that fashion ; and although I am aware that the province o.
a special committee is more particularly to deal with privat
Bills than measures introduced by the Govern ment, still i
might be botter for ail parties concerned that bankers and
merchants, who are more particularly interested in this Bill
should be allowed to appear and be heard before a com
mittee, which cannot be don. if the Bill is referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There are no doubt ad.
vantages in the course recommended by the hon. :gentle-
man. Still that malter has had my attention, and I think
it will b botter to refer the Bill to a Committee of the
Whole Hlouse, and then, if any special reasons arise, it may
be referred to a special committee.

Motion agreed to, and Bill readIthe second time.

SPEEDY TRIAL OF INDICTABLE OFFENCES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of
Bill (No. 17) to make further provision respecting the
speedy trial of certain indictable offences. Hie said : The
object of this Bill is to make the provisions of law with
reference to speedy trials applicable to all parts of Canada.
I shall have to move two or three amendnents, not of very
great importance, but inasmuch as the Bill is a re-enact-
ment of the law with regard to speedy trials, I will avail
myself of the opportunity of the Bill being before the Com-
mittee of the Whole House to suggest these amendments.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would ask the hon. gen-
tleman to consider the propriety of extending the provis.
ions of this measure to several misdemeanors which are not
at present susceptible of that kind of trial. I do not know
how it would work in the other Provinces of the Dominion,
but I know that in Quebec it would reduce immensely the
cost of the administration of criminal justice.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Do I understand the hon. gentle-
man intends to extend this to the County Courts of Prince
Edward Island ? The word "Judge " in each Province of
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island,
means any Judge of a County Court, according to the Bill.
Bat in Prince Edward Island, County Court Judges have
no power to deal with criminal cases. They have no crim-
mal jurisdiction, so that it would be impossible to apply
this measure to them. It may, or may not, be advisable to
give criminal jurisdiction to the County Courts, but at pre-
sent they have no sdeh juriediction.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Neither have the County
Court Judges in Nova Scotia, but I have had negotiations
with the Provincial Government of Nova Scotia, and any
legislation necessary there to implement the legislation here
will b. adopted. I intend having the same course pursued
with regard to Prince Edward Island, if it can be done.
The Provincial Government of Nova Scotia are entirely
wiling, in fact are desirous, to see this Act passed.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

a MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIPICATES.e

a Mr. TUPPER rnoved second re-iding of Bill (No. 26)> to
0 amend the Aut respoctiiog certifieutes to masters sx'd mates
,f of sbips. fiesaid: I staied, orn tho introduction et'tho Bill,
a the objeet we bad in vicw. That wag, to extend he pro-
ivisions in r' -,ýrd t<, the o oéiing triade, which now include

,f the ports ul ,ie United Stâtes atid 1ports in Newfoundiand,
a se as te mc. ude ports in lthe XVeat India Islands, an t the
t ports of St. Pierre and Miquelon. The objoct of the Bill i@
1 te maike te soma extent more uniform the regulaions in

regard te tbe ce»sting trade, be:Iuse vossols which cati go
-te tho ports of the United States and of Newtourdland, under
athe present Statute, have on many occasions te pass those

ports te which this Bill extends the coasting regulatiens.
There seoins te be ne reuson why a master having a coast-

*ing certificat. shouId inot have the sauno right te clear in the
*ports in the West Indie, and in St. Pierre and Miquelon, as
ho has in the ports of the long coast of the United States, in
tho soutbern portion cf which he is close te the West Indies,
sud in tho ports ef Ncwfoundland. 1 have been speken te by
several hou. gentlemen in regard te some amendîmonts look-
ing te the extension ef the Bill stihi f urther, and, therefore, 1
propose only te moe.tb. second reading new 50 as; te give
hon, gentlemen the eppertunity of giving due notice of
amendments they desire te make, and te enable these who
are interested in the coasting trade te see how lar it is safe
for uis te go in that direction. I may point eut that theÂAct
referring te the certificates of masters and mates engaged
in the coasting txade is more stringent in Canada than in
any country in the world. In Erigland, they have net gene
as fur as w. have done in this direction, the gzreat ebjeot
there being apparontly Wo safeguard particularly those ship
which are engaged in the seagoing or fereign trade, and the
homo trade passonger ships. For these reasens, I wiIh only
ask to-day that the Bilh should bc read the second lime.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read tbe second lime.

WEIGHTS AND MEASUIRES ACT ÂME iDI&LENT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved second roading of Bill (No. 27)
to amend 1he Wightis and Measures Act, Ho said: The
only change is as te the mode ef marking the capacity of
barrels. At proent the marking bas te bc made on
1he stave where the bung is. That je ver y inconvenlent.
Where there are many tiers of barrols, that is th. part of
the barrel whicb is net visible, and, when barrels are rolhed
around, ili difflcult te se. the marking on that part of the
barrel. Lt je now proposed te provide that the marks saah
be on th. end cf the barrei, and also that they May b. made
by painting as well as by burning or cutting int the w"od

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What is the meaning of the
exception ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. That refers te a different chas. of
barrels and casks containing spirits. There is a regulation
in regard 10 the marking or branding of Ihose casks, and
they are markod or branded by reguhation.

Mr. D'V'IES (P.E.I.) On th. end or on the. stave ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. On the end.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If they are marked on th. end
by reguhatien in the way in whieb the Min jeter proposes
that other aasks shah b. marked, I do net se. the reaaon
for the exception.
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Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time, consider ed

in Committee, reported, and read the third time and passed.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.
(In the Committee.)

Eutimated expense required in connection
with the High Commissioner's Office..... $7,753 37

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister of
Finance will remember that, when this item was up before,
I desired to obtain from him information as to how a saving
was effected by the appointment of Mr. Chipman in the
office of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. The hon,
gentleman will remember that we were told that that ap-
pointment involved no additional tax at all on the people
of this country. But I observe here that the salary for the
High Commissioner's Office in which Mr. Chipman was, is
given at $7,753 as against, apparently, $7,500 asked the
year before. It appears to me extremely difficult to see
where the saving comes in.

Mr. FOSTER. I think my hon. friend is about
right; the saving is not very large, I find, so far as the
salaries in the High Commissioner's Office are concerned.
There is, however, a saving, I suppose, of a certain amount
which has been effected in the transfer of Mr. Reynolds to
that office, a clerk having been appointed in his place at a
smaller salary, saving, I think, nearly $400. Although that
does not appear In the item of salaries in the igh Com-
missioner's Office, it la yet that much saved to the service,
Mr. Reynolds baving been a clerk in the Lands Depart-
ment of the North-West.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not exactly see
that. Of course 8400 is a very small sum compared with
the increase of $2,300 in the other. But -I observe that for
the prosent year the salaries are only 87,500. The Minis-
ter now aska for 87,753, an uincrease. of over $200 over the
current year's salaries.

1fr. POSTER. That is made up partly of statutory
increases.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Still, it does not
appear that there is any saving at all, except the 8400 to
which he alludes.

Mr, FOSTER. Well, I do not think there is.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The statement made to
the committee was explicit, that the transfer imposed no
additional tax on the people. It appears now that, according
to the statement made by the Minister of Finance, that
transfer involves an additional charge to the people of this
country of $2,350, les 8400, as I understand the Minister,
a charge, in other words, of 81,950 additional, whereas we
were told, in discussing the item, that the transfer imposed
no tax on the people of thia country. It appears to me
that there is a discrepancy between the Minister and his
colleague on this point.

Mr. TU-PPER. Not at all. The bon. gentleman who
last spoke does not seem to understand the explanation,
and speaks of the difference of 8400 in the salary as against
a salary of $2,000. The Minister of Finance explained to
the hon. gentleman that these two officers exchanged places,
and that they were receiving, one a salary of 82,350 and the
other some 8400 les. They were both In the service, they
both received those salaries, and, as I stated to tbe commit-
tee once or twice before, an officer receiving a leser salary
than Mr. Chipman takes his place in London, and Mr. Chip
man comes across to a position here. I think that bears
ont what I said. that it was an exchange of one oficer for
another, the offloer taking Mr. Chipman's place receiving

Mr. DAvIa (P.E.L)

FEBuAnRY 19,
less now than ho did before, and Mr. Chipman reoeiving Do
more in consequence of the change.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is ail very plausible, but there
is just this little point that my hon. and juvenile friend, the
Minister of Finance, fails to put before the House. He says
that the gentleman was taken from the Department of the
Interior; presumably ho was not wanted in the Interior.
I jresume the place has not been filled in the Interior.

Mr. FOSTE R. His place was filled.
Mr. MITCHE LL. Then, where is the saving ? You take

a man and put another man in his place in the Interior;
you transfer a gentleman in the Interior to London, and you
bring a London man at over $200 additional into the Fish-
ories Department, which is distinctly an addition to Fish.
eries Department. Then, where is the saving ? There is
one additional man. employed in the department of my hon.
friend. I do not think that my hon. friend is treating this
House fairly in not putting the thing fairly before the
House. Why not come ont at once, if an officer is required
in that department, and say, we want an additional man,
and we have taken him, and we have endeavored to take
him in such a way that the increase would not b. any more
than we could help.

Mr. CASEY. I do not quite understand the basis on
which Mr. Chipman was paid last year. I find that he
received, as assistant secretary in the Immigration Office,
London, $2,250; ho received for services in the Colonial
Exhibition, $1,000; ho also received, as private secretary to
the Minister of Finance, 8537. I fail to see how ho could
ho performing the duties of assistant secretary in the Im-
migration Office in London and altso acting in connection
with the Colonial Exhibition, and at the same time perform-
ing his duties as the private secretary of the Minister of
Finance. I see that Mr. Chipman received last year $3,867.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Who is the officer who takes Mr.
Chipman's place, and how has a saving been effected ?

Mr. FOSTER. I gave that statement before, but I will
give it again. Mr. Chipman was clerk in the High Com-
missioner's Office in London, receiving last year a salary
of $2,250. If ho had not been changed, of course ho would
have remained there and received that amount, plus the
annual increase. Having been transferred to a department
here, that placed no additional burden upon the public
service. Then, in the place of Mr. Chipman, a Mr. Reynolds
was transferred from the Interior Department.

Mr. MITCHELL. What did ho get?
Mr. FOSTER. His salary for the current year was

81,450. He would have received that salary if ho had re-
mained here. So there is no increase, so far as that goes.
Into Mr. Reynolds' vacant position a man was promoted,
an officer in the service, at a salary of 8.00 les.

Mr. MITCHELL. How much ?

Mr. FOSTER. 81,000. In his place Mr. Sutherland
came in, a new appointment, at a salary, I am told, of 8800.
So, taking the matter all through, there is a considerable
saving; there can be no increase, so far as I can see.

Mr. MITCHELL. By the hon. gentleman's own state-
ment there is a new man put into the Department of the
Interior. They take a man at $1,000 from the Depart-
ment of the Interior and send him to England. Mr.
Chipnan, at a salary of 82,250, is brought out to the Marine
Department, and they put in the place of the man removed
from the Interior, a new man at $800 a year. If that i
not an increase of one officer aud an increase of $800 to the
expense of the country, I do not understand it,

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. The point is this:
We were told, whon objecting to the inorease in the Marine
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and Fisheries Department, that no real addition was made
to the burdens cf the people. It nOw appears from bthe
statement of the Minister of Finance that there was an in.
crease to the public burdens and to the expense of the
Fisheries Department, of the entire salary of Mr. Chipman,
less $403, which was saved by these transfers. So
there is an actual increase of 81,900. The words used by
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries were explicit: "The
transfer imposed no additional burden on the people of the
country." It now appears that the transfer did impose an
additional tax on the people, namely, the whole amount of
Mr. Chipman's salary, less the savings which the Minister
referred tu, so that the addition was $2,250 less $400. That
I understand to be the state of the case, as the Minister of
Finance has explained it. There is an increase in the
Minister of Marine's Department, and we are voting as
much, or a little more than usual, to the High Commis.
sioner's Office; so it is perfectly clear that there is an in-
crease of 81,950 in the total charges.

Mr. TUPPER. I think it only proper that I should set
myself right as to one point. I quite admit there is a new
feature introduced into this case. It certainly was not
known to me, the last time the committee sat, that another
officer had entered the service in connection with the trans.
fer of the officer to the London office. I confined my argu-
ment entirely to the facts with which I was familiar, and
those were, that Mr. Chipman had been transferred to the
Marine Department, that his place had been filled by an
officer already in the service, who was paid a much less
ealary than that received by Mr. Chipman. But I think
hon. gentlemen will bear me out in this, that no real in-
crease bas been shown even yet.

Some hon. MEMBERS. lear, hear.
Mr. TUPPER. I think, at all events, that is a fair view.

I say that no real increase has been shown in connection
with this even yet, for those two officers, who are doing
the work done outside the Marine Department, together do
not receive the salary Mr. Chipman received. But I want
to know if hon. members are not familiar with the custom
and practice which prevailed under both Governments by
which I would have had the right, when called to the
department, to take in a new man from outside of the Civil
Service altogether, and place him in the service and employ
him as my private secretary. I do not think this claim I
make on behalf of the position I at present hold is an
extraordinary claim. I say the House bas never demurred
to that practice hitherto.

Mr. MITCHELL. L Mr. Chipman in that position ?

Mr. TUPPER. The hon. gentleman does not follow the
discussion. Mr. Chipman was not taken from outside the
service. I had a right, from the practice which has never
been challenged, and which bas been followed by members
of both Governments, to choose as my private secretary the
man I wished particularly to act in that capacity, and I
had the right to go outside of the service and obtain the
services of any gentleman I preterred. Instead of doing
that, which would have added to the expense somewhat, I
took an officer who was already in the service. Moreover,
I did not add one dollar to the salary he received last year,
and bis place was taken by an officer who was recoiving a
still smaller salary and who was already in the service.
Then it appears that the place of this officer was filled by a
lower paid officer whose services were needed. I did not
confine, however, the justification for this transfer or my
selection to the pointa just mentioned to the committee. I
claim that there is work for this officer in the department,
that he is needed, and that the department has not too
many officers. I am not going over the whole ground, but
I desire to call the attention of hon. members to that
feature of the case. I have made good, I think, the claim1

B that the work of the department has enormously increased
of late, and requires for its performance a stronger staff
than has hitherto obtained. So my justification was not the
one to which allusion was made; but I again say I was not
personally aware of the fact that this low paid officer had
been taken from outeide the service into the Interior De-
partment in connection with the transfer of Mr. Reynolds
to London.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has admitted
that he was wrong in the statement ho made the other day,
in saying that a saving would be effected by the transfer of
Mr. Chipman from London here.

f Mr. TUPPER. I did not admit anything of the kind.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes,
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
M r. TUPPER. I will not allow the hon. gentleman to

put words in my mouth that I did not utter. I hope the
hon. gentleman will have the courtesy to allow me to make
a correction. What I stated was, and I state it atain, not
that a saving had been effected, but that an officer paid a
much larger salary had been exchanged for an officer paid
a less salary, both of them being in the service, and that
no additional burden was placed on the public revenue in
consequence of that transfer. I corrected that statement,
to-day, somewhat by saying I was not aware a third officer
had been called into the service.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the hon. gentleman admits that
he was wrong in the statement made that no extra charge
was placed on the public by reason of these changes. So
the hon. gentleman bas practically admitted the statement
I made. I am surprised that the hon. gentleman should
have rison in his place and, in face of the facts and of his
own admission, have stated that I did not correctly make a
statement. He, bas endeavored to eloud the question up
with a lot of matter that bas nothing to do with it. What
have we to do with the practice of bringing in an outside
man as private secretary to a new Minister? It bas nothing
whatever te do with thie transaction, and he merely brings
it forward te cloud up the matter, and to show that he
might brinig that man in but he did not do it. He goes to
London and brings a gentleman out as private secretary, at
a salary of $2,250, which is a thing unheard of.

Mr. CASEY. And $600 extra.
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know about the $600 extra,

and I will leave that to yon te explain. It is a thing un.
heard of, to take a gentleman at such a salary as private
secretary to a Minister, and more especially so if he gets
that $600 extra. My hon. friend still persists in saying
that there is no extra expense to the country arising out of
those changes in connection with that department. I do
not place much importance on this thing, but I want to tell
my hon. friend that he had botter not try to bulldoze this
House and te bulldoze individuals in this liouse. We have
experience of his respected father's efforts in that way and
of his great success in bulldozing, but while we might stand
it from a man of great ability and long experience like Sir
Charles Tupper, we eau scareely stand it from a man of the
hon. Minister's youth and inexperience. I ask the hon.
gentleman ut be a little more careful and precise in the
future when he makes those statements to the House, and
particularly, when he is corrected, not te tell a gentleman
that he is misrepresenting him. The facts of the case are
these: Mr. Chipman had $2,250 a year, and he was trans-
ferred from London, and that expense was added to the
Marine and Fisheries Department. Can any body deny that ?
A man in a minor position at $800 or $1,000 a year is sent
te London and a new addition to the staff of the country i
put in the place of the man in the Interior Department who
sncoeeded to Mr. Chipman's position in London. lt is as
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clear as the nose on your face that an additional expense is
created, even assuming that Mr. Chipman's salary is the
same as it was before the man transferred to London had
his salary increased. Will my bon. friend, in the face of
these facts, say that no additional expense has been placed
on the country ?

Mr. CASEY. fy hon. friend (Mr. Mitchell) who las jnst
sat down has disposed of the facts as to the extra cost
entailed. It seems perfectly clear that even although the
changes from London to Ottav% a and from Ottawa to London
may not involve in themselves any extra expense, the other
changes that are made necessary, involving the taking of a
new man into the department here, have added very consi-
derably to the cost. The question is not so much whether
those changes were made, but as to the statement made by
the Minister when his attention was called to the matter.
The hon. the Minister stated positively that no extra expense
had been incurred, and ho tells us now that he made.that
statement without full knowledge of the facto, and that he
only spoke of things within bis own personal knowledge. It
is to be expected that as yet there are a great many things
in bis department that do not come to his knowledge, but
until the time that ho ebtains that complote knowledge of
bis department, which he will no doubt eventually have, ho
should hesitate to make such a positive statement to this
House. I understand from bis remarks that Mr. Chipman
is to be bis private secretary, and ho told us that he could
have taken another man as secretary from outside the service
who would be allowed $600. Had ho done so that would
not have added to the cost at all. There is an allowance
of $600 to each department for a private secretary, and
the Minister was saving nothing whatever by taking a man
from inside the service. I understand that Mr. Chipman
will get this $600 as private secretary.

Mr. TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. CASEY. Thon, h will get altogether a salary of

82,850 a year ?
Mr. TUPPE R. He got that last year and ho gets the

same this year.
Mr. CASEY. The Minister said the department was under-

manned and that he needed to get another man. Hie, how-
ever, takes Mr. Chipman in as his private soci etary, and if Mr.
Chipman is acting as such, he cannot add any strength to
the general staff of the department. Any trusted shorthand
writer could act as private secretary as well, but here the
Minister brings in a man of high rank in the service and
puts him into the office of private secretary, so that his
services rendered to the department generally cannot
amount to much, and ho cannot assist the department to
get away with the enormous amount of work which the
Minister says has to be done there. I asked about a quarter
of an hour ago, how did Mr. Chipman last year manage to
discharge bis duties as assistant secretary to the Immigra-
tion Office, for which hoe was paid $2,250, while at the same
time he was paid $1,000 in connection with the Colonial
Exhibition, and $537 out of the $600 voted for the whole
year for bis services as private secretary during part of the
year ? It is quite impossible ho could do all those things
in the same year, and I want an explanation.

Mr. FOSTER. The answer to that is this: With refer-
ance to the $1,000, it was for services rendered the year
before, which were paid for this year, so that falls ont.

Mr. CASEY. No, it does not. How did ho manage to
discharge those duties the year before ? It comes to the
same thing.

Mr. FOSTER. He was secrotary to Sir Charles Tupper,
Minister of Finance, and he received $537 as secretary.
While Sir Charles was Minister of Finance he also super-
vised and carried on a good deal of the work of the High

Mr. MITCHELL,

Commissioner's Office at home, and Mr. Chipman was here
and was of essential service to Sir Charles Tupper in that
particular.

Mr. CASEY. That is exactly the point. Mr. Chipman
was out here acting as private secretary to Sir Charles
Tupper when he was Minister of Finance, and at the same
time he was being paid as assistant secrotary to the Immi-
gration Office in London, when ho was not there at all.

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all; the work of the Colonial Ex-
hibition was over then.

Mr. CASEY. I am not talking about the Colonial Exhibi-
tion.

Mr. FOSTER. What are you talking about then?

Mr. CASEY. I am talking about the item I mentioned.
The Minister told us that Mr. Chipman accompanied Sir
Charles Tupper to this country when ho was Minister of
Finance, and that ho was paid $537 as secretary to Sir
Charles Tupper, while at the same time ho was drawing a
salary as assistant secretary to the Immigration Office in
London, England, and he was not there at all.

Mr. FOSTER. I explained that. Although Sir Charles
Tupper was here as Minister of Finance he was part of the
year in London, and while bore and while in London ho
supervised the work of the High Commissioner there, for
which no extra salary was given him. Mr. Chipman did the
work under Sir Charles Tupper both here and in London.

Mr. CASEY. I am not speaking of Sir Charles Tapper's
pay; I am speaking of Mr. Chipman.

Mr. FOSTER. He did the work while ho was here.
Mr. CASEY. How could ho do the work of the depart-

ment in England when ho was in Ottawa ? The whole
amount of it is that he was receiving two salaries for per-
forming one duty. He was paid $2,250 a year for perform-
ing duties in England when he was not in the country at
all. That is a most scandalous state of affairs. The Min-
ister says that the services in connection with the Colonial
Exhibition were rendered the year before, but were not
paid till this year. That does not alter the question at all.
When a man is paid $2,250 a year, I do not think he ought
to have time enough to spare to enable him to render
services to the Government worth another $ 1,000. I think
that this is one of the greatest abuses under which our ex-
ecutive Government labors; this hiring of mon who have
already large salaries, and giving them large bonuses for
other services which they render during the time that
they are already paid for by the Government. It is a
rotten principle, and it is time that public attention was
more markedly called to it. A.gain, I want to attack the
whole system of these allowances for private secretaries.
Instead of engaging a secretary for $600, as might in most
cases be done to begin with, the Minister of the depart-
ment either appoints someone who is already recoiving a
high salary, as my young friend the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries has done, or else, after appointing.a man
private secrotary, he gets him appointed as a first class or
second class clerk, and he draws two salaries for doing only
one kind of work. The whole system requires to be changed.
We want to know what we are paying for a private secre-
tary; and to appoint a man as private secretary while he is
a first class or second class clerk is a fraud on the revenue

Mr. MULOCK. I do not quite understand the nature of
Mr. Chipman's present duty; will the hon. Minister explain
it ? What is he engaged at ? Is ho private secretary, or is
ho private secretary and first clas clerk, or what does
ho do?

Mr. TUPPER. I am sorry the hon. gentleman was not
present when the vote for Mr. Chipman was passed, when
this question was raised, and when twenty different mem-
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bers put the same case in twenty different ways. I have
explained the matter until I am tired doing so, and I think
the House has reason to complain of the time taken up by
the matter.

Mr. MULOCK. Perhaps the electors will complain.
Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Chipman is receiving the same salary

this year that ho received last year, and the electors will
find fault, I think, with hon. gentlemen opposite for not
being more vigilant last Session when they voted these
amounts to Mr. Chipman, the principle of voting which
they are now for the first time questioning. Mr. Chipman
is occupying the position of a chief clerk in the Depart-
ment of Marine, and, as I have stated before, ho is receiv-
ing, in addition to bis salary as chief clerk, an allowance of
$600 for acting as private secretary.

Mr. MULOCK: Then I understand that yon are paying
Mr. Chipman about $2,200 a year for work which used to
be done for 81,450, and that you are sending Mr. Reynolds
to Britain to fil the place formerly occupied by him. And
then, as another act of favoritism, for it is nothing more
than that, Mr. Chipman bas come out bere and bas been
promoted over his predecessor in office, and is to have
rolled up into one the salaries which two men formerly
drew, making bis salary $2,950; and that is the first ad-
ministrative stop of the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries. He is extremely glib in giving hie replies to ques-
tions which are asked bore in the interest of the country.
I have asked for information, as I had a right to do. Per-
haps I ought to have been bore before, but it is not, or
ought not to be, too late to prevent leakage. Whatever
explanations the Minister makes, it is quite clear that all
these charges involve extra cost. He las a new appoint-
ment at $800, a promotion of another officer, and Mr. Rey-
nolds, I suppose, will have an increase in the Supplemen-
tary Estimates; and thon there is the favorite from Halifax
put in to draw three men's salaries to do one man's work,
to please the Minister of Marine. It is rather an expensive
beginning with the young gentleman. I submit this is a pure
job, and ought not to b sanctioned by Parliament.

Mr. TUPPER. Well, the purity of the job will, per.
haps, recommend it to the consideration of those who un-
derstand it. The hon. gentleman should not be surprised
to find that when an officer vacates an office, his successor
goes into that office at a considerably reduced salary. If
that does surprise him, ho will find that the Civil Service is
simply full of that kind of surprises. It is the invariable
rule. It is very improper to place a man in an office made
vacant by the death or removal of a civil servant, at the
same salary as bis predecessor received, even though ho
does the same duties; and instead of there being this
favoritism, or this nasty phase of the question in connection
with my department or any other, I may tell the hon.
gentleman-because it may possibly soothe bis feelings, and
calm bis mind-that Mr. Chipman, instead of receiving
such an immense amount of favors, is receiving the salary
which ho received last year; and the man would be very
unreasonable in the Marine Department who would com-
plain of Mr. Chipman's being removed to a sphere in which
ho works side by side with him, when ho receives no in-
crease of salary. No injury to any man in the Marine De-
partment is done by Mr. Chipman earning his salary at
Ottawa instead of in London. These are the facts, and I
fail to see the utility of the frequent suggestions of jobbery
and favoritism, and the many insinuatious that have been
thrown across the House in connection with this appoint-
ment.

Mr. McMULLEN. I have just got from the Auditor
General's Report a statement Of the amounts drawn last
year by Mr. Chipman. As assistant secretary in the Im-
migration Office in London, ho drew $2,250; for services in

connection with the Colonial Exhibition, ho drew $1,000,
and travelling expenses, $537; in ail, $3,787. Now, I think,
if the hon. Minister of Marine, when he rises to respond
to questions put to him from this side of the House, would
endeavor to treat members with, a little more of that
courtesy which is becoming to a man of his years, and not
indulge in sarcasm, we should get on very much botter than
we do. The appointment of this man, Mr. Chipman, we
have a perfect rigbt to criticiso. It is quite clear that a
salary has been paid in excess of what is necessary, and
that ho bas been placed in a position where ho is drawing
two salaries, and another man bas been sent to take his
place across the Atlantic. The whole thing has been done
evidently for the purpose of favoring Mr. Chipman. He

f must be a pet of the Minister of Marine, or of some other
man in the Government, when he p placed in a position to
draw more than one salary. In looking over the Auditor
General's Report we find that many are drawing extra
allowances of this kind,and if the Govern ment are determined
to continue this practice we are determined to expose it,
and to protest against a system that is most objectionable.
The Civil Service bas been led to the idea that they sbould
not be content with one salary, but should have more than
one. It is a growing evil in ail the departments, and
every man in the service is waking up to the fact that it is
bis own fault if ho does not get something in addition to the
salary ho receives. I think it is time a stop should bu put
to this system, and that the Minister of Marine and Fisher.
ies should endeavor to correct the flagrant error ho has
committed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think the
Minister of Finance has correctly appreciated the point that
was taken by one of my hon. friend ebore as to the employ-
ment of Mr. Chipman in connection with the Colonial Ex-
hibition. I think it is a most objectionable practice. Mr.
Chipman was employed at a salary of $2,250, to discharge
the duties of secretary to the Immigration Department in
London, and ho received a further sum of 81,000 for doing
something, in 1886, in connection with the Colonial Exhibi-
tion. No man can properly fill two totally distinct offices,
If he did bis duty as assistant secretary, it required ail bis
time; and this practice of giving civil servants extra
salaries, of which this is a most conspicuous case, is one Of-
the most flagrant labuses that can crop out in the Civil Ser
vice. We find whole pages of names of men who for some
reason receive double salaries. Mr. Chipman is not the
sole offender; there is that to be said for him; ho is only
one among eighty or nretv in a similar position. Now, I
tell the hon. Minister of Iinance, who I dare say desires
honestly to enforce economy in all departments of the
Civil Service, that there is no bank or mercantile establish.
ment in this country in which men who are
called from one piece of work and put at an-
other are allowed to draw two distinct salaries.
The proces is growing up into an extrema abuse in our
service, and it is high time that itasbeuld be checked. no
far as regards the remarks made by the hon. the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries in reply to my hon. friend from
North York (Mr. Mulock), the whole of this discussion
arose from the Minister having made an incorrect state-
ment to the louse, as to the resait of placing Mr. Chipman
in bis office. He stated expressly, in so many words, that
it would entail no additional tax on the ratepayers, and it
turne out, from the statement of the Minister of Fisheries,
that it involves a considerable addition, and the hon. the
Minister now adinits he was mistaken. Under such cir-
cumstances, ho bas not the right to objet, to my bon. friend
calling bis attention to the fact that ho was mistaken.

Mr. TUPPER. Nor do I. I only object to the bon. gentle-
man repeating arguments which have been ail gone over
before,
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Sir RICHARD cARTWEIGHT. The hon. gentleman

will learn that in carrying the Estimates through Supply,
he muet answer the questions put to him, or very little
progress will be made.

Mr. TUPPER. I answered them several times.
Sir RICHARD C ARTWRIGHT. But not satisfactorily.

The Minister of Fisheries must appreciate and understand
that. My pont is that this is a very gros abuse, which it is
high time should be checked. It may be occasionally neces-
sary to give a man additional work to do. It may have been
that Mr. Chipman did hie work particularly well in con-
nection with the Colonial Exhibition, or whatever it was. I
do not object to his being withdrawn from bis proper work
and employed to do other work, but what I do object to-
and this is the first time it has come to our notice in the
Auditor General's Report-is that a man should be paid two
salaries. He could not have earned the two, because if he
had been discharging bis duties in the one capacity he
could not perform them in the other.

Mr. FOSTER. I agree with many of the remarks that
have been made by my bon. friend. I am sure noue of us
wish that a wrong impression should go to the country. I
do not think it is quite fair to state that the evil of paying
double salaries is on the increase. On the contrary, it is
on the decrease. Very great care is taken in all the
departments that civil servants shall not be paid for
extra services and extra time. It is said there are a large
number Bo paid, but if w. take up the list, we will
find that the parties are almost entirely outside of Ottawa.
For instance, very often a collector of customs issues
bounty checks; for which he is allowed a small amount
as a fee, and he appears as receiving double pay. Then
lightkeepers are also signal station keepers, or may be paid
for copying work for the Meteorological Departmen t. They
receive a smati amount for that extra service, and in that
way the whole service -is much more economically conducted
than it could be by appointing independent officers. Then
the collectors of customs are at times given charge of the
savings banks, by which means we avoid employing two
different men, but the collector appears as receiving double
pay. In the departments at Ottawa, outeide of payments
for the calculation of savings banks' interest, and for bounty
work in the Fishery Department, there is very little extra
pay given. I think, therefore, that the system, instead of
being on the increase, is on the decrease. With reference
to what was said about Mr. Chipman, his payment for
services at the Colonial Exhibition is a matter which où-
curred some time ago, and was, I suppose, fully discussed
when the item was before the House last year. That ex-
hibition entailed a great amount of labor on the High Com-
missioner's Office, and I believe Mr. Chipman rendered im-
portant services and worked very hard, and it was thought
only right by Sir Charles Tupper that he should receive some
acknowledgment. As to his being secretary of the Immi-
gration Department, the High Commissioner's Office is not
simply an immigration office, and it is on that account we
have this year brought these salaries under the head of
Civil Government. Mr. Chipman was secretary in the
office, and during the yearsSir Charles Tupper was Minister
of Finance, he also, both here and in London, supervised
and carried on to a large extent the work of that office. Hie
did not only do the work of private secretary to the Finance
Minister, but also the work of secretary connected with the
High Commissioner's Office, which was under Sir Charles'
supervision bere. With reference to private secretaries, I
think the bon. member for Elgin (Mr. Casey) was a little
unreasonable in his statements. A private secretary is not
in the possession of a sinecure. Any person who ha had
practical experience will know that. e must.be a truted
ma, one who will be the confidant of the Minister ; he has
a great deal to do, not only with the Minister's private
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200
work but with departmental work as well, and he works,
not merely eight hburs per day, but as long as the Minister
has work for him to do. It is perfectly absurd to think
you can get a man to do that for $600, and the piractice
has been, under other Governmenta as well as this, that the
Minister shall have the choice of his confidential clerk or
seeretary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T. But not to appoint a
gentleman of high grade in bis department.

Mr. FOSTEIR. That is a little out of the regular rule,
but still it is not quite right to say that an inferior class of
mon can do that work, or that a man could be got to do it
for simply the sum of $600. I simply make these remarks
as modifying, I think, the rather inordinate criticism of
some of my hon. friends on that side.

Mr. COOK. There is an old saying that there is no harm
in a wrong act if it never comes to light. That is, if you
make a false statenient, and it is never proved to be false,
there is no harm done. Therefore, I suppose the statement
made by my hon. friend the Minister, if it had not been
discovered, would have gone to the country as all right and
proper. I think the castigation which my hon. friend the
Minister of Marine bas received is not exactly fair. The
Minister of Finance is an older man and bas had longer
experience, and bas been doing a moral work for a num-
ber of years. He bas been an advocate of the great temper-
ance cause for a number of years, and that is a moral ques-
tion.

Mr. BOWELL. It bas not made much impression on yon.
Mr. COOK. If he does an immoral act, I do not think

bis young friend should be castigated for it. I am sure the
gentleman who has been spoken of now is a valuable pub-
lic servant. Mr. Chipman bas been in the Tupper family
for a number of years, and Sir Charles Tupper, knowing his
value, and knowing that bis son was going to occupy a very
prominent position, naturally thought he would endeavor
to send him out one of the best private secretaries he could
find, that he would send him ont such a man particularly
as was referred to by the Minister of Finance just now,
when he said it was very important to have a good man of
that kind as private secretary, because a good deal of the
departmentai work must be performed by him; that is, I
suppose, that he performs the work and the Minister gets
the credit of it. Therefore, it is easily understood why this
man Chipman was sent out by Sir Charles Tupper, because
he knew he was going to assist in the departmental work of
the Marine and Fisheries Department. Therefore, taking
it all in all, I think the Minister should not have received
the castigation he bas on the ground of immorality, but that
the castigation should have been directed to the one who firet
made the statement. The other Minister, being the younger
man, could not but pick up the statement of his father in
politics, and he may not have been aware himself of the
fact. I protest against statements of this kind being made
by the moral portion of the Ministry. If the statement had
been made by some who do not climb the moral ladder, and
do not get to the top rung, I would not have thought se
much of it, but I am surprised when it came from the
Minister of Finance, who always perches on the top rung
of that moral ladder. It is not the first time the hon. gen-
tleman bas been caught this Session in committing acts of
this kind. Only a few days ago the bon. gentleman was
caught in the same trap, and he might have said, I beg your
pardon, I was-ah, ah, ah-I did not quite understand, I
was mistaken. That is the apology which is made for a
direct violation of the truth.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. From the explanation which the
Minister of Finance has given as to Mr. Chipman's salary,
it is clear that he l paid for bis duties as private secretary
to the Minister of arine, and not as a first clasa clark.



COMMONS DEBATES.
It is clear that hoeis paid 82,800 for discharging hie duties
as private secretary. The Finance Minister tells us that
the duties of a private secretary to a Minister are very
important. Well, if they are of such importance as to
require the payment of $2,800, it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to submit that amount in the Estimates for the pay-
ment of a private secretary, aud not to ask for $600 for that
purpose and then give him an additional salary of $2,200 for
discharging duties which the Finance Minister has stated
cannot be discharged by Mr. Chipman or any other private
.secretary because the duties of private secrotary are so
great as to require all bis time. Would it not be far botter
if it appeared in our Public Accounts, or in the Auditor
General's Report, that these two salaries were not paid ? If'
it is necessary to have a man of such ability as Mr. Chipman
is described to be, to discharge the duties of private secre-
tary for the Minister of Marine, why should the two salaries
be put in the accounts? The Minister says that it is the
desire of the Government to avoid paying officers two
salaries. Well, bore is an opportunity to carry out that
desire. I say that this man Chipman receives a salary for
being private secretary to the Minister of Maiine, and there-
fore the vote should be 82,800 to pay for a private secretary
to the Minister of Marine, and not 8600 for a private secre-
tary and the balance for a first class clerk.

Mr. TUPPER. That, of course, is a fair question for
discussion ; but, in reference to takirg high class clerks as
private secrotaries, I think there is a precedernt. Mr.
Buckingham, who was the private socretary to the Pre-
mier in Mr. Mackenzie's Government, wasa first clase clerk
when the Premier desired to make him a private secretary.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. No.
Mr. TUPPER. And, further, that high class clerk, while

drawing bis salary as private secretary, was promoted and
was made a Deputy Minister in arother department.

Mr. IACKENZ[E. He was not a first elass clerk when
he was appointed secretary.

Mr. T UPPE R. What class was ho? My information -
and I got it from the books-is that ho was a first class
clerk. He was promoted, however, while acting in the
capacity of privatedsecretary, to the higher position to
which I have alluded.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is altogether
mistaken.

Mr. TUPPER. 1 am corrected in this: He was made a
first class clerk while ho was private secretary, and ho was
further promoted when ho was private secretary.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He was promoted, I think, from
a second class clerk and private secretary to the position
from which the hon. gentleman's chief dismissed him, that
is the position of Deputy Minister of the Interior. The
hon. gentleman has assumed what was not the practice in
former times, and what I trust is not the practice in most
of the departments at the present time, that is, when 8600
is voted for a private secretary, or for a clerk who is made
a private secretary, that Ihe whole of that sun muet neces-
sarily be devoted to the payment of that private secretary.
I think that has not been the rule, I am sure it was not the
rule formerly, and I suppose it is not the rule now in all
the departments of the public service. The hon. gen-
tleman, in making a chiot clerk a private secretary, bas
adopted a pra.tice that is almomt if not altogether with-
Out precedent. Certainly, the practice usually i to take
somne intelligent and well-informed man, a good short-
hand writer, one in whom the finister bas confidence, and
appoint him to some position in the public service, if ho
js not already there, as a third or second class clerk, and
thon supplement bis salary with the $600 voted for a private
secretary. But wheu the bon. gentleman takes an ofcer wbo
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is already high in the public service, ho is taking a party
who is supposed, in point of rank and the importance of
his service, to stand above that of private secretary, and if
ho makes such an offier a private secretary, ho certainly
ought not to supplement his salary by the vote of 8600. If
the hon. gentleman chooses to take Mr. Chipman as a chief
clerk in the public service, and use him as private secre-
tary, Mr. Chipman on no public ground whatever is on-
titled to $600 as private secretary. He is entitled to the
maximum sum of the class to which ho belongs, but beyond
that, ho is not entitled to receive anything from the public
Treasury. Now, the hou. gentleman will see, 1 think, as
the vote stands for private secretary, that in every instance
hle is not to receive more than $600. It is not an appro-
priation absolutely made to the private secretary, it is an
appropriation placed under the control of the Minister, so
that ho may supplement his private secretary's salary, if it
is not already adequate, by the addition of a sum not to
exceed 8600. He may vote one hundrod, two hundred,
three hundred, four hundred, fire hundred, or the whole
six hundred ; but when the bon. gentleman takes one of
the highest officers that ho can find in this department, and
uses that public officer as bis private secrotary, thon that
officer ought to be content with the sum which ho receives and
not supplement his salary by 8600 more. Now, the hon. gen.
tieman is in this position : ho is giving to his private secre-
tary a salary 8600 higher than that of a chief clerk. That, I
think, is clearly a misuse of the sum placed at the disposal
of the Minister. If ho cho-sei to employ an officer occupy-
ing so high a position in the public service, that officer
certainly bas nothing added to his duties or his responsi.
bilities by being made private secretary of the Miniter;
ho is occupying, or le performing, in point of rank, a service
that is regarded in the public service as inferior to that
which appertains to bis office ; and being less in point of res-
ponsibility-because no active intelligence is required on
bis part, ho is merely required to be an expert shorthand
writer and a good scribe -and whei the hon. gentleman
takes such an officer and makes him a private secretary, ho
bas no right whatever to add to the salary which pertains
to his public office the sum of $600, or any portion of it.

Mr. FOSTER. We have had this pretty well ventilated,
and I would suggest now that we take a vote upon it.

Mr. McMULLEN. Before the vote is taken I wish to
Cal the attention of the House to a statement which the
Minister of Finance made a few moments ago. He stated
that this custom of granting double pay to servants in the
departments was not inoreasing, that it wason the decrease.
I have before me the Auditor General's Report of last year,
in which I find that there were 396 persons who were
granted double puy for their services, that is, received pay
for more than one office, last year; but I find this year that
there are 484 such persons. Now, it is singular that state-
ment after statement, made by hon. gentlemen opposite, are
disproved by the Opposition, after enquiry. The Minister
of Marine bas clearly made an error in stating that a saving
had been effected with regard to Mr.Chipman. The Minister
of Finance comes to bis relief, and makes the statement
that the practice of giving double pay to officers le a good
deal on the decrease ; but, when we compare last year's
figures with this year' ;figures, we find that the number has
increased from 396 to 484. Now, with regard to .Mr.
Chipman'e appointmient am private secretary for the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, possibly it was thought desirable
that a man of bis extended experience should eoapy
the position of private secretary to the javenile
Minister, and so the change is made that ho may
fulfil the duty of dry nurse in the meantime until the
juvenile Minister bas reached the period inb is history when
ho is able to discharge all the duties himself. Well, if it is
considered necessary on that ground, we had botter lot the
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item paso; but it does appear singular that the Govern.
ment should have pursued the course they have taken, and
brought this man over from the city of London, where ho
was filling a position, and installing him in another position
bore, giving him double pay, and thon increase the service
by the appointment of a new man ; and, in the face of all
these facts, for the Minister to tell the House that a saving
has been accomplished by the changes is certainly very
strange. There is another matter I wish to bring to the
attention of the House. Last year, when we were discuss-
ing the duties of High Commissioner, there was an extended
discussion on the fact that the High Commissioner was then
performing the duties of Finance Minister while ho was
supposed to be performing the duties of ligh Commissioner
in London, thus virtually filling two positions. The First
Minister-who I am sorry is rot present-got up and stated
to the House that sncb was not the fact, that we were find-
ing fault with a man who occupied the distinguished and
lucrative position of fHigh Commissioner in London, and
who, resigning that position, as it were, came to Canada
and accepted a salary of 87,0W in place of $10,000. I will
read what the First Minister said in regard to this matter :

" But there is one thing that is most extraordinary, and it is this, the
utter reluctance of hon. gentlemen opposite, the party of reform, to
consent to an economy or any saving of any kind. My hon. friend en.
joys the high, honorable, and useful position of High Commissioner, at
a salary of $10,000 a year, besides the allowances which some hon
gentlemen have cavilled at so much from time to time But because he
undertook to perform efficiently the duties of ligh Commissioner, while
at the same time he acted as Finance Minister, saving the whole of the
$10,000 to the country, and peiforming the duties of both offices for
$7 000, the hon. gentleman says at once that this is an abuse that an
hon. gentleman should consent to work for $7,000 when he might have
dr wa the whcle $10,000."

Now, Sir, what do we find ? In looking over the Auditor
General's Report I find that Sir Charles Tupper, whether
ho was High Commissioner or whether ho was Finance
Minister, bas drawn no less than 818,694. Last year ho
drew for salaries alone, 813,845 81. When ho was bere
as Finance Minister no doubt ho was sent to Washing-
ton as pleni potentiary, and while there ho drew as salary
for services, $5,378, while at the same time ho was drawing
bis salary as Finance Minister at the rate of $7,000 per year.
Thon again, during a portion of the year ho drew part of
bis salary as High Commissioner and almost the entire
items of the office for contingencies. Altogether ho drew
$18,694. That is a pretty goad sum for one man to
draw, in the face of the statement of the First Minister that
Sir Charles Tupper had most willingly and magnanimously
resigned the distinguished position ho occupied in London
and thrown away 810,000 a year, and come out hei e through
pure patriotism and was now serving bis country at the
rate of $7,000. But we find in the Auditor General's Report,
on picking out the different items, that ho got 818,694 in
place of $7,000.

Mr. FOSTER. I think an explanation is probably
needed on the top of the address to which we bave just lis-
tened, and the explanation is this: The First Minister's
statement, I think, was correct, and has been carried out.
Whon Sir Charles Tupper was Finance Minister ho did not
draw a cent as High Commissioner. That would be impos-
sible.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Will the bon. gentleman state the
time at which Sir Charles Tupper ceased to be H1igh Com-
missioner, and drew his salary as Finance Minister ? The
items are so mixed up it is difficult to make them out.

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman will allow me to
finish my explanations, I think this can be doue without
further details. It is certain that Sir Charles Tupper did
not, while drawing salary as Finance Minister, between the
date of hie appointment as Finance Minister and the date of
bis resignation, draw salary as H1igh Commissioner. The
Auditor General would not allow him to draw two salaries;s

e. MOMULLN.

there is no doubt about that. There is not an hon. gentle'
man here who believes such could be the case. As to the
contingencies of the High Commissioner's Office, it must be
remembered that the office went on, and the contingencies
had to be paid in the usual way. With regard to.what was
spent at Washington, while Sir Charles Tupper was acting
as one of the Fishery Commissioners, that is a matter we
have already discussed in this House. It was not payment
for services, it was not a voted salary, it was simply for ex-
penses incurred, as must be incurred by anyone occupying
a representative position, such as his was. If the hon. gen-
tleman will read the debates in the English flouse of Com-
mons over similar expenses incurred by Mr. Chamberlain,
as one of the High Commissioners, ho will find the expenses
were very much larger than this amount, and also that
when Mr. Labonchere, acting in the role of the hop. gentle.
man from Noi th Wellington (Mr. McMullen), attacked that
item, Mr. Gladstone rose and defended it very strongly, on
the ground that a representative occnpying such a
position had duties to perform which necessitated certain
expenses. So it is not quite true to say that the First Min-
ister was wrong in his assertion that no arnounts would be
paid for salary as High Commissioner during the period in
question.

Mr. McMULLIEN. I beg to correct the hon, gentleman.
If ho will look over the Auditor General's Report ho will
fiid an item of $5,3'ï8.85 for services, and also an item for
travelling and expenses as plenipotentiary to Washington,
$3, 18.45. The last item covers travelling and other
expenses.

Mr. FOSTE R. What I said is true all the same.
Mr. MoMULILEN. No; he was drawing his salary as

Finance Minister of this country, and ho was drawing
double pay for the two offices. That is quite clear.

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all.
Mr. ELLIS. I should like to ask if Canada paid any

portion of the expenses of the commission ?
Mr. FOSTER. It paid the proportion of the expenses

incurred by ber own commissioner and ber own aides, and
nothing else.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I should be sorry to enter into
any discussion as to the amount expendea by Sir Charles
Tupper when occupying such a responsible position. I do
not question the amount. I assume the expenses would be
in some degree measurable by the position held. It is not
a question in regard to which I will cavil; nor do I under-
stand that my bon. friend cavils about it. The point I
understand him to take is that $5,378 were paid as salary.

Mr. FOSTE R. Not at all.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I understood my hon. friend to
make that out from the Auditor General's Report. My hon.
friend does not raise any question about the 83,000. We
should like to know what that amount of $5,000 odd was
for.

Mr. FOSTER. It was not paid as salary. I do not
know how it is entered in the Auditor General's Report,
but it was for expenses incurred in connection with the
commission.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I suppose the $5,000
to which my hon. friend referred, covered travelling ex-
penses to Washington and expenses while there, and the
$3,000 are other travelling expenses inourred by the late
Finance Minister. That, I think, is the state of the case.

Mr. FOSTER. He went to London.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. He certainly did not
spend much of his time hero.
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Mr. POSTER. The item of $5,378 was for travelling and

living expenses in connection with the commission. The
other $3,000 ws for travelling expenses incurred by him
as Finance Minister wbile here and for hie visit to England.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Was the House in
Cromwell Road maintained intact during the time the bon.
gentleman was Finance Minister here, because it looks like
it ?

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot say.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It did not matter to

bim, because this country paid his income tax; but Ido
not know where his residence was, Ottawa or London. I
think a jury would have fixed it at London.

Board of Examiners, Civil Service Act............ ........ $4,000

Mr. FOSTER. This shows a reduction, owing to the fact
that by law we shall have but one primary and qualifying
examination per year, and it is proposed that not only shall
we have a reduction in the contingencies, but also a i educ-
tion in the salaries of the board of examiners.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At the present moment,
considering, as I understand, that several thousand men have
passed the exami nation and qualified, whom it is not intend-
ed to appoint, the Minister might save this item altogether.
It appears to me that the holding of examinations of candi-
dates for the Civil Service, under existing conditions, when
there are already thousands of these lads scattered over the
country at present qualified, is making a farce of the whole
thing.

Mr. MACKENZIE. What is the item of reduction ?
Mr. FOSTER. The reduction on the vote is 82,000.
Mr. MACKENZIE. How is it distributed; how is the

reduction made out ?
Mr. POSTER. There is a reduction of $2,000, but the

regulations with regard to the salaries of the examiners bas
not yet been decided upon.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E..) Will an examination be held
this year ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; there will be one per year, as was
the case last year.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) How many names are on the
list as having passed the Civil Service examination and as
eligibie for appointment?

Mr. FOSTER. That would be difficult to state, if you
took eligibility for appointment to mean possibility of ap
pointment. Of course, a great many of those who passed
and did not get positions in the Civil Service made places
for themselves elsewhere and are not at the cal] of the Gov-
ernment, even supposing places were found for them.
There is always that fact to be taken into account. You
cannot, therefore, say that the total number of young men
who passed are now in a position to enter the Civil Service,
because a large number have gone into other employments.
These are the figures of those who passed the examination:
1885, 878; 1886, 830; 1887, 936; 1888, about 510.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That would be about
2,500 ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, about 3,000.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And with that number on the lists,

making every allowance for those who go to other pursuits,
the hon. gentleman proposes to continue the system and to
add another 2,800. Does he really believe that there is any
benefit to the young men themselves or to the country in
this2

Mr. POSTER. We have a Civil Service system, and by
law the mode of entrance into that service is by passing a

certain examination. That ought to be open to the young
mon of this country next year as well as to the young men
of past years.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Once in three years would be
quite frequent enough.

Mr. FOSTER. You will see that the Government, with
the sanction of Parliament, bas reduced it one-half; that, i
think, is satisfactory for a first stop.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) You have not toid us yet how
you will effect any reduction, whether you are to follow the
same principle of examinations, whether you are to ont
down the pay of the examiners, or how it is to be done.

Mr. FOSTER. I have stated to the flouse that we held
but one examination last year, and that is fixed by law.
We hold one preliminary and qualifying examination each
year. We hold the sane promotion examinations that we
previously did; both the general promotion examination
and the excise promotion examination.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). At how many places are the
examinations held ?

Mr. FOSTER. In fifteen different localities. I presuppose
that there will be a reduction of the contingencies, a reduce
tion to a certain extent in the pay of special examiners, and
as I said before, it is proposed to make a reduction in the
salaries of the examiners.

Mr. SOMERVIL LE. Will the Minister tell us how many
of those who passed the examinations during the year men.
tioned received appointments ?

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Can the Minister tell us if it is
sometimes the practice of the Government to appoint
officers to positions in the departments who have not passed
these examinations ?

Mr. FOSTER. Officers are not appointed to a position
in the Government who have not passed the examination
otherwise than is provided in the law. Mon of special
technical qualifications are allowed, under the Civil Service
Act, to be appointed without examination.

Country Savinge Banks.....- ........... e.......... $15,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In connection with
this, I may call to the attention of the Minister of Finance,
and also to the attention of the House, that his predecessor
intimated-if my memory serves me tolerablydistinctly-
that it was the intention of the Government to reduce thu
rate of interest, at any rate, on all deposits of a very moder-
ato sum, in the savings banks. Apparently, the policy an-
nonnoed by that gentleman has not been carried out. I
would like to have from the Minister of Finance a state-
ment as to what the Government proposes to do in that
regard.

Mr. FOS'ER. I was not aware that it was etated that
the Government proposed to reduce the interest. I know
they took power last year by the Act to roduce it. I cannot
say that their intention to do so was stated in the flouse; in
fact my memory would serve me in a different direction,
that it was not stated in the flouse that it wu the inten-
tion of the Government to reduce it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will look up that
point, but I had some considerable discussion with the Min-
ister of Finance on the subject, and I certainly understood
him, and so did other gentlemen on this aide, that h. had
made up his mind to reduce the rate of interest to the
same rates paid by banks in this country. I think that ho
referred to the larger clam of deposits, and my impression
is that as to the smaller clams ho did not very much pledge
himself or pledge the Government, but as to the larger
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class of deposits he did ; thibat is a poiLt that we can easily
verify by the records. No doubt the number of deposits
are large, and a very large percentage cf the deposits are
held in quite considerable sumo, as was shown by the
returns brought down here. They vary, no doubt, in the
post office savings bankas somewhat, from the amounts in
the Goverument savings banks, to which I am now refer.
ring. It was of the larger deposits, I fancy, to which the Min-
jeter of Finance spoke, and I should like to know whether
the Government-supposing that my recollection proves
correct-hold themselves-in any way bound by wbat their
former Minister of Finance stated, or whether they bave
altered their opinion on this subject, or whether the inten-
tion of the Government ie now to maintain the full rate,
particularly on sums not in excess, let us say, of three or
four hundred dollai s.

Mr. FOSTER. It je a little difficult to discuss that ques-
tion unless we knew what did take place in the House.
Suppose my hon. friend allows that question to renain over
until concurrence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As the bon. gentleman's
recollection differs from mine, we can discuss this question
by assent, and of itself when seome other item is disposed of.
That will be a better course. because putting those things
off to concurrence, and looking at the manner in which
concurrence bas been conducted recently, I must give the
hon. Minister notice that I will have to object. lu the old
time when concurience used to occupy several days, that
might have been done with propriety, but of later years,
concurrence, I am sorry to say, has been rusbed through in
a few bours, and perhaps both sides of the louse are to be
blamed for that. It is quite clear we cannot bold over
matters until concurrence, under such circumstances.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection to discuss this when
we are on some similar item.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We had better arrange
to diseuse this point specially after another item bas been
passed.

Mr. FOSTER. Very well.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle-

man explain how this reduction of $1,500 was effected ?
Mr. FOSTER. The saving bas been effected by the

gradual carrying out of the policy annonnced to the Blouse
with reference to the Government savings banks, that is,
that when an opportunity arises on the resignation, decease
or disinissal of a savings bank keeper, that the savings bank
deposits should be transferred to the post office savings
bank department, and put under one management, thus
effecting considerable saving. The saving here of 81,500
is due to the fact that during the past year seven banks
have been transferred from the list of Government savings
banks and placed under the management of the Post Office
1Department.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Wili the Minister state how
it is that the office of assistant receiver general at Halifax
costs nearly double that at Montreal ?

Mr. POSTER. We have a special arrangement in Mont.
real by which the work is done for a lump sum, and this
arrangement, I think, has existed for some time. A very
large business je don. at Halifax, and in Halifax the
business je not done in a Dominion building, but we have
to hire offices for the purpose, whereas in St. John and in
Toronto the business ie done in Government buildings.

Brokerage and commission on inking fuand of
1874, 1875, 1876, 1878 and 1879......,.............. $5,453 24

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGHT. How many years has
this arrangement to run?

Mr. FOSTER. I think until 1892. It je an arrangement
which je binding on us until that time. At the end of that

Sir RioBA» CaRwareWuT.

time, I see no reason why a different arrangement cannot
be made.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIG HT. Io the hon. gentleman
quite sure of bis date ?

Mr. FOSTER. Jannary 1, 1882, to January 1, 1892,
terminable on one year's notice from either side.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In connection with
that matter, can the hon. gentleman state what arrange-
ment exactly has been made with respect to the sinking
fund and the five per cents which were converted into fours
some time ago? There was a dispute as to wbether the
sinking fund could be at once reduced or not, and I have
not yet beard what conclusion the Government came to on
ihe subject.

Mr FOSTER. That matter, I think, bas been already
brought up, and I think the answer was that some nego-
tiations were going on, These negotiations bave been
concluded, and it was found it was not possible to apply the
sinking fund to the diminution of the total debt, but that it
was not in the nature of a new loan, being simply a conver-
sion, and the sinking fund liability remains intact. That
is how we are advised by judicial authority on the matter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose, in that case,
the hon. gentleman can bave no objection to bringing down
the correspondence and the opinions. The matter is oneof
some considerable moment. Is that the opinion of our
Minister of Justice or one obtained from English authorities ?

Mr. FOSTER. We obtained an opinion from our own
Minister of Justice, and I think we had opinions as well
from Englisbh authorities.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. the
Minister of Justice recollect the details of the matter?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I could not remember them
very distinctly, but I think the opinion was based princi.
pally on the representations made in the circular, and the
circular represented that the sinking fund would remain
in connection with the new loan.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Shall I move for the
papers?

Mr. FOSTE R. No; I will bring down all the information
I can.

Dominion Loan of Canada reduced.. ....... $4,145 61

Mr. FOSTER. That is in the department where the
notes, af ter baving been sent in, are recounted, resorted
and destroyed, and where the new notes are signed, and I
have been enabled to make that reduction without any
harm being doue to the public service. The reduced staff
is owing to a change which has been made in the mode of
operation. The Deputy Minister, when in London, and also
when in Washington last year, studied the methods in
vogue in the two countries, and it is by means of the im-
provements introduced, which do not necessitate so much
work, but at the same time ensure equal safety, that I
have been enabled to make this large reduction.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGLHT. I might mention that
there is considerable difficulty in obtaining decent speci-
mens of ones and twos in many quarters. They are often
very dirty and tattered, and it is high time they should be
replaced.

Mr. POSTER. They will soon be replaced. The new
ones are under way now.

Mr. COOK. Do the Government propose to issue any
other notes of a different denomination from what isissued
at the present time ?

Mr. FOSTER. There is no change contemplated.
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Printing Dominion Notes .................. ... $43,000

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). How is it there is such a large
increase, $3,000, in printing ?

Bir. FOSTER. If my hon. friend will look at the
amounts expendoi in previous years, he wilL find that we
bave always voted too small an amount. I amnot quite sure
whether this wilI cover the expense, but I thought it was
botter to put in what I supposed would cover the expense
than to put in a lesser amount for the sake of showing
more saving here. Our printing is done under contract,
and the terms are explicit.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Were there any tenders besides
those of the contractors ?

Mr. FOSTER. The tenders upon which the present con
tract is based were issued some two or three years ago.
I think there were other tenderers besides the suc3essful
ones. The present bolder of the contract is Mr. Burland,
and it is one of the conditions of his contract that be shall
remove bis establishment to Ottawa. He will be here and
bis work in operation by the first of May, and a botter
supervision, of course, can be thon had over the work.

Miscellaneous Expenditure, including N.W.T...... $20,000

Mr. MITCHELL. What is that for ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman will find

the details on page C 67 of the Auditor General's Report.
It is principally for disbursements connected with the
administration of justice in the North-West Territories.

Senior Messenger of the Supreme Court of Canada... $500

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is this the librarian ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. He is included in the contin-

gencies, and is paid under an Order in Council. I remember
that theb hon, gentleman called my attention to bis salary
last Session. Some additional duties have been imposed on
him since by regulation, in the way of keeping the library
open for additional hours.

that because it was found that the staff that would be ro-
quired would be a second and third class clerk. It was
necessary to bave a gentleman possessiug legal qualifica.
tions to be thfiret clerk ot the registrar, more especially
as the registrar's duties called him away from the capital
frequently. It is desirable the person to take bis place
should have professional training. -Under these circunm-
stances, i agree there should be a second clams clerk, and it
is necessary to bave a third class clerk for purely clerical
work. I do not think the staff can be reduced properly
below that. The volunof business is considerable indeed,
and is increasing, and I therefore ask for a vote of 81,100
for a second class clerk and $600 for a third class clerk.

Printing, Binding and Distributing the Supreme
Court Reports...... .............. 3,0o

Mr. MITCHELL. Where is the printing done ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It isdone at our own printing

establishment here.
Mr. AMYOT. Do the Government intend diminishing

the price of the report ?
Sir JOBN THOMPSON. The price of the report will

be reduced, I think, in a very short time. I am asking for
an increase in the vote for the purchase of books for the
Supreme Court libraty, for the reason that the library has
become defective in its complement of American law re-
ports. I believe the amount required will be about $3,000,
and I proposed to ask for $1,000 each year, for three years,
for that purpose.

Mr. WELIION (St. John) I hope something will be
done to give better accommodation to the Supreme Court
library. At present the books are scattered round, and
some are in the judge's retiring room, to which we can get
sometimes, but I think that some further provision should
be made for that library.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand the Minister of Jus-
tice to say that this $1,000 is for the purchase of American
law books ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He is entitled to an extra Sir J019N TIOMPSON. American law reporte.
allowance ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What increase is proposed to be mr. MITheLL. Lt le aetansng t , tha
givenca in regard t an exhange in trade, shuldsi

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I can hardly say, because I appropriation in order te get American law reporté.
have not mentioned the matter to my colleegues. le a most marvellons proposai.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I wish to add my own views to Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Lt shows a desire ta
those expressed by hon. friends to my leit. Having due gate botb sidos cf the question.
regard to the onerous and delicate duties performed by this
gentleman, duties which require special knowledge, I think Mr. MITCHELL. You may desire te investigate
he is entitled to a reasonable increase. seems te me tbat yen always give a prcnounced

Mr. WEL DON (St.Johni). Mr. Ternent's time is entirely Mir. h'B RIEN. Beforebi e t e
devoted to the library. dre teNssy, fo a I si ntiew, spd

Mr. MITCHELL Does the hon. the Minister of Justice publicpt cf viea, Iba nk il lofvey d J
think that three messengers are absolutely necessary forpuheGv nt fI t unry sboldfidemi
the Supreme Court ? able accommodation for the Supreme Court. Lt appe

Sir JOHN THOMPSON I amn informed they are, sud me, coming tO the Capitl,aSnd seing a lthe e mag
1 do believe they are, becanse îhey are net only attendants buildings, waere ail the other dipartments are s
for the judges, but likewise fer the officers cf Itie cetirt and sorey and properly bouse 1, that it is net creditable
for mombere cf the bar during the s ting cf the ocourt. Govern ment, or tf the coutiry, or teth Capital, or

Mr-MITCH9LL.f ou+ my, dsireto-ivestgat

Olerk, Exchequer Court of Canda ................... $1,100

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Why this increase?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The vote for clerical services

in the Exchequer Court last Session was taken in a tenta-
tive way. The court had been only a very short time estab-
lished, and we were not aware what volume of business
would have to be done and what staff would be required.
After communicating with the judge and the registrar, I
1ook a vote of $800. No appointiment has been made under

gentle.
Ameri-
k fer an

That

investi-

, but it
opinion

osed of,
from a
le that
re suit.
ears to
ificent
band-
to the
to the

legal profession, that the Supreme Court, the highest court
in the Dominion, shoul Ihave to put up with such miserable
accommodation as it has. I speak only from a public point of
view,and I think the Government and thie Parliament should
take the question inti consideration whether more proper
accommodation sbould not be given which would be suit.
able to the dignity and convenience of the Supreme Court
of Canada.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What are the items with refer-
once to the salary of the rgistrar and marshal of the Vio-
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Admiralty Court of Quebec? What obligation are we
under to pay for that?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We are under no obligation.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Why should that not be paid in

Halifax and other ports ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think that will have to be

done.
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). This is a legacy from the

Imperial régime.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In ea this is extended, does

the hon. gentleman propose to r -'ide for the payment of
the officiais in the Vice-Admiralty Court on the lakes ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not know that. The
amount of business doue there is pretty well compensated,
I think, by the fees, and the hon. gentleman will see that
the salaries are provided for the judges, and in the Province
of Quebec for the registrar and the marshal, while in the
lower Provinces, the marshal and registrar are paid only by
fees. I have lately had a return of the business done at the
different places and the amount of fees received by the
different officers, and I may have to call the attention of
the House to that subject hereafter. I may mention, how-
ever, that the judge in the Province of Quebec receives no
fees, whereas in the other Provinces the judges' salaries are
considerably supplemented by fees.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That might be a reason for
legislation and for adopting a rule for ail these courts.
They all stand on the same footing and are under the same
control, and I do not know of any reason why the litigants
should pay fees in cne Province that lhey ewould not be
called to pay elsewhere, that what is paid by tbe litigants
in one Province should be paid out of the publie Treasury in
another. It seems to me that there should be a uniform
rule adopted.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Have any further steps been
taken to extend the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty
court ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think there should be uni.
formity in this matter, but we have been expecting from
year to year Imperial legislation on the subject, but we have
received no further assurance since I last spoke on the
subject. We bad the assurance that legislation would take
place, but no tatisfactory result bas been reached.

Mr. MULOCK. Is it the intention of the Minister of
Justice to make any suggestion this year as to the salaries
of the judges in the Province of Ontario?

Sir JOHN TIOMPSON. I should proler to answer that
question s little later.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not want to precipitate any ex-
pression of opinion from the Minister of Justice, but the
matter was before the Bouse last year, and the Minister of
Justice introduced a Bill dealing with the question, but
that was withdrawn. Wbile I donot wish to precipitate
any expression of opinien on bis part now, I think it is due
to the ountry that he should, during this Session, deal with
the matter, not merely by expressing an opinion at a later
stage, but by acting upon any view he may entertain in
regard to the matter. There is a very decided opinion, and
a very strong opinion, entertained amongst the bar of On.
tario in regard to the salaries ol the Superior Court judges,
and I do not think the Government will be unduly embar-
rassed in this Hlouse-at least I trust not -in dealing with
that matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. I observe, and it is a subject which
has been brought up many times since Confederation, that,
in the smaller Provinces, such as Nova Scotia, New Bruns- E
wick and Prince Edward Island, the salaries of the judges
are much smaller than they are in Ontario and Quebec.

M.r. DAass, (P.E.I.)

Those judges have just as important duties to perform, and
probably as many cases come before them as come before
the judges in the larger Provinces, beesuse where there are
more cases there are more judges. I do not see the justice
of giving our judges $4,000 and the other judges $5j000 and
$6,000, and I think the Minister of Justice should take this
matter up and should remedy what I have always con-
sidered to be a very great injustice.

Mr. MULOCK. Another matter to which I intended to
eall the Minister's attention is the position of the junior
judge of the connty of York. He is compelled to reside in
the city of Toronto, and he is dealt with, so far as his
salary is concerned, in the same way as any county court
judge who lives in a mnuch less expensive place. I think
the duties of the junior judge of the county court of the
county of York are, at ail events, as onerous as those of
any judge in the service of the country; and on his behalf
I would ask the Government to see whether they cannot
put him on a much butter footing-in fact, I think it will
be necessary for the G>vernment, at an early day, to con-
sider whether it will net be proper to appoint an additional
judgo in the county of York, having duties that will require
his continuous attendance in the city of Toronto. At
present you are applying to the junior judge of the county
of York those regulations that are strictly only applicable
to a judge who has to go on circuit in country districts,
whereas, the judge of the county of York has to discharge
duties rural as well as urban; he has to act as judge for
the city of Toronto, having a population of now nearly
200,000, and in addition-

Mr. MITCHELL. Don't stretch.
Mr. MULOCK. Well, 175,000 inside the city -I said

nearly 200,000. Then, if we count the suburbs with the
population of the city, there is not much short of a quarter
of a million of people in the judicial district of the county
of York; and you have but two judges for that whole
population, namely, the judge proper, and his junior. I
need hardly mention to this House, who are so familiar with
the facts, that the judicial duties connected with the metro-
polis of Ontario are extremely onerous, on account of the
large amount of business done there, and it is quite absurd,
it is an actual injustice, to expect the junior judge of the
county of Tork to discharge those duties efficiently, with
what slight assistance he cau have from the senior judge,
who, of course, does all ho can-yet two are, in my judgment,
unable to keep up with the work properly. Then it is
manifestly unfair to require the junior judge to reside in
the city of Toronto and discharge those duties and receive
but 82,000 a year, not nearly as much as the Minister of
Marine proposes to give to his private secretary.

Mr. COOK. Whilst I have a great respect for the opin-
ion of my hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock), and
whilst I have great respect for the bar of this country, who
want an increase in the judges' salaries, I must say that the
bar of this country does net pay all the taxes. There are
some other people in this country who require to be con-
sulted besides the bar. The lawyers do not pay all the
taxes. I do not know that the people of this country are
unanimous in favor of increasing the salaries of the judges;
a great many people are of the opinion that they are pretty
well paid already-$5,000 and 86,000 a year is a pretty fair
salary to live upon. With ail due deference to the hon.
member for North York and his opinion, and the opinion of
the bar, I must express the opinion that a large number of
the taxpayers of this country are not in favor of increas-
ing the judges' salaries.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Is it the intention of the
Government to provide for the salary of an additional judge
for the Supreme Court of the Province of Quebee, the ofice
for which has been created ?
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am making some enquiries Mr. MoMULLEN. I think it right to have informationon that subject now, and will be able to give the hon. gentle- on that point,

man an answer in two or three days. Mr. POSTER. Oertainly; I wiIi get the information.
Committee rose, it being Six o'clock, and the Speaker left Mr. MOMULLEN. It i a malter that deserveis our

the Chair. •M.MMLE.I samte htdsre u
consideration. We are here for this purpose and we have

After Recess. a right to diseuse these items.

ouse again resolved itself into Committee.Lt year I entertained the hope that thnoua agin rseled tsel ino Oomitee.Minister of Justice would have succeeded in securing for
(In the Committee.) the judges in the North-West and Manitoba an inereape of

Salaries and contingent expensea of the ente ..... $alary, and indeed for the judges al over the ountry. It ibut rigbt that those bon. gentlemen wbo do not take the
Mr. FOSTER. The same as last year, with an increase view adopted by the hon, gentleman wbo spoke.lust before

of $100. recees, should show that theie are mombere in tus fouse
Mr. MoMULLEN. What is the cause of the increase ? who do nt take the narrow and sbort.sigbted view epect-

We nd, from year to year, that there are increases taking ing the remuneration of judges tbat seeme to provail among
place lui connection with the expenses of the Senate. Froinseme hon, gentlemen. 1 will deui with the judges in the
looking over the Auditor General's Report, and some bills N orth-West. I say that $4,000 a year for a jndge, for a
in connection with items at one time or another supplied man capable of adjndioating in criminal and civil matterg,
them, my impression is that, from year to year, they have for a man whose oJucation represents a large amount ef
increased, and purch-ses are made without any reason capital, and who must bo a marioetlearning aDd of distin.
whatever. We are quite wiling, of course, that the old guisbed dbility-I eay that, witb the bigh rate of living
senators should enjoy the dignity of their position, but at that prevails there, 84,000 is a contemptiblo saltiry, and a
the same time it is desirable that we should lend that criti- judge cannet koep up bis position and ive on it. I shotild
cism to these items that they deserve at our bands .Now, like to romark that I think our senior judgc, Mr. Justice
for the last number of years I think the Honse is quiteRichardson, who reaily porformn the duties of a chief jus.
aware that, regardless of expense, a great many things tice, ehould b. in tbe position of chiot justice, and wben the
have been added to the Senate in the way of items. I have additional esaaries are given te judges, he sbould ebtain ex-
had a look over the accouints myself, and in a great many tra puy and sbonld occupy the position et chief justice in the
things T think they have supplied themselves regardless of ame way as we bave chiot justices in the various Provinces.
cost. Of course, whatever is considered necessary for their The idea which seens Lo prevail umonget someobon. mom-
own convenience and comfort it is our duty to pass, but Ibore, that a more et nde state ef things will atiefy tbe North-
think that these items should receive, at our hands, careful West than wiil sutisfy any of the Provinces, would be
criticism, and that ut lesst wc .bouid intinat*, to them erMtirely removed if they wer Ite visit the Nortb-West.
courteonsly that we are not dispesed te ailow items to bO Mr. MULOCK. We do not bave te go there for iL.
passed, ef the necessity for which w. have ne evdence wbt- Msr. DAVIN . I a wuch obligod te you.n soe. bon.

tver, without giving them thhtenriticiedstrWt thjy ddserveg
If r. FOSTER. The.hon, gentleman proeives tint Lb gentlemen wold fini th t tho people e ho North-West

increasev very asal, onoy $100 on tbe wooleptitmate.n ts by t a w s e
Tin inreae ws, beiev, gvente n atenantin ho n t. rts oft hf., as the peopleofetany part et the cotintrr.Thec on. momber for Si a (Nf r. Cook), Wbe pke thisreading roou. There has been ne increase in the officers fternoon, uttared son tihents hat herdm ierspot-r

or ln Lie sossional messoingers. The estimate is practically own party utter, but not pubicly at year. Those bon.
ticisame as ttt f last yeor. gentlemen ri!%e and say $5000 a vear ses god psy for

Mr. MILLS.a th t; offi -,or tr whom th increaNo was ajrdge,-and thir amory probabyy revert toe their book.
given stili in the employ of the. flouse, or wasic a reLcd keeper or to bofne mari engag d in tbcir empoy net roquir,
officer ? ing thed amoclus of mtd, nt reqiring the sate training

Mr. F0STR. I think ho is on. of the attendants in the or the saeai tearnir, and tey tis ink that if thoir bok-
rcjding room. keepprhpa live on $t,00, 83,000 or $1,000 a y oar, wby

Ifrý MoNfULLE9. I sec that last year wo mad trades- shouid net a jadge b able t dor si:? Those on. gentimer
men's accounts, $3,459.13, and unforeseen charges, 82,9(;8.75. have aimoet a rosentinont in thoir minids the moment iL is
Thoso are two very large items. What are thcy supposed proposed Lr add te the salaries othe tijudges. say
te cover ? itile e.r-sighted on their part, bcuise t y theshve

.4r. POSTER. I do net think anythinc couid be more may go int court,espeiay a rih ma lie dth bon.
expici thn ho istgionin ho udtorGdnra'a epot.memnber for Simooc (1fr. Cook), and $20,000, $30,000 or

Every item i there set ot, and the items ave psd so opept e u n the
th3 Auditor Genoral's soratiny. As the bon gentlemen resultoethts e trial et he cas. If yen lower the salaries,

q what de yo n see? You low r t cais ot men who go on
Te i clde o runkoe fortheiteieythesa nas mbes ettest thabon. wiAnd,l ut th present moment, I riny teoul ete iism dethatoest wper thould inme t them tis,that rnotice, and iLt wu the subje t t ortrWamong
heouslyofh ons an hpodons, boites, ading mon in Toronto wen I ws living there, tht our

pnveassdspoad ther necessitcesay for whctehvenhvdne at

e r, n t th rtics y bet and ablst mn did nt wit go on oh Whyre a sold tey, when tbey mahee15,000, 16,000,3,000 or
Tr. MoMULLEN. I ee there ie an item fer Bruseis io00 a year in their prefessii)n. The digni y ef bcing a

Carpet roo yards, 8hs9.13. ndoubtedly wbere th t jfdfieer a very linesthiog, but dignity canrot b. kopt ap
carPet was put down smething was tkena up; what waiswptrattite sanews of war any more than any other poition
done with that? We know that tiicurpets arc net nsed car bu maintained, and if yen place mon in peiltioni ot
tilr they are wer out. o1fncy they are ed for a Whilca dignity an give thbm iiserahle salies net sufffcien' to
and thon taken away or sold. tWhat , was hdone wit t eabe them to keep up their position, yen lower and
carpet which wa repla3ed by tie f590 yardds? bumiliate then. Suppoe it comes to b. ther frl that.onhy

Mr. POSTER. I canet teibut I., will mako careful an înferor ca go on Ie b uch, wbat woud yo. the reosu h?
Ouquii~ry about that. You wil havs mon byiand-bye, as surely as amc addrosing
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this committee, who can be approached. Up to the present
moment the character of our bench in Ontario, and in
every part of this country, fromu the Atlantic to the Pacifie,
stands as high as the bench in England, and there has not for
many years been an aspersion upon the honor of the ermine;
but if, while the incomes of merchants and contractors and
men in every walk of life are increasing, you keep down the
incomes of the judges who carry ont the law, the men who,
as Burke sad, speaking of the bar, had bad more to do with
the advance and progress of government than any other
class of men, if you lower their salaries and keep them, down,
the result will be that you will have a pettifogging class
among your lawyers.and an inferior class of men on your
bench, and some day or other they may be approiched. If
that time should ever corne, what will happen ? Will you
have justice ? WilI you have the same confidence in going
before your courts wbich you have now, wid you be certain,
as you are certain now, that the man who presides in
your cou ts will hold with unwavering hand the balance of
justice? No. We shall be in something the same position
as the people of the United States, where they elect their
judges and wherejudgment i, decided sometimes before the
judge goes on the bench Now, Sir, referring more particu-
larly to the North-West, let me cail your attention to the
fact that the judges in other parts of the country have a
larger salary, wbile in the North-West the expenses of liv-
ing aregreater. Wbat I should like o see woul i be a general
mea-ure raising the salary of the judges all over the coun-
try. I shou d like to see ihis House rise above that
petty, gieen-grtcer spiiit of di-cussion that I am sorry to
see sometimes prtevails here. When I see my friend the
member for Wellington (àlr. McMullen) shedding deciduous
tears over a taken up carpet I admire him jut as I admire
the Egyptians we read about, who used to shed penitential
tears over the smell of a deified onion. Thet was a long
time ago, Sir, and I think that my friend is in a backward
state when he sighs and almost sheds tear.s over that deca-
pitited carpet. I sbould like to see this House raise itself
above that misera ble and narrow spirit thatsometimes cries
out when the salaries of judges are mentioned. Let usdecide
to pay thee men properly who shed lustre upon the coun.
try, in whome hands our [ives and property are placed, who
have the greatest possible ifliue'ce on opinion by virtue of
ihe high office which they hold. No man of refl etion can
doubt that judges have the greatest possible influence on the
progre-s of the country, or that they have the greatest pos-
sible influence upon a healthy public opinion in the country
such as we should not have if we had judges morally weak,
judges not sound in learning, and judges not capable as we
have them to-day. I may say that 1[should like very much
to see the salaries of men occupying other important posi-
tions in the service of the country raised, but I will not go
into that now. I think the amount of pay to the iinisters
of the Crown is simply ludicrous, it is so small.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is more than some of them are
wortb.

Mr. DAVIN. I do not know anything about that, but I
think it is too small, however. I am mainly interested
now about the salaries of the judges, and I hope that if the
Minister of Justice cannot see bis way to bringing down
a general measure such as was contemplated last year, that
we shall have in the Supplementary Estimates an item
giving the judges of the North-West $5,000 a year.

Mr. MITCHELL. What about the Maritime Provinces?

Mr, DAVIN. Tes; in the Maritime Provinces also. I
hope we shall have the judges of the North-West receiving
$5,000 a year, and Chiet Justice Richardson $6,000 a year.
I do not see why, in the Maritime Provinces and the North-
West, judges who are equally learned, who have the same

Mr. DATII,

g reat interests vested in their office, should be placed in an
inferior position as regards salary to other judges.

Mr. AMYOT. It is, perhaps, well that we should know
in discussing this question what are the s alaries of judges
in some other countries, and I think that would be
a very good argument in favor of increasing the salary
of our judges, and would form a very good precedent for
us here. ln England the Lord Chancellor has got a salary,
not of 86,000, but of $50,000 a year, and we must not pre-
tend that because we live in a colony our intelligence and
our knowledge of law is not as high as in England. When
our judges have all their time employed in the ad ministra-
tion of justice, I do not see why we should not pay then
equally well as they are paid elsewhere. I have heard it
said that in commercial pursuita men are not paid so highly
as our judges, but we muet remember that in commerce
men sometimes make 850,000 or 8100,000 a year, and if
you take the stock of intelligence possessed by business men
you will not find that it is very much higher than that of
an ordinary judge. We do not grudge commercial men
their successes, but we think that judges should be recom-
pensed because of their position, their ability, and the
knowledge and experience of some thirty years which
they bring to the bench. We must remember that great
expenses are incurred by judges in studying at a
college or university, and that the judge sacrifices
everything in this world for the admir istration of jus-
tice. We find that in England the Lords of Appeal in
Ordinary have $30,000 a year each, the members of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 835,000 a year
each. Court of Appeal-Master of the Roills, $30,000;
judges, 825,000. Court of Chancery-Lord High Chan-
cellor, $50,000; five judges, $25,000 each. Court of Queens
Bench -Chief Justice, $40.000; fourteen judges, 825,000
each. Admiralty Court-President, 825,000; judges, $25,-
000 each. Court of Arches-$25,000 salary for the judge.
County Court Judges from 87,500 to 19,000 each, and the
Recorder of London, 817,500 a year. It may be said that
this is for England, that it is the mother country and that
their blood is purer, and the judges there are worth more,
but let us take the salaries of judges of poor Ireland. In
the Court of Appeal-thre0 judges have 820,000 each.
Court of Chancery-Lord High Chancellor, #40,L00 a year.
Master of the Rolls, 820,000; Vice Chancellor, $20,000.
Court of Queen's Bench-Chief Justice, $25,000, and six
judges at 819,000 a year each. Court of Exchequer-Chief
Justice, $23,000 a year, and two judges at $19,000., Divorce
Court-salary of judge, 819,000. Admiralty Court-salary
of judge, 86,000. Bankruptcy Court-two judges at $10,000
each. The Land Commissioner's Court Chief Justice, $19,000
a year, two Commissioners at $15,000 a year each, and a
third Commissioner at a salary of 810,000. It must further
be remembered that those judges live cheaper in England
than they can here. In Scotland the salaries of th e judges
are as follows:-igh Court of Session-Presiding Judge,
$25,000; three judges, $18,000 each. Second Division-
Chief Justice, 825,000; three judges at 818,000 each. The
Outer-house Court-five judges, $18,000 a year each. I
suppose I will be answered that those high salaries prevail
in Great Britain, but let us take the salafies paid to judges
in other colonies with a very much smaller population than
we have in Canada, and we will find that they are paid far
higher than our Canadian judges. In Australia, New South
Wales-population, December, 1886, 1,001,966-Judge in
Chief, $17,500 a year; five Puisne Judges at 813,000 a year
each. Victoria population upon the 30th June, 1887, 1,019,-
106-salary of Chief Justice, 817,500; five Puisne Judges,
815,000 each; Judge in Equity, $5,500; IBankruptcy Judge,
$7,500. In South Australia-population in 1886, 1,342,614
-a very much smaller population than Canada-the Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court gets 812,50 0, and three Puisue
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Judges, $10,000 eaoh; three Disttict Judges, 88,500 eaeh.
West Australia-principal city, Perth, with a population of
i0,000-Chief Justice, 85,000; Puisne Judge, $3,500. New
Zealand-population in March, 1386, 578,482-Chief Justice,
$8,500; four Puisne Judges, $7,500 each. Tasmania-popu
lation on 31st Dececember, 1886, 137,211- Chief Justice,
$7,500 ; Puisne Judge, $6,000. Fiji Islands-population in
1884, 3,613 Europeans, 121,000 natives-Chief Justice, 87,-
500, with 81,500 bonus. Jamaica-population in 1881,
580,-0 1-Chief Justice, 810,000 ; First Puisne Judge, 86,500;
Second Puisne Judge, 85,000. Trinidad-population in l881,
153, i28-Chief justice, $9,000; two Puisne Judges, 85,000
each. Windward Islands-population, 119,546 - Chief Jus-
tice, $7,500 ; two Puisne Judges at $d5,000 and 84,000. Bar.
badoes-pepulation, 171,860-Chief Justice, 87,500. Coming
to the British possessions in South America, British Guiana
had a population in December, 1886, of 274,3i1-Chief Jus-
tice, 8.2,500; two Puisne Judges, $7,5t,0 each. British
lHondurae-popula!ion in 1881, 27,452- Chief Justice,
85,000. I might go on and speak of the British possessions
in Africa. Cape Colony-population in 1835, 1,250,000-
Chief Justice, $10,000; two Puisne Judges, 87,500 each; the
presiding Judge of the E. D. Court, $8,750; the presid-
ing judge of the ligh Court, $10,000; two Puisne Judges,
88,750 each, and two other judges, 87,500 each. Natal-pop.
ulation in 1884, 424,495, of which 3.5,000 are Europeans-
Chief Justice, $7,500; two Puisne Judges, 85,000 each; judge
of the Native Conit, 84 000. Sierra Leone-population
in 1881, 60,546, including 163 white residents-Chief Jus
tice, $6,000. Gold Coast-Chief Justice, $7,500; Puisne
Jud..e, $5,000. These figures show that among ail the
colonies, Canada is the one in which the judges are the
m.st poorly paid, and I think I will not be con-
tradicted when I say that our judiciary is one of the
finest in the world. From the Supreme Court down to the
most humble court we have selected the most intelligent,
honest and learned lawyers who have consented to go on
the bench. We must not forget that the liberty and the
security of the subject are entirely in the hands of the
magistrates of our courts. If a merchant collocts lis dues,
it is because of the respect which the courts command by
their honesty and integrity; if property is secure, if we
walk safely in the streets, if women are respected, if general
order prevails in society, if the people are happy in fact,
the reason is to be found in the good organisation of justice,
and the character of the magistrates presiding in our courts
is the very essence of that organisation. There is one
thing, however, which I would like to see disappear
entirely from our judiciary, that is, the hope of promo-
tion. I know of one instance-I will not give the
name--of a judge, in the hope of promotion to another
court with an increase of $1,000 a year in salary,
committing the greatest possible injustice, and showing
himself blind to the interest he had in hand. I would like
the judges to be so well paid that when they go on the
bench they forget the resbt; they are above all suspicion and
entirely independent, and living exclusively within the walls
of that sanctuary ofthe law. Now, some gentlemen find the
salary of $4,000 or 86,000 extravagant. Do they forget tbat
the judge to whom they apply forjustice has bought and has
in hie bouse many law volumes, reports of ail kinds, a library
worth, perhaps, 830,000, 840,000 or O50,000 worth ? Do
they forget that he cannot speculate in stock or in timber,
or engage in any commerce whatever ? Do they forget

t bis whole family depends upon his smali salary ? Ifd jadge confines himseilf to that hard labor, and consents to
spend the whole of his life in the service of the bench,
we must be grateful to him ¿ we should remove from him ail
temaptation to venality, and place him in a position where he
will have nothing in view but the honest administration of
justiee to his feJiow coantrymen The liberty, the morality,
the seurity of the people, are in the-hande of the judges.

I think tbey are not sufflciently paid, and those who re.
spect their country and understand its true interests will
not begrudge a lew thousand dollars to have a good set of
independent judges.

Mr. COOK. As I have been referred to by the hon.
member for Assiniboia (4r. Davin), I would just make a
fow remarks. The hon. gentleman bas made an allusion to
the judges of the land in the most uncomplimentary terms.
The moet unkindly out which the judges bave ever had in
this country, to my mind, bas been administered by the
two gentlemen who have just spoken. The gentlemen say
that thejudges are not weIl paid. Now, t will appeal to
the Minister of Justice whether when a vacanoy occurs he
firids any difficulty in filling the place. The hon. member
for Asainiboia state 1 that as a lawyer the judgo would earn
from $10,000 to $35,000 a year. I would like to bring to
the notice of the Minister of Justice and this Flouse the
amount of money that can be made by a lawyer in bis capa.
city as a lawyer. If that is the case, it strikes me that he
1b levying too extensively upon the suitors. If the law of the
country was so amended that the taxes upon his legal
account should be roducel to minimum or maximum-if
you like to pu.t it that way-it sbould come within the
radius of a reasonable salary for the year. But if a man
can make ut bis profession 835 000 or $30,000 a year, 1 con.
tend there is something wrong in the system. The hn.
member for Assiniboia (Mr, Davin) said they were ail edu-
cated and able men. I believo the bar and the bonch of
Ontario are ail capable, educated mon, honest and ab>vo re-
proach, but the hon. gentleman says that unless we iicrease
the salaries there will be a tendency, probably, for these
men to do something wrong. I would impute no such mo.
tives to any of the judges of Ontario. I do not know any.
thing about the judges of the Notth-West, concorning whom
the hon. gentleman appears to kriow most.

Mr. DAVIN. I rise to a point of ordor. I did not say
that any of the existing judges could b approached. I said
that if this thing went on, you would have men going on to
the bench who might be approached. 1 was loking for.
ward to the future.

Mr. CO')K. We are legislating for the present. We are
paying salaries to mon who are keeping the position at the
present time; and let posterity take care of itseif. My hon.
friend, with bis exalted, bis ovorpowering eloquence, bis
great educational attainments, of course, looks forward
probably to the future; but let My bon friend remember
that he is not one of the greatest tax-payers of the country.
Look at the Estimates. ere we have $36,000,000 to be voted
under the Estimates before us, and then we bave the Sup-
plementary Estimates to come down, which will likely add
to that about $2,000,000 more, making $38,000,000 altoge-
ther. Thon there are the other statutory expenses we bave
to meet. Then we htve the expenses on land in the North-
West, which hon, gentlemen opposite, in their modeof book-
keeping, transfer to capital account. Thon wo have the mag-
nificent management of the Intercolonial, by which $500,000
of money of the country is expended yearly on a road
which is not of great utility. With reference to the judges,
1 am not aware thut they have petitioned the House for an
increase of salary, or that they are clamoring for morp
salary. It is generally conceded that the judges are pretty
well paid.

some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. COOK. I know that they live in pretty good style,

at ail events the judges in Ontario. But they have some-
thing more to lock forward to. After serving a term of
office, I thiunk, in the npighborhood of fifteen years, they
are entitled to be superannuated with a two.thirds allow.
ance. But my hon. friend speaks bere about the education
of the judges. There are plenty of men who are educated

1889. 209



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUÀRY 19,
as highly as the judges on the bench now, and there are
many lawyers in this country willing and able to occupy
these positions, provided that the gentlemen who are on
the bench now, feel inclined to retire. The hon. gentleman
speaks as if there was nothing else necessary to make a
judge but education. I think it requires a little common
sense as well. Sometimes you will find educated cranks-
men who bave more education than they have common
sense. It would be out of place for me to attribute
anything of that sort to my hon. friend from Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin), but I have often hoard it said that is he
an educated crank. Now, I wish to say that the large
expenditure the taxpayers of this country have to
meet, not the lawyers only, nor the judges, nor the
members of Parliament, nor the hon. inember for Assini-
boia (Mr. Davin) that have to meet this large expenditure,
it is the people throughout the country, the farming com-
munity more particularly; and I would like to ask the
farming community, the tax-paying community, whether
they wish that the salaries of these men should be increased.
I have no hesitation in rising and objecting to an increase
of salary to the judges. Soma people may say we have no
right to discuss the question of the judges of the land.
Why, who makes the judges but Parliament?' Who should
be the master of judges but Parliament ? Who makes
Parliament but the people, and who are the masters of the
whole situation ? It is tho people, and should they be taxed
simply because it happens to originate in the cranium of
the bon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) that the
salaries of the judges of the land should be increased ? The
thing is outrageous. I am sure the intelligent taxpayers of
this cLuntry will not agree with my hon. triend-who would
like to be a Minister, and expects some time or other to oc-
cupy a seat on the Treasury boeches, and who therefore
would like to have their salaries increased. I believe ho
cannot be a judge, because hoe is not a lawyer.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes he is.
Mr. COOK. WeIl, that alters the case. He is making

two or three places for himself. If ho does not happen to
be made a judge, why, ho may yet be made a Minister, and
in either case he favors an increase of salary. I am afraid
the hon, gentleman will remain in support of bis family.
You know that an Irishman is allowed to speak twice, and
if he makes a slip of the tongue he is allowed to correct
himself. I refer to my hon. friend as a man of family. Well,
I believe, ho las not any that he pays taxes for. I under-
stand he is not a man of family at all, and therefore I stand
corrected. It was not a question to him of the taxes for his
family which ho would have to pay. But I say the tax.
payers of this country will not consent withont protest to
an increase of this kind. At ail events, as a representative
of the people in one constituency, I will always raise my
voice in defence of the taxpayers agçàinst any measure to
increase their burthens.

Mr. DAVIN. As my hon. friend says that an Irishman
is allowed to speak twice, probably you will allow me, Sir,
to say a few words in reply. The hon. member for Simcoe
(Mr. Cook), in a speech characterised by the best possible
taste, told the House that I was an educated crank. I am
very glad that is the case, because it will bring my hon.
friend from Simoe (Mr. Cook) and myself shoulder to
shoulder; we shall make a good team; and the only difference
between us is this, that while I am an educated crank hoeis
an uneducated crank. That, of course, gives him a great
advantage over me, because it is well known that education
while it sharpens some of our faculties, does undoubtedly
take off to sme extent the exuberance of our natural
faculties, and my hon. friend, if ho had been an educated
erank, never could have given us the apotheoeiaed igno-
rance, the exuberant non-sensical flamboyant display of
nature in its most charming phase such as we had a moment

Mr. COO.

ago. The hon. gentleman first said I was a man of family.
Well, ho made a ,great mistake there. He is a man of
family, and I look forward with joy, and pride, and hope to
the future--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIN. The bon. gentlemen are too previous. Not

in regard to myself or in regard to anything that relates to
me, but for Canada, because I know this, that, my hon.
friend being a man of family, the beautiful qualities ho has
just dispiayed will be manifested to a remote posterity, and
when we have passed away, ages hence, another Cook may
arise and, so to speak, fry himself as we have seen my
hon. friend do here this evening. I will pass now from
the hon. gentleman and will say this in regard to the sub-
ject, that nothing which ho has said has changed my mind
on this matter. In fact, ho has displayed the quality that
I say we should stamp out here, a sort of resentment against
giving a just remuneration to the judges, a sort of rosent-
ment against education, and I hope that those members of
this House who do not happen to be lawyers or who do not
belong to a learned profession, but who have had the advan-
tages of a good education bore in Canada, will show that
this House is capable of giving an opinion worthy of a great
Parliamient on a question like this, and that we will not
trouble ourselves with rigmarolism such as we have just
listened to from my hon. friend.

Mr. COOK, Since hearing the speech of my hon. friend
from Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), I will take back what I said,
as to his being an educated crank. Still, ho assured the
House that ho was educated, and in that capacity ho re-
minds me very much of some educated men, who are like
cultivated land-the more they are cultivated the poorer
they become. I have another thing to say about my hon.
friend, which I hope will not ruffla bis good hair in refer-
once to a matter pertaining soioly to himself. If ho did go
on the Treasury benches, if he had been called to the Minis-
try, ho would, of course, have made a little more than ho is
making, but I see that ho is do xia for $4,000 for his Regina
paper. That is a very good reason for his supporting the
Government, and for his getting up and denouncing every-
thing the Opposition may say in reference to the expendi-
ture, and for his standing by the Government in their
wanton extravagance.

Mr. LARIVIERE. I did not expect that the first time
I would speak in this House would be to urge any increase
of expenditure in this Dominion, but in this case I regret
to say that there is such a discrimination in the salaries of
the jadges that I cannot but protest against it. It is all
very well for those ion. members representing the Pro.
vince of Ontario, where the judges are paid much more
than in the other Provinces, besides receiving large per-
quisites, to say they do not want any increase in that
direction, but in the other Provinces where the judges are
not so well paid, where they do not get, by way of inciden-
tals, any increase of salary, with a salary from 25 to 30 per
cent. less than that of those of Manitoba for example, I
believe the actual system is unfair. Because judges are in
such a good position that the representatives of their Pro-
vinces are prevented from asking an increase of their
salary, it does not follow that the representatives ofsmaller
Provinces should not ask that their judges should be put on
the same footing as those of the larger Provinces. There
cannot be two opinions on this question. If we want to
attain a higher standard in the selection of our judges,
must give them such salaries as will induce the proper meT
to ascend the bench. Now, we see that young lawyers in the
prime of life are getting more fos from their clients than
the salary they would receiveif they accepted a position
on the bench, and, therelore, when they are asked to
accept the honor of being appointed judges, they de-
cine. It is only after having practiced for a number
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of years that they wili accept that position, simply for the the next place, Dow clothing bas been required for the con-
honor of the position, and they do so at such a stage of victs; and furthermore, a slight advance in the prices cf
life that they are almost disabled and have to be superan- seme supplies, ba been estimated for, making the e8timated
nuated in a very short time. I believe that the Dominion incase for maintenance, 82,695.54.
at large is losing, from the fact that these judges are s p. Mr. LLS (Bothwell). Le the clothing made in the
pointed when they are too old to be efficient in the service
they are called upon to perform. Let us pay our judges t y
for the position they hold. I protest in the name of the Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Province of Manitoba that the poor pittance which is given Mr. MLL (Bothwell). Has the number of iumates in
to our judges is not in proportion to the high position thcy cresed?
hold. We have not two or three courts in that Province,
with judges appointed for each of them. We have only
one, the Court of Queen's Bench, and our judges have to sit Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). fow le the material for clothing
in our three large judicial districts, on all cases, bothpurchased?
criminal and civil, and therefore they have to do in our Si -OHN TIIMPSON. Altogether by contract.
Province twice and three times the work of the judges in
the other Provinces, who are merely confined te s single M.MM LIN oieteepue ncnetecheot. ndnor Province whae er livonin is perapsinore with this penitentiary are increasiug every yesr, and it bascourt.. And in our Province. where living is perhaps more Dwrahdtehgetfgr hti vrrahdyt e
ex pensive than it is in Ontario, it is unfair that our judges flpiracnedth hiest g r ta tfor rachedoyetin
hould be so poorly paid.187879, 56 cts.; 1867, 51 ets; 18886, 49 ts.;
Sir JOHN T HOMPSON. I believe the item was passcd, 18&4851 53 cts. I notice frei the Auditor General's

and there is no item for judges' salaries. account that there are 553 inmates in this peuitentiary, and
Mr. MITCHELL. This is a subject that I have fre. it cots us a littie ever $4 a day te kccp these people. I

quently brought before the House on former occasions. I would like the Minister et Justice te explain the item for
have never felt otherwise than that the judges of the the tailor instructor, William Gemmill, who is paid for five
smaller Provinces have been unfairly dealt with in the menthe' services 8199.98. I notice the same gentleman je
arrangement of salaries at the organisation of Confeder- paid a gratuity sllowance of $1,272.65. 1 would like te
ation. That has been continued for upwards of twenty know on what basis the gratuity allowances arc made te
years. I have repeatedly brought this matter before the people eccupying bis position.
House, and I feel that the time bas now arrived when, Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman wili
either the salaries >f the judges of the larger Provinces look at the Penitentiary Act ho witi Sud that aIl officere or
should be lowered to those of the smaller ones, or the persons who are net eligible for su tien, arc euti-
smaller ones sbould be increased to those of the higher. tled te rptiriug gratuities. Whonthey have reacbed that
In order to test the opinion of the House, I will move this period ef life wheu they are unfit for service any longer, or
amendment- when tey have been injured in the service, they are ai-

Sir JOHN TEHOMPSON. I would suggest to the hou. lowed retiring gratuities, which are fixed according te a
gentlemen that we pass the present vote, because it does scale laid de" in the Act. la the case cf Wm. Gem miii,
not include any amorunt whatever for judges' salaries; and the Order in Council under which a retiriug allowance waa
I have promised the hon. member for North York to speak made te Mm, was dated November 22, 1887. Lt reade
to this subject later in the session, so there will be ample thus:
opportunity of discussing it.IlThat on account of age and failing health, vouched for by medical

Mr. MITCHELL. I will gt read tothe Chairman the testimony, Wm. Gemmili, tailor and trade inutructor of the KirgotonPenitenatiary, having been retired from the service, be granted a gr&-
amendment I proposed to offer, and then I will withdraw tuity si "7j 65, being hat a month's pay for eacb jear of service upto
it, if my hon. friend desires it. I think this is a matter five yea, and a munths pay for each year of service In ercesa of five
upon which such a gross injustice bas been perpetrated years; said amount to be charged againht the retiring allowanceu forKingston Penitentiary."
upon the judges of the smaller Provinces that it ought to Mr MILLS (Bothwell). The bon. Minister says the
have been remedied before. This is my amendment: material fer the clething was provided for by contract,-

That the Committee do not paso upon item 26 until provision be were tenders askcd for?
made to include therein such sums as will place the salaries of the
judges of the North-West Territories and the Maritime Provinces upon Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
the same footing as those ofe similar Courts in Ontario. Mr. WILSON (Eigin). Although the Ministor baé ex

Dominion Police....... .. .......- $19,000 plaiued that they made a larger aliewance for rations on

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why do you call for the report cf the warden, I thmnk that is hardly sufficieut
81,400 more? te warrant us te grant thi increaBod amount. Il wo tura

te the Auditor General's Report we find that the same nain-
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The new building which will ber of inmates bas been raintained there for even a ls

be ready in early summer wili require three additional amoant than what was appropriated fer that purpose t
policemen. year. That being the case sud the ceet cf living at the

Kingston Penitentiary................................6$121,128 prsent time net beig bigher, there muet b some othor
expianatien than that given by the Miaifiter. While 1 aRM

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The increases in the salaries are perfectly willing that every due ailowauce should be made
altogether statutory, under the Act of 1887; they amount te the inmates there, and that any reaonable amount should
to the sum of $1,440. The retiring gratuities are as before; ho granted te the officers. yet I tel that yearaftor year the
officern' uniforms, a slight increase. The increase in the expeuditure cf these institutions je iacreaeing, sud unios
cost of maintenance is estimated for on three grounds. Inwe guard aud 0rotoct the public intoreets more thanwe
the first place, the rations bave been increased. The rations have doue ln the past we may expeot these increasste cou-
given at Kingston are not yet up to the regulation allow- tinue until they become a great burdon to the Dominion.
ance, but they have been considerably increased during the The Auditor Generals Report shows that cf the ap ia-
last year. 'l ho report of the warden states that the rations tien cf 8118,000 lut yoar, only 1,2,470.,,) hr been
have bfoxr fouad ieufficiont, sud have beon increased. sn expended. That being the amount noesmary for
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the efficient service of the penitentiaries during that
year, it seems to me that the increased amount
asked is unnecessary, that when they were able to
limit the expense to the amount I have stated during that
period the committee should not now be asked to make an
enormous increase and advance the amount to $131,138.58.
The Minister should give some further explanation of the
matter than simply the warden's statements. We all
know that the officers in charge are liable to recommend
large expenses to suit their convenience and the conve-
nience of the subordinates, and the Government should
certainly have some other means of ascertaining the
requirements of these institutions other than the warden's
statements. We know they are prone to extravagance and
to expend money when it is unnecessary, and the Govern
ment being the guardians of the public purse it is their
duty to sec that they obtain all information necessary to
securing a proper idea of the necessity of the amount to be
appropriated for these institutions. I hope the Govern-
ment wil place themselves in a position to be able to come
down more definitely with their estimates, and in view of
the fact that the ex pense last year was confined to $112,000,
the Government should not require at the present time the
enormous increase they are at present asking.

Mr. CASEY. I should like to obtain from the Minister
of Justice some information with regard to what 1 consider
the most important subject connected with the peniten.
traries, namely, the question of the industries carried on in
those places of punishment. There are industries carried
on in Kingston, St. Vincent de Paul, at Dorchester and
elsewhere, but I find a great difference in the results of
those industries. At Kiugston 580 convicts produced
$1,645worth of goods as the result of their labor during the
year; at St. Vincent de Paul 325 convicts produced pro.
ducts of the value of 61,621; at Dorchester 175 convicts
produced goods to the value of $3,756, and in the Manitoba
Penitentiaty 100 convicts produced products of the value of
over $1,900. This shows that in Kingston there was the
least percentage of receipts from the industries of convicts,
although they had the larger number of convicts and pro-
bably the best trained staff to emplov them. The question
of prison lab>r is admittedly a very difficult one, and a
great many of our laboring class object to allowing convicts
to do any remunerative labor whatever, but I think in view
of the large amounts spent on our penitentiaries we have a
right to expect that convicts will be made to do something to
maintain themse(lves and relieve the country to some extent
of the cost of their maintenance. The penitentiary is not
purely a punitive instituiion, or it should not b so at all
events, whether it is so or not. £he object of penitentiary
management should be to reform the convict to this extent
that when ho is discharged,as he must b at the end of his
term, he should cease to be a dangerous character to the
community, and should be capable of earning his living and
be willing to do so. Every convict during the term of bis
cOnfinement should be trained in some employment so thatt
after he leaves the penitentiary he would be able to earn a
livelihood, and the country would thus be saved from the
great danger, which is increasing every year, of seo many
conviots being turned out of the penitentiaries in no better
shape than when they entered them, on the average. The
objection to convict labor hitherto has been this, that con-
victs were made to labor in penitentiaries and the product
of their labor was sold at lower rates than the products of
frte labor could be sold at If this rule webe instituted, that &
the products of penitentiary labor were not to be sold at i
lower rates than the average rates paid for the products of o
free labor, the objection to this class of work would cease s
or almost cease. I do not see that the working classes e
could then complain of being undersold. If those convicts I
were not in the ènitentiary, they would be working at d

Mr. WaLsoN (Bigin).

some trade or industry and would therefore be competing
with the working classes of the Dominion at large. If this
plan were carried out, I do not see that the working classes
could complain, and I do not think they would do so. On
t'e other hand, by the wholesome training of the convicts
to some employment, they would be, first, turned out botter
men than when theyentered, and, second, a very large part
of the cost of the penitentiaries would be paid. It is absurd
that 580 convicts could not earn in a year more than 1,655
or about 83 grer head per annum. It is an absurd amount
for them to earn. I believe that while a man is undergoing
a sentence in the penitentiary his time belongs to the
country, and that it is perfectly legitimate and proper to
make him earn his keep while ho is in prison and save that
amourt to the public revenue.

Mr. MULOOK. If a convict cannot do that they ought
to turn him out

Mr. CASE Y. My hon. friend suggests that if a convict
cannot earn bis keep ho should be turned out, but possibly
they may find some more efficient method of inducing
the conviet to work than that. I believe that a convict
would rather work than be idle. Any hon. gentleman may
ask himself if such misfortune should happen to him as to
be confined in a penitentiary, whether he would rather sit
down idle in his cell or work. i believe a convict would
prefer work to idleness; ho would be the botter for working
and money would be saved to the country as well. I wish
to ask the Minister of Justice if ho has maturely considered
this question of employing convict labor and whether ho
bas considered schemes for making prisoners work pro-
fitably to the country, without interfering unduly with the
trade of free laborers and whether, if ho las not, ho is favor-
able to the plan. I cannot speak of the present time, but
the Minister iq no doubt aware that at the Auburn State
Prison in the State of New York the prisoners used to
work.

Mr. SCRIVEg. They are not employed now and a very
bad state of things prevails there.

Mr. CASEY. My hon, friend tells me that the convicts
are not employed there now; but I know that a few years
ago the prisoners in the Auburn State Prison-correspond-
ing to our penitentiaries-were employed, that they paid
very nearly the whole cost of the penitentiary, and I
believe -in some years earned a surplus. I have seen it so
stated in American newspapers, and they ought to be an
authority on the subjcct. At the present time they have
ceased this work out of consideration to the clamor raised
by free workingmen, and a veiy bad state of things pre-
vails as must be the case where any large number of men
are kept idie, meditating on their past misdeeds and laying
plans for future depredations on the public when they get
out. I consider that this question of convict labor is very
important both for the sake of the convicts themselves, the
sake of the taxpayer, who has to foot the bill for the main-
tenance of those convicts, and for the sake of the public in
general who are exposed to danger from those convicts
when they are turned out at the end of their term. I
hope the hon. Minister has given bis attention to the
subject, for I am quite certain that he bas the will and the
intention to do what is right, and I am perfectly satisfied
that ho las the ability to carry out any such project suc-
cessfully.

Sir JOHN TIHOMPSON. The subject bas occupied my
atten tion, but I am glad to be able to say that the question
has not yet reached the magnitude of a problem of any
considerable importance, for reasons which I will prosently
tate to the hon. gentleman. In the first place, I would
explain to him that the receipts which are entered in the
Estimates asderived from the industries of the penitentiaries,
o not by any means indicate the results of the libor of the
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convicts. Those are merely the receipts which are paid
into the Receiver General from sales made at the peniten.
tiaries, and no sales are made from the workshops of the
penitentiaries excepting to the offLiers or in connection
wth some little work done for them at the institution, The
hon. gentlemans will see that the sum which he mentions for
Kingoton, $l645, includes $571 of gate money.

Mr. CASEY. What is that ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is the entrance-fee charged

to visitors. The cash proceeds therefore of labor from
Kingston and most of the other penitentiaries are very
small indeed, resulting from the rule that articles are not
made for sale. The case of Dorchester Penitentiary is an
exception to that, and it arises from these circumstances:
When the establishment was created at Dorchester the
penitentiaries of St. John and Halifax were amalgamated.
In both of these institutions they had a considerable
quantity of machinery<or the manufacture of woodenware,
and the machinery wbich was used in those penitentiaries
was put into the Dorchester establishment and bas been
kept lu operation ever since. They turn out buckets, pails
and wares of that description there, which are put on the
market under the restriction which the hon, gentleman
mentions. We do not undersell in any way the other
dealer- in such goods, and that is the only class of good-;
that we manufacture for sale as anything like a business in
any of the penitentiaries. As regards the way in
which the prisorers are employed I will explain that
the matter has not reached the proportion of a
formidable problem for these reasons : In nearly every
penitentiary in Canada, we have buildings to be com-
pleted in order to finish the original structuies, at.d
these additions are necessary now in order to make the
establishment at all fully equipped. Kingston might have
been expected to be an exception to that, becanse it is an
old institution, is thoroughly walled, and ie a very substan-
tial structure indeed, but this state of things exists at King-
btou. For a number of years previous to 18 months a o, one
of the largeet buildings was occupied by a cntractor who
had machinery carrying on the operation of making locks.
Re had convict labor employed under contract with the
Government, and his employment extended to between 0
and 90 men. Under the provisions of the Penitentiary Act
passed six or seven years ago it became unlawful when bis
contract expired to renew it, and in consequence of that bis
contract fell through at the date whcn it lapsed by its own
terms. It is true that we had thrown upon our hands the
labor of these 80 or 90 men, but we formed a plan to
utilise the large workshops, in longer necessary for
nachinery of that character. Under the provision of
the law which made the labor of convicts no longer open
to contract, we formed the plan of turnirg that workshop
into a penal e.tablishment and erecting in it cells, for
prisoners of a more aggravated type; prisoners who re-
quire to be secluded and to have a larger cell in order that
the work nay be given tbem in their cells. Ever since
that time a large force of convicts has been employed. As
the hon. gentleman is probably aware, we have a valuable1
quarry on the grounds at Kingston Penitentiary and a
considerable force is kept there quarrying ; there is also a
large force cutting the stone to build the cells of the new
penal establishment ; a large torce is also employed on thet
farm both in actual farm work and in fencing and things of
that kind, and others are also employed in the workehops
1 he information that I have, from the reports of thec
officers and from my own observations in visiting the estab- i
lishment, is that the e is no idleness in the prison what-8
ever, nor any necessity for a single man or woman who is
able to work being idle for want of work Almost the same
state of thing exists in other penitentiaries, exoept that thea
MOi"tie for finding work are greater, in oons.quence of the

establishment being incomplete. At. St. Vincent de Paul
we have a great deal of work now going forward. We
bave from 'the quarries a large quantity of atone for the
completi-n ot the new wing, but even under those circum-
st4tnces I propoe fnot to go on with that to any considerable
extent this year, because we have more pressing warits
there. We want to ereet a boundary wali and other works
of that kind which will require all the labor we can get
from the able-bodied convictE. In Dorchester we find the
same state of things exists bnt on a smaller seale, excepting
where the eonvicts are employed in the workshops and on
the machinery I mentioned a few moments ago. In
British Columbia, the convicts are employcd in a larger
proportion at farm work than in other penitentiaries, and,
excepting within the last few years, there have been very
few attempts, no complote attempts at ail, to carry on
traie teachings at that institution. Two or three trade
instructors have now been appointed, and the workshops
are being organised there on the samo principle as in King-
ston and other establishments.

Mr. C.ASEY. I am glad to hear that the hon, gentleman
has given his attention to the questirn, but I think there is
yet very doeided room for further improvement. I do not
see why it is impossible to make these prisoners, over and
above the necessary 4ailding and repairs of the peniten-
tiaries, earn a very large proportion of the cost of their
maintenance, if not the whole of it; and I think it can be
done without injustice to the laboring classes, and with
great relief to the taxpayers. The total sum expended for
penitentiaries is very considerable, over 8353,o00 ; and
when we bave many hundreds of conviets not earning on
the averago more tnan a fe w dollars per bead while in the
penitentiaries, I think the Minister will find it to be his
duty to look into the matter and se. whether more could
not be done. He says a great deal ij done in the way of
completing and making additions to the different peniten-
tiaries. I cannot quite understand that from the Estimates.

Sir JOFN THOhiPSON. I may explain that hitherto
a vote has been taken by the Minister of Public Works for
works of that kind, and convicts have been employed in
connection with them. I think, however, that the work
can be wholly carried on under the trained inspectore we
have now, and 1 intend by-and-bye to ask for votes for this
serviee4, instead of in connection with the Publio Works
Department.

Mr. CASEY. I notice that a very malil expenditure on
capital account is asked for at Kingston, and nowhere else
-$â73.

Sir JOIN THOMPSON. It has not been customary to
charge the construction of buildings in connection with
penitentiaries to capital account. Thé practice is rather
anomalous, I am aware, but the work bas hitherto been done
by the convicts, and capital account really represents very
little more than repairs to fences and property 0f that
description.

Mr, CASEY. The item of working expenses bas not
been explained.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Working expenses include
heating, light, maintenance of buildings sncb as eau be
done by convicts, machinery, armory, kitchen, stationery,
the farm and stables.

Mr. CASEY. It i a very large item, and I think it
ought to be put more in detail in future estimates. It
amounts to over 820,000 at Kingston, and to proportionhte
sums in ail the other penitentiariei. But toming bauk to the
question of labor, I bave no doubt the hon. Minister is
tami iar with the system practiced in reland, where after
a certain period of solitary confinement and' meagre diet,
the prisoners are gradualy ,trained to behave themselv,
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and alter that they are given a certain amount of liberty,
taken ont in camps to work in quarries and upon farms at
some distance even from the penitentiary. The system has
been found to work admirably; the men have earned their
keep and have been better for doing so. The hou. Minister
says the question is not of very great importance
yet; but, when he counts the number of men
in the different penitentiaries, ho must see that it is a very
serious one. There are 580 at Kingston, 325 at St. Vincent
de Paul, 175 at Dorchester, 100 at Manitoba and 115 at
British Columbia, over 1,000 in ail, earning very little
towards their own keep. [ think it will be quite possible
to establiah a system under whieh they could be put at pro
fitable manual labor, which would do the men good in body
and mind, and relieve the taxpayers. I do hope the hon.
Minister will take the matter into his consideration, and,
without regard to any prejudices, try to devise some system
for employing these convicts, and I have no doubt if he
gives his attention to it he can do it. If he could not de-
vise a scheme of bis own, there are plenty of schemes in
existence elsewhere which ho cou!d copy. I think it is a
very serious question indeed, and one better deserving his
attention than many others about which he will no doubt
be worried a great deal during the next year.

Mr. ELLIS. If Manitoba bas anything to complain of
with regard to the judges, it certainly equalises itself with
regard to the penitentiaries; for not only is the salary of the
warden of that penitentiary out of ail proportion with the
work ho bas to do, compared with the salaries and work of
the wardens in the other penitentiaries, but the whole cost
of that penitentiar y is far out of proportion to the cost of
the penitentiaries in the atber I>ovinces. The more item
of maintenance alore costs 8120 a head in Mar.itoba against
$55 in Dorchester, 870 in Kingston, $90 in St. Vincent de
Paul and about the same in British Columbia. If you take
the whole charge per bead, you will find that it is about
$210 in Kingston, $250 in St. Vincent de Paul, the same in
Dorchester, $400 in British Columbia, and $500 in Manitoba.
Certainly that part of the expense might be looked into a
little more sharply than it bas been. Another discrepancy
appears in the pay of the chaplains. In Dorchester the
chaplain gets $600, and in Kingston and St Vincent de Paul
they get 81,200 each. I do not say that one gets too much,
but if the chaplain at the Kingston penitentiary is properly
paid, the others are insufficiently paid.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would just say a word with regard
to theKingston Penitentiary, as we have not yet reached the
Manitoba Penitentiary. I heartily endorse the remarks
made by hon. friend frcm East Elgin (Mr. Casey) with
regard to utilising the labor of the cnvicts. Many hon.
members must have noticed in the publie press that very
often when the inmates are let out, they are very apt to
commit some frosh crime in order to get back to thepeni.
tentiary to put in there perhaps the balance of their days.
They have evidently such au easy time there, and are so
well fed and clothed, that they do not at all fear returning.
If they were worked so that they would have to make a
living, I have not the slightest doubt that a great many
people would be deterred from committing crimes that take
thom into those places. But the fact is that when a man
comes out, h bas a very pressing recollection that he was
fed and clothcd, and had nothing to do while there. The
result is that after putting in 10 or 15 years in the peni-
tentiary, he will prefer to perpetrate crime at the risk
of being sent baek there, rather than work, beou-e
when a man bas been a great many years idle, the
probability is that he will try by some means to secure a
living ihe balance of bis life without doing anything.
We ought to make the ponitentiary a terror to evil-doers in-
stead of making it, as it is now, a retreat for them. I can
well remember when in the Kingston penitentiary a large

Mr. OMAT.

amount of prison labor was done, when boots and shoes
were manufactured there to a very large extent, and some
of the best wearing boots that could be had were made by
the convicts. Of course, influences were brought to bear
by Trades' Unions and others on the Government, which
resulted in putting a stop to convict manufacture of that
description. Well, it is not in the interests of the people that
we should listen to those remonstrances and keep a thousand
mon comfortably housed and clothed for nothing. Ifa dif-
forent system were adopted, the number found in these in-
stitutions would become decreased instead of inereasing an-
nually as it does now. Criminals would be led to under.
stand that if they commit a crime they would be liable to
be treated with stern justice and suffer a penalty in propor-
tion to their misdeeds. I hope the Minister of Justice will
take this matter into consideration.

Sir JOHN THOKMPSO N. The subject is important, and
I do not wish to be understood as, underrating its import-
ance. What I meant was that, in all probability, for about
a year to come, all tho labor wp can avail ourselves of in
Kingston will be usefully employed in fitting up a building.
When that is done, it will be necessary to take some mea-
sures to provide actual work and remunerative work for
the convicts.

Mr. McXULLEN. I notice in the Kingston Peniten-
tiary we have expended $1,024 on tobacco, 2,561 pounds.
How bas that been distributed ? Is a prisoner permitted
to have tobacco when ho wants to amoke ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Tobacco is given in sparing
quantities, and only to those who, when they entered the
prison, were addicted to its use. It is not given to yourg
convicts, and is withheld in ail cases where thore is any
breach of discipline, or want of activity in the work The
practice bas been for many years to make an allowance to
convicts, who are well behaved and industrious, and have
been addicted to its use, and I have not felt myself called
upon to restrict the number.

Mr. CASEY. I cannot say that I have very much to charge
against giving a moderate allowance of tobacco to those
who have been addicted to its use. Its deprivation would
ho a torture which I do not think we have the right to
i.flict on prisoners; but the main point is not that they
should ho very grudgingly treated in the way of diet, but
that, while being reasonably well fed, they should ho made
to really earn what they eat. It would be quite possible
to arrange some plan by which no convict would get more
to est than ho earned in a day's work. Lot him earn bis
three meals a day or go without a part of them. Allusion
bas been made to Trades' Unions objecting to convicts
being employed on remunerative labor. .No doubt, if the
old plan of selling penitentiary-made go>ds cheaper than
other goods were carried out, they would have reason to
complain because there would be undue competition, but I
think if the prison goods were sold at the ordinary prices
of similar goods made outside, the Trades' Unions would
have no reason to complain. Aud;if they did complain
their complaints should not weigh against the interats of
the greater mass of taxpayers.

Mr. TROW. I would not think it would be propor or
right to inflict upon criminals in the penitentiary any such
hardship as my hon. friend professes, namely, that those
who do not work sbould not eat. I am afraid my hon. friend
would fast sometimes himself if such a rule were applied.
With reference to Manitoba Penitentiary particularly, there
is a very large gardon there of inexhaustible fertility. I no-
tice that the managers purchased lately a potato digger for
$25, yet at the same time purchased their potatoos, vege-
tables, &o. I am sure the parties incarcerated there are
capable of raising, at ail events, all the vegetables consumed
in the penitentiary. It is essential that criminals should
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work, and they have lande of such fertility that there would
be no difficulty whatever in supplying all their wants in the
Manitoba Penitentiary. I notice a very large item for
fodder for horses, while there is no better hay land to be
found than around that penitentiary, and the hay can be
purchased there for $3 at least a ton put up by their own
people. I would a8k the hon. the Minister, also, why there
is such a discrepancy between the price of beef and the
price of mutton, the one being six and a half cents and the
other fifteen cents a pound ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will allow me to answer whon we come to the vote for
Manitoba.

Mr. SOME RVILLE. I think the prisoners in our peni.
tentiary are treated far too well, especially in the Kings-
ton Penitentiary. When we send criminals to the peni-
tentiary they ought to be well cared for, but I notice in
many of the courts of Ontario that prisoLers, when being
sentenced, prefer to have one year added to their term in
order that they may be sent to Kingston rather than remain
at Toronto. That seems to me rather a strange fact. A
man is p for sentence. He can get off with two years in the
Cectral Prison, but he prefers three years in the Kingston
Penitentiary.- It seems to me that that is an indication that
the prisoners in Kingston are treated far botter than
they doserve, and I know that that is an evil which
exists in most of our prisons throughout the country. lu
Hamilton, for instance, thora are many men who prefer
being in gaol to being at large, and I think it would be a
good plan to adopt some more severe measures with those
criminals who are sent to the peniteutiaries. Thon, as to
the expenditure for tobacco, it is not pretended that tobacco
is essential to the life of man. On the contrary, it is known
that it is injurious to the system, and I think the Govern.
ment would perform a good act if they were to deprive
these mon of tobacco and reform them in that respect. If
they were kept for three or four years without tobaceo,
they might b entirely weaned from the use of it, and
everyone knows that tobacco is not good for the human
system. I agree with my hon. friend from North Welling-
ton (Mr. MeMullen) that the tobacco ration should be with-
drawn, and that the prisoners do not deserve any such con-
sideration.

Mr. GILLMOR I do not agree with my friends in thoir
mode of reforming prisoners. I do not believe that pun-
ishment, and starvation, and torture, and deprivation are
calculated to make men botter. I have no doubt that due
regard is paid in the penitentiaries to the morals of the in-
mates. My friends seem to intimate that mon desire to go
to the penitentiaries. They must be very dedraded indeed
if such is the case, but I do not think that bolds good to any
extent whatever, It is a great punishment for a man to be
deprived of bis liberty, and I do not think many men de-
sire to return to the penitentiary, no matter how easily or
how kindly they may have been treated there. I think it
is well to keep them employed, and I understood fron the
statement of the Minister of Justice that they are all em-
ployed, if not in manufacturing goods for the market, in
labor for the institution. I am sure my friends are quite
as humane as I am, but I dissent from the mode they ad-
vocate for the reformation of these unfortunates in the peni-
tentiaries. There may be some very hardened cases who
like solitary confinement and who would rather have that
than labor for ther living, out I believethere is not one man
lu five hundred who does not prefer bis liberty and prefer to
get bis living outside to being confined in gaol. I do not
think this mode of reforming criminais sugg sted by my
friends is correct at all. As to the use of tonacco, I do not
use tobacco mysolf, but I would not be disposed to de.
prive those who do, and I think the public can afford to in-
dulge those poor unfortunates in a smoie if they desire to

have it. The question of their morals, however, is very im-
portant, and I understand there are clergymen there as
salaried officials to attend to their spiritual wants. I think
some plan might be adopted whereby their morals might
bo improved by other means than the infliction of punish-
ment. If my friends are correct there ought to ho a tread-
mill there, something to torture the inmates. I do not thirk
so myself. I think the groat method of retormation is the
exorcise of kindness, not indulgence, and I believe that kind
treatment will do more than anything ulse to reform a
crirninal.

Mr. CASEY. I agree so much in sentiment with my
hon. friend who bas just sat down (Mr. Gillmor) that I am
sorry ho should have misunderstood what we have been
stating. For my part, I have not been advocating a plan
to make the convicts work as a means of punishment, but
as a means of reformation. I think it is much more whole-
some, and for tbat matter much more pleasant, to make a
man work than to confine him in a solitary cell. I believe
that any one who had the choice would prefer to work
rather than to be shut up by himself to brood over bis past
crimes and to plan new onos. I advocate giving convicts
sufficient food and sufficient work at the same time. The
Minister says the convicts are largely employed at present
in completing repairs and so on. i hope ho will ho ableI lter
on to mention how much bas been saved in this respect ;
but, from the returna brought down, I cannot tbirk that
these men have been fully employed, and I think there i;
room for the Minister to exorcise his ingenuity in providing
for their profitable employment. It is not proper, of course,
to make the penitentiary a place of pleasant retirement
for two or three years. -A friend of mine bas called
my attention to the tact that, in the charitable in.
stitutions in Toronto, they used to give a bed and
breakfast to tramps fro, but now the tramps are called
upon to eut from a quarter ta half a cord of wood e4cb,
according to the accommodation they got; and my hon.
friend, who is thoroughly informed in regard to the subject,
says that there have not been a quarter of the number of
tramps apljying for relief at these char iuble institution-,
since that plan was adopted that there were before; which,
he says, proves that tramps and crimirnals do not like to
work, and that work is a doterrent from crime. Ie makos
a fu ther suggestion, whieh the Minister of Justice might
take into consideration, that the amount of money earned
by prisoners might not, perhaps, be put into the general
revenue of the Dominion, but might be used to relieve the
families of convicts who bave families who are left in dis-
tress by these men being loft in prison. Imprisonment is
often more a; punishmnent for the families of convicts than
for the convicts themselves who are sentenced. The man
may be the father of a family of small children who are
unable to support themsolves, and, if he is sent to the peni-
tentiary, the family are left cither entirely dependent upon
their own exertions or on the cbarity of thoir neigh bors.
[ think it is au admirable idea that some of the money
which the convict earns should be used to support bis
family outside of the penitentiary. It bas been suggested
to me since I spoke last, ard I throw it out for the con-
sideration of the Minister.

Mr. K[RK. I would ask the Minister to explain bow it
ls that the cnst of these convict ais so much greater in
Manitoba and British Colurmbia than it is in Kingston? I see
that in Kingston the cot per conviet was $203 38, while in
Manitoba it was $707.51, and in British Columbia, $475.53.
The daily cost in 1887-98 was 56 ete. in Kingston, and
$1.93 in Manitoba. That is enough to maintain them at a
pretty good botel. I notice, too, that the cost Of mainte.
nance in the Manitoba institution is increasing from year to
year. lu 1884-85, it was $131; in 1885-86, $1.40; 1886-87,
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$1,53; and last year, 81.93. I have no doubt that the
Minister will be able to give a satisfactory exPlanation.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I presume the figures which
the hon. gentleman is quoting are the calculations of per
capita cost for ail priéon purposes.

Mr. KIRK. Yes, as found on page 95 0, of the Auditor
General's Report.

Sir JORN THO&iPSON. That included the cost of sal.
aries as well as the cost on maintenance, and the hon. gentle.
man will, of courFe, understand that the whole cost per capita,
taking into consideration all classes of expenditure, ought
to be very much less in an institution with a large popula-1
tion than with a small one. For instance, there is but one1
warden in either, and the salary of the warden, 83,200,t
distributed per capita over a prison population of 500, is1
necessarily very much less than if distributed over 80 or 96,J
as in emaller penitettiaries. Another circumstance to bej
considered is the cost of provisions in the ßifferent places,,
which varies. Some kinids of provisions aie much cheaper ati
Kingston than in Manitoba or British Columbia We havei
also to give higher salaries in Manitoba and British Colum-
bia than in Kingston, and that was remaiktbly the case
until late years, when there does Lot seem to be as great a
difference. The figures, however, as given in the Auditoi
General's ReF ort, although accurate in the way they are
made up, are not altogether reliable, for this reason: they
are based on the whole expenditure for the year, and the
expendituse for tb year includes many things which have
mot been uscd durir g the year. Sometimes, for iLnstance,
conisiderable portions of stock are kept over for next year.

Mr. KIRK. It does not include the co t of building,
however.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No. The most satisfactory
way to compare the per capita cost of convicts'in each prison,
1 preume, wuuld be to take the rations for each prison,
because iL is by the rations that the maintenance is fairly
tested. If we tak. Kingston, the rations for last year cost
$20,346.20, tLd therlfore the Auditor General has estimated
-1 forget the exact amount which ho bas estimated-but
that amount includes 8à59.9 î of stock for rations on hand
at the end of the fiscaul year; ut St. Vincent de Paul the
expemuitute was 8t4,04.26 lor ralionts; there wreî $ ,634
on band at the eLd of the fiscal year, but the Auditor Gen-
eraVs olculation is based ou ihe whole experditure. At
Dorcheter $4,450.61 were expt nded for rations, and they
had #7433.48 on band. In Manitoba 84,424.8b were ex pended,
aud #J9.89 were on hand ; in British Columbia $3,825 28
were expended and we had $hi7.91 on band. Therefore
the per capita cost for rations was, in Kingston, $36.14; St.
VinueLt de Paul, 848.38; l>orehester, Sý3.49; Manitoba,
852.7.; British Columbia, 850.37.

was argued in term, and judgment delivered against him,
he stili being out on bail. He appeared when called upon
to receive his sentence, having been at liberty until
the moment when he came up to receive the sentenS of
the law. At the time of the sentence, I remember baving
conversed with a large assembly of gentlemen l nthe city
of Toronto, who *ere in every respect a representatite
body, representing the profession and the clas of gentle.
men assembled here to-day; and the general opinion of the
assemblage was that he was not morally guilty, and the
hope was expressed that the court would so view the case.
The court did not so view the case. I, of course, am free
to admit that the presiding judge is in the beat possible
position to advise the Government in the premises; but
even judges may make mistakes, and, perhaps, after a jury
bas rendered a verdict, the presiding judge may not feel
fiee to assume otherwise than that the verdiet is correct,
and leave it as a matter of executive clemency to determine
what shall be done. In that way it may happen that a pri.
soner may receive a more severe sentence than, perhaps, the
circumstances justify, or, perbaps, than the judge himself
would have imposed were he the judge of the facts as weil
as having to carry out the imposition of the sentence.
I venture to express the opinion in this particular
case that the sentence was more severe tha'n it would
have been had the judge been the judge of the facts instead
Of there having been a jury to advise him. Therefore,
speaking for myself, I take this opportunity to bring his
case before the attention of the Government. I am per-
feetly satisfied that the suggestion, although coming from
the quarter that it does, wili not in any way prejudice the
case of the prisoner. I have spoken of him as I would of any
other person, and have no reson, except as having observed
what bas occurred, to have an opinion on the subject. As a
more observer and a citizen of Toronto, havingno acquaint-
ance with the prisoner one way or the other, but taking
an interest in the case as it went along, and forming an
opinion on it, I have ventured to express this opinion on
thé floor of Parliament.

Sir JOHN TROMP8ON. I will give all proper atten-
tion to the case which the hon. gentleman has mentioned.
It was before me some months ago, but I forget the
circumstances connected with it, and it bas be' n b .-ught to
rny notice lately by a very large petition from Toronto
presented by one of the members for that city; but I have
not yet examined it or had any report on it.

Mr. MIULOCK. i was not aware of any movement in
the matter.

Manitoba Penitentiary......... ............................... S0,526

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sorry to see an
increase in this item. It appears to me that after ail that
-WZào ai5 5?hIU Â.L LLor LUà ZlII. h f LoU [h51.>SugVwas said last year anc after tn e acts tnen- ascose ,

Mr. MULOCK. Before you pass this item, I take the vigorous exertions should have been used to cut down the
liberty of calling the attention of the Minister of J ubtice to expenses on that peniteutiary. About $500 per head are
the case of a convict named Kyle, in the Kingston Peniten- demanded for each one of the 100 convicts, which is two
tiary, who was convicted of forgery in the city of Toronto and a-half ti m<s the charge in Kingston and most of the
a few years ago, and who is still undergoing sentence. He other penitentiaiies. In looking over the Audit9r General's
was convicted under very peculiar ciroumstances, and Report I see that the charges, making ail reasonable al-
whilst I do not wish- for a moment to question the accuracy lowance for the difference in climate, appear to be very
of the judge's opinion otherwise, of course, he would not greatly in excess for the Manitoba Penitentiary. I all
have delivered the sentence he did-yet, speaking for my- the attention of the Miniater of Justice to this faot: In
self, and, I think, for a good many others who gave a Dorchester Penitentiary, with 175 prisoners, the sum total
great deal of attention to the case when it was before the demanded for meat, for instance, is about $1,200, and the
public, that there is a very great doubt in the minds of price of meat does not differ materially from the pries of
many people as to the moi-al guilt of the prisoner. The meat in Manitoba. In Manitoba, on the other hand, the
case is one of a peculiar kind, and I may mention one cir- price demanded is very nearly 82,200, and the
cumstance alone that, I think, ought to weigh with the quantity apparently ie at least double, if not trebie,
Minister of Justice and the Government in dealing with this that required per head for the convicts iin
case. He was tried at the Asize Oourt, and some points Dorchester Penitentiary; and so on. Looking through
were rserved. He was allowed ont upon bail. The. cae various items, I see a very considerable number <4
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charges that require an explanation which is not offere
in the Auditor General's Report. I see some very curions
minor items, which the hon. Minister can explain at bi
leisure. For instance, I notice Persian caps-two caps
$24. Perhapa they were for the use of the warden or the
principal offcers, but 812 per cap is rather an expensive
charge for ordinary headgear. I notice curions entries hoe
and there, sncb as this:-Army and Navy List for library
16 copies, $34.65. These are smali items perhaps, but they
are items showing very consides able carelessuness in the
expense. In regard te the supply of meat, I do no
understand how 175 conviots in Dorchester can be well fe
and receive sufficient rations for &1,200, while 100 convicts
in the Manitoba Penitentiary require 82,200 to supply meat
ard apparently twice or three times the quantity is re
quired in Manitoba as compared with Dorchester.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I call the attention of the Minis
ter of Justice to an entry in the Auditor General's Report
on page 89 0, in which ho refers to the accounts for ligh
and fuel for the warden's house, which are not properly
chargeable against the appropriation for Manitoba Peniten
tiary, and which amount ho bas transforred to the accouni
of S. L. Bedson, pending the action of Parlisment. Isee on
page 92 C of the report there is some correspondence with
respect to this matter. The Auditor General in a letter
say •

" By an amendment to the Penltentiary Act, that portion of section 27
which empowered the Governor in Council to make allowaaces of 'lighl
and fuel' to peniteatiary officials hai been eliminated, and under sec-
tion 8 of said amendment, it is expressly stated that free quarters uni-
forms, and the privilege under certain conditions to use convict labor
shal be the only perquisites that may be allowed to such officiais."
I presume the matter is still unsettled by the Governmont,
or the Auditor would not have made this remark in connec-
tion with this matter. Perbaps the Minister will explain
the condition of matters to-day.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. As regards the Persian lamb
caps, they are part of the uniform which is allowed under
the penitentiary regulations adopted by Order in Council
for the staff officers, not for ail the guards, but for the
warden, the deputy warden, the surgeon and the steward.
In regard to the matter of meat and rations of that kind to
which the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) called my attention on concurrence last
Session, I find, on looking into the matter, this to be the
fact, which to some extent explains the apparently large
quantity of meat that has been supplied to Manitoba Peni-
tentiary as compared with the number of convicts. Of the
meat which has been purchased for the penitentiary and
which appears in the Auditor General's Report as supplied
under contract, 6,6,4 Ibo. have been furnished to officers of
the penitentiary at contract price and have been paid for
by them, the cost being 8434.46, and this sum bas been
paid in to the Receiver General, but does not appear as a
deduction from the meat supplied to the penitentiary itself,
go that accounta to a large extent for the large quantity
of meat supplied there. As regards the items for fuel
and light to which attention has been called, as
explained by the Auditor General, that matter awaits the
attention of Parliament, and the attention of the House
will be caleId to it later on. The account arose under these
circumatanoes: For mauy years past, in accordance with
the practice which prevailed in the prisons of other coun-
tries, I think in almost all other countries, perquisites were
allowed to the oficers. lhey were allowed not only free
house and free grounds and certain conviet labor for their
grounds, but also fuel and light and the keep of a certain
number of animals, a horse and eow and so on. Under the
Act ef 1887 these allowances were out off, and an attempt
maide to commute thos. perquisites in the case of officers
engaged in the penitentiaries, it being, however, provided
by the Act that the provision of the Act should not apply

d to existing ofmAers. n amount was fixed by the Depart.
s ment as compensation, and Parliament was asked to vote a
s sum to compensate the offieers for such perquisites. In the
, case of the warden of the Manitoba Penitentiary,$100
Le was the sum allowed as compensation for the depri-
e vation of fuel, light, rations and matters of that kind
e which were cut off under the provisions of that Act.
, It transpired, as indeed we had reason to expect it would,
y that in somo cases our estimate of the amount which sbould
e be allowed for commutation was inadequate, and from time
t to time since we have been obliged to ask Parliament, in
d the case of several officers, for small sums of money to bo
s added to their salaries to make up the deficiency in the
, commutation. In this case it is claimed that the commu-
- tation was not fairly computed in the case of the warden at

Manitoba. He has claitne i from the first that the allow.
ance of $400 made to him was entirely inadequate to cover
the perquisites taken away from him by the Act of 1887.

t Just about that time ha had been provided with a very
large house situated in a very exposed place, and requiring
a great deal of fuel as well as a great expen liture for light.
t o bas claimed that the allowanco di.i not cover anything
like the value of the fuel nocessary to beat those promises,
to say nothing of the other perquisites which he thought
ho should be allowed for; and I had to take notice of tbia
claim, considering the size of the premises which ho had
to occupy as warden, and considering the requirements of
the regulations as regards lights having to be kept up all the
time in case of an emergency. I had to remember this fact,

- that the salary allowed the wardon was not adequate to his
r keeping up these promises, and in fact the wardeon asked me

that he should bo allowed to vacate them if I would not
allow what ho thought to be a fair basis of commutation for
bis privileges. fle applied for permission to vacate the
house and to live in bis office, and a room or two in the
penitentiary building. If I ha accoded to that I would
have been denying him the investigation into his claim
which ho thought ho was entitled to; I would likewise have
incurred the risk of detriment to the promises which in a
climate like that would doteriorate very quickly if unhoated
and not kept in ordor. Under those circumstances I asked
the Auditor General, under the promise that I would bring
the matter to the notice of Parliament, to transfer the
charges to the account o' ir. Bedson and wo have it in our
power now to doduet that amount from his salary if Parlia-
ment should be unwilling to consider the claims which ho
ha& for the fuel and light that wa furnished. I do not
want, however, to ho understood as committing mysolf at
the present moment to a recommondation that Parlisment
should do so. I have promised the Auditor General that
this matter would be brought to the notice eot Parliament,
and it either will be brought or the money will be paid.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It usut have been a mistake thon
for the Government to erect such extensive premises for
the warden of that penitentiary.

Sir JOHN THIOPSON. I do not say that. I do not
undertake to criticise what bas been done in the past i
that particular; all 1 say is, it was inconsistent with the
soheme we adopted in 1887 of striking off all those perquis.
ites. I may say in the same connection that the warden of
Kingston claims that his perquisites were not suffietently
commuted. But I do not think that ho bas made ont a case.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGET. WhM allowance was
made him?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. $400, I think.
Mr. McMULLEN. It is quite plain to any person going

over the different items in connection with the Manitoba
Penitentiary, that it is conducted on a very extravagant
basis. No person can possibly examine Into ome of the
items, without coming to the oonclusion that the nan in
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charge of that penitentiary is totally unfit, in the coun-
try's interest, to conduct its affaire, When you come to
look over the different items of the expenditure and to find
the extravagance that is to be seen in every column, you
muet come to the conclusion that there really muet be
something very wrong. In the penitentiaries of British
Columbia and Manitoba there are about an equal number of
convicts. In British Columbia there are 74, and only 70 in
Manitoba. We find that in Manitoba it costs $707 a head
to maintain the convicte, while in British Columbia it costs
only $475.53 a head, and surely the cost of living is much
less in Manitoba than it is in British Columbia. It is quite
clear that there is something radically wrong in connection
with the management of the Manitoba Penitentiary. I am
not prepared to say that the Minister of Justice is entirelv
responsible for the condition of things as we find them, for
they possibly may have been in this state when he came
into office, but I do say that some decided action ehould be
taken in regard to reducing the several items of expendi-
ture in this particular institution. We find that 15 cents a
pound is paid for mutton, and for beef 6 cents per pound,
which is ridiculous. Then again we also have four over-
coate, 848.50, and four capes, $115. I would like to know
what kind of capes these are; they muet be a very expen-
sive kind of article to cost 8115. Then, again, we have an
item for a silk gown which cost $48. I ask, in the name of
common sense, what is the meaning of getting a silk gown
for a penitentiary ?

An bon. MEIMBER. It is for the chaplain.
' Mr. MOMULLEN. It is very strange that the country
should be called upon to pay $48 for a silk gown for the
chaplain of a penitentiary. There are some other items
which are aleo open to strong objections. I shall not touch
on the item for medicine, but shall leave that to some of
the hon, gentlemen who are medical men. I see we have
liquor this year and that is not quite so much as last year,
as it is only three gallons and three bottles of whiskey.
Again we find an item: "Post mortem examination on the
bay horse, John Notman, 820." Just imagine this expen-
diture 1 $20 for a post mortem examination on a horse I I
suppose the horse died, but what was the use of getting a
veterimary surgeon to make a post mortem examination to
see what the horse died of ? It is quite clear from those
items that from the manner in which the gentleman in
charge of that institution conducts the business, the sooner
h. i removed the better it will be in the interest of the
oountry. He commenced on an extravagant scale and he
persists in that extravagant scale, and seems bound
to keep it up notwithstanding the reduction made two
years ago. I see there is still a disputed item of some $450
which the warden of that penitentiary claims should be
allowed him for fuel. I behieve there should be some investi-
gation by an independent person into the affaire of this
institution ; I believe this person should go there under
direction of Parliament and make a searching investigation
into the manner in which all matters connected with that
penitentiary are conducted, and that heshould report to this
House in order to place the people's representatives in
possession of the entire facts. It is quite clear that some-
thing is wrong when we have to pay 8707 a year per head
for te keep of the convicts of that penitentiary. There is
no penitentiary in this Dominion where the expenses come
to anything like that amount, and there muet be something
abominably wrong in connection with the whole institution.
We cannot afford to keep an institution of that kind, in the
abominably extravagant condition in whicb it is onducted,
as is disoloed by the facts laid before us in the Auditor
General's Report.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I see that in the Kingston Peni-
tentiary, where the daily average of convicte was 563, the
expenditure1fordrugs and medicine amounted to 8371.41.

Mr.è MVouLLzr.

In Manitoba, where the daily average number of conviots
was only seventy, the drugs and medicine cost S611.99. I.t
strikes me that there muet be something wrong about this
expenditure. Surely, it did not take double the amount
of money to provide drugs and medicine for seventy convicte
in Manitoba, that it did for 553 convicts in Kingston. L fancy,
that if an examination was made into the details of this
account, it would be found that it was not altogether drug
and medicine that comprised that amount.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Champagne.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Well, it may have been commoner

than champagne, but I fancy that liquor of some sort is in.
cluded in t his item.

Sir JOHN TEBOMPSON. Not one cent's worth.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Well, certainly the Manitoba

climate cannot be what it is claimed to be all over the
Dominion, one of the healthiest in the Dominion, if it costs
that much more for drugs and medicine there than at
Kingston. I do not know whether I would be in order
just now to ask the Minister for an answer to the question
I put the other night about the travelling expense of the
inepector, Mr. Moylan. I see he travelled 261 days and
wae paid $1,773 70 for travelling expenses in addition to hie
salary. I cannot see why it should take 261 days to
inspect five penitentiaries.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. With regard to the travelling
expenses of the inspector, the explanation is very simple.
I rose the other night to explain, but somebody intercepted
me, and afterwards the enquiry was not renewed, and I
thought the bon. gentleman would bring it up later. The
hon. gentleman's comment was, that it was unreasonable
to suppose that he could be travelling so many days. The
number of days he refers to are not the days of travel, but
the days of necessary absence from Ottawa, and under the
terms of hie appointment he receives his moving expenses
and a living allowance during the time he is neceesarily
absent. The duties which he has to discharge at Ottawa are
simply advising the department, and it is not advisable that
he should spend a great portion of bis time here. His princi-
pal duties consist in going from one penitentiary to another;
and, in many cases, it is necessary that he should remain at a
penitentiary for a considerable time, sometimes superintend-
ing works which are going on, eometimes making investiga-
tions and receiving complainte from officers and convicts. He
is bound to inforn himself upon the working of every branch
of these institutions, eo that he shall be directly responsible
if any mismanagement occurs which it would be in the
power of the department here to cheek; and it is on that
account that for more than two-thirds of the time he is
neceesarily absent from Ottawa. As regards the item for
drugs, hospital supplies, &c, I may say to the hon. gentle.
man that if he really bas a suspicion that this expense was
for any other purpose than medicine and druge, I hope ho
will cause the fullest investigation to be made, and there is
nothing that I can do to assist him that I will not cheer-
fully do, and if one cent of it was for what the hon.
member for Bothwell euggested-champagne or intoxicat-
ing liquor of any kind-the officer who is responsible shall
be no longer in the public service if it be possible for me to
put him out of it. &l I can say is that every item of
that charge is open to the fullet enquiry, and there is no
wish on my part or on the part of any of my officers to
screen it from public investigation. I have time and again
explained, in connection with the accounts of this peniten-
tiary, that we are exoeptionally situated as regards the
hospital there. We have a clams of people there not found
in any other part of Canada; I mean the Indians and people
very little removed from Indians. It is true that a consid-
erable portion of our prison population in Britiah Columbia
consiste of Indians, but they are a different clas1, much nre
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hardy and do not suifer from confinement so much. At the
present time we have, and I think during almost the whole
of lest year we have had, eighteen Indians in the Manitoba
penitentiary, and everyone of those is a constant inmate of
the hospital, and would not be in existence if he were not
treated medically, and mantained on entirely different fare
from that given to the other prisoners. This entails an
outlay of this kind. I may say that within the last year
we have opened a new hospital, which was inspected by the
bon. Minister of Public Works, and we have had to furnish
it throughout with drugs and medical appliances of every
kind. Imake an extract from the warden's report:

" In reference to the purchase of drugu, &c., for hospital, as well as
in every other department, everyprecaution has been taken to economise.
The gross amount expended for drugi was, for the year 1887-88, $485.59.
of this amount, there remained as atock on hand, on 3th June, $37.85,
leaving the net expenditure $447.74 for the year.

" This apparently large expenditure is caused, to a very great extent,
by our having to re-furnluh the new hospital, in the matter of equipment,
convalescent rooms, kitchen furniture, dispensing and officers' rooms.
When this unlooked-for expense is considered, the actual cost of hoopital
is comparatively small."

As regards what has been said about the general manage-
ment of the prison and something being fearfully wrong and
improper, I want to be perfectly candid with the committee,
I want to avow it here, as I have done in the department
and amongst the officers themseolves, that I think the Mani-
toba Penitentiary is managed extravagantly. I have done
what I could during the last year to curtail the expenditure,
and I think in many directions my efforts have been succese-
ful. I have now enquiries on foot, and shall be able perhaps
to give to the committee at a later stage reasons why the
per capita cost of maintenance is much greater there than
elsewhere. It is true some expenses incurred in the past
can by strict watchfulness and economy be curtailed ; but
I do not think that in the management of that prison there
is any greater fault than the want of economy, and I am
convinced that as regards management and discipline, it l
a model institution.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to call
the attention of the Minister of Justice to one item in which
he will see a most extraordinary difference. We all know
that the Manitoba climate is a cold climate, and a reason-
able additional expenditure cannot be grudged on that
account. I observe that the expenditure there reaches
$165 per year per convict for fuel, as against 87.29 in Dor-
chester.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In Dorchester we are prac-
tically without any expenditure for fuel as it is got off our
own land.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At Kingston, 819 is
the expenditure, and at St. Vincent de Paul, $22. Even allow-
ing for the great difference in number and in climate, $165
in Manitoba seems an extravagant amount. How can people
keep themeelves alive there, if the cost for each individual
is to amount to $165 for fuel ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That statement is not quite
correct. I explained to the hon. member for Guysboro'
(Mr. Kirk) that the Auditor General bases hie calculation
on the expenditure at the end of the year. In Manitoba,
there was left on hand on 30th June, 1888, 1,248 cords of
poplar wood, $4,180; 30 tons of soft coal, $320; and 60
eords of otber wood, $300, so that we had a stock on hand,
at the end of the fiscal year, worth $4,700.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much at the
commencement ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Very little. It was explained
by the warden that an opportunity presented itself of getting
exceptional advantage for laying in fuel, and ho availed
htmeelf of il to that extent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to hear that,
because if there is a reduction of $4,000, it is of great im-
portance.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Ras the hon. gentleman any check
in the case of an officer like Mr. Moylan, on the account he
renders for travelling and living expenses? Supposing Kr,
Moylan goes to British Columbia to inspect a prison there,
and stays over at Banf Park on hie return, in there any
way in whieh hie time can be checked. Does the head of the
penitentiary visited report to the Government the number
of days Mr. Moylan spent in inspecting it ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Every time Mr. Moylan visite,
a penitentiary, he has a minute book there in which he re-
cords any act of any importance which he does during the
day. He enters in it when he arrives, when he departs,
and what hie work was. Those minutes are accessible at
any time. They are not habitually sent to the department,
but are sent whenever asked for, and, generally speaking,
ho makes a second report, whichli e has in hie own depart-
ment, and laye before me when there is anything important
in it to attract my attention to.

Mr. MULOCK. I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
when lie says that, as a matter of comparison at least, the
management of Manitoba Penitentiary appears to be very
extravagant, In corroboration of that view, let me call hie
attention to an item, smail in itself, but which eonfirms hie
view. Take telegramg. Looking at page 89, we find that
Kingston Penitentiary has an accouant for telegramis of
$26.45; St. Vincent de Paul, $17.85; Dorchester, 851.29
British Columbia, $149.28; Manitoba, $325.42.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is one of the items I had
in view when I made the admission I did a few moments
ago. I represented to the warden that I thought that item
could be very considerably curtailed, and that too mach of
the correspondence of the penitentiary was carried on by
telegram.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am pleased to hear the hon.
gentleman say ho thinks the penmtentiary has been extra-
vagantly managed, and that he feels it to e his duty to
endeavor to reduce the expense. Of course, the peniten-
tiary in which each convict ise represented as eating over
300 pounds of beef in a year shows extravagant manage-
ment, and when you add to that the mutton and other meat
consumed in the penitentiary, it will certainly appear to be
a large quantity for each convict. One wonders, when they
have such an excellent appetite, that there should be any
expenditure in medicine at all. One would conclade that
the institution ought rather to be managed on the plan of
Dotheboys Hall, where some were given treacle and brim-
stone with great effect. I muet say I have not as much
confidence in the warden of this penitentiary as theb on.
Minister bas. I may say publicly what I said to some of
hie predecessors who held the position the hon. gentleman
now holde, that it seems to me the institution requires a
very strict inspection, more careful than it has hitherto
received. I remember that, before the Government of
which I was a member went out of office, we had called
to our attention that this same warden had offered to give a
contract to certain parties to su1pply th penitentiary with
everything required if they would pay him a commission of
10 per cent. I mentioned that to one of the predocessors
of the hon. gentleman in office, as I thought it was
my duty to bring it under his attention in order that he
might investigate that which we had not the opportunity
of nvestigating before retiring. I do not know what the
Government has done, but I am satisfied that if the manage-
ment of that institution were thoroughly investigated the
Government would not retain the present warden. He may
have a good many estimable qualities that make him treat
with oonsidertion visitors to that country, but I am cortaig
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that his retention in hie present position is not in the public
interest. I have had mentioned to me, on several occasions,
matters 1 would not repeat bore, but would have no objec-
tion repeating to the hon. Minister. It bas always seemed
to me the inapector could bardly have been very diligent in
the discharge of his duties, or long ago the warden would
have been removed. I do not think that extravagance
alone is sufficient to account for the large expenditure in the
institution. When the whole matter is thoroughly investi-
gated the hon. gentleman will find that this item for medi-
cine is not, perhap, exactly as it has been represented to
him. It seems to me that the institution ought to be thor
oughly examined into from some independent source, and I
am satisfied that if the hon. gentleman who is now in charge
of the Department of Justice will make that investigation,
or cause it to be made, this item of expenditure for the pen.
itentiary in Manitoba will be very materially reduced.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to call the attention of
the linister of Justice to the price which has been paid
for flour. I notice that in Manitoba the flour was bought
for 84 a barrel, in British Columbia for $5.50 a barrel, in
St. Vincent de Paul for $5.95 a barrel, while in Dorehester
it only cost $5..0-. I suppose that ail these supplies are
purchased by tender and that this account is for 'he year
ending the 30th June, 1888, I have no hositation in say-
ing that 85.95 a barrel for flour is altogether beyond what
it was worth. We all know that flour during that year
was very low, and I know mysolf it was delivered in
Halifax at 85 a barre, and in Quebec and similar points as
low as 84.75 a barrel. Would the Minister say when this
contract was made ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The contracts are made from
year to year, and cover a year's supply. They are made
from thel lt July to the 30th June. They are made by
tender.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then this would be made on thel lt
July, 1887, and would expire on the 80th June, 1888?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.

Mr. CAMPBELL. That makes the case even worse,
because in July, 1887, we had as low prices for flour
as have been current for many years, and why this large
amount of 85.96 should have ben paid in that year I can-
not understand. There are 706 barrots paid for at $5.95. I
have no hesitation in saying that the tour could have been
purchased for $1 or 61.25 less.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I cannot refer to dates such
as June or July. We take our contract for a year's supply,
and the prices are based on the probable prices for the
whole year, and not for any particular month. The tenders
are called for in the most public way, and the contract is
awarded to the lowest tenderer. If the hon. gentleman
wants to see the papers, I will bring them down.

Mr. MULOCK. I think they should be brought down.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). As to the item which I see here
for drugs, I would like to know if those are also supplied by
tender, whether the Minister adopta the same principle in
regard to the boapital branch as he does in regard to the
other branches. It appears to me that the expenditure of
#611 for druge for au average of some 71 inmates of the
institution, even though there are fourteen Indians there,
and they take a much larger quantity of medicine than
other people, is a very Large charge. I do not charge the
wardn with apprepriating any portion of that fand for
any other parposes than drugs, but, if we look over the
items in the Auditor's Report, we £Mnd me very extraor-
dinary charges. Besides expending 8011.99 for drugs and
medicine, we find another item of f43.4 for vesels to hold
medicine. Then if you go further back, you will fnd 61g

Mr' MJLLs (BothwelI),

dozens of bottles. It is very difficult to say what these may
be for unlesa they are the ordinary prescription bottles to
put the medicine in. Then it is difficult to say what the
other veasels for medicines are. It may be to fnrnish the
hospital with bottles to place upon the shelf. These may
be said to be small items which should not be discussed
before the House, but, if the Minister is really dbsirous to
ascertain whether that institution could be operated
with a great deal les expense than it has been for a
number of years, ho sbould institute a proper investiga-
tion, and send his inspector or some one else there
to detect where the leakage is. It is an evident waste of
money, and whetber Mr. Bedson is a good or bad warden,
whether ho does or does not entertain the people who go
up there and treat them hospitably, that is nothing to his
credit, because I should judge, from theamounts which are
placed in the Publie Aecounts, that all that is at the public
expense. I think it is high time that some caroful over-
sight of these institutions should be made so that we may
curtail expenses, and, if we find that the expenses are very
mach larger than they ought to be, and, as the Minister has
stated, larger than ho believed they ought to be, then it is
his duty and the duty of the Government at once to place
some other inan in charge of that institution, and see if it
cannot be conducted at less expense. You leave a man
there whom you would not leave in your own business if
you found he was runing it more expensively than you
thought ho ought to run it. Ia there not anyone in Mani.
toba or in the Dominion who could take the place of that
warden and perform the services required ? You could
thon ascertain whether the institution could be conducted
with less expense than it is now or not. The Government
is to blame, because they ought to have the courage of their
convictions as they have been expressed by the Minister of
Justice. They should remove this man and put another in
hia place, and the sooner they do that the more satisfaction
it will give not only to the House, but also to the country,
which must feel tht these expenditures are unjustifiable on
the part of this individual.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for East
Elgin (Mr. Wilson) is scarcely fair in his criticism, or at
least ho forgets the fact that this is the commencement of
furnishing an establishment which means a considerable
expense. For instance, the item that ho mentioned, $40
for bottles in which to keep these drug, is not, in my
opinion, a very large item, if he bought, as I presume ho
did, those ordinary labelled glass bottles and jars, and other
vessels for the purpose of keeping these medicines preperly
for a long time, and all the other equipments usually found
either in a drug store or in a doctor's office, where they are
to be kept for a length of time. I think the item is not a large
one at all. This is the first furnishing of the establishment,
and it would te impossible to distribute the charge equally
over several1 years, or it would be unfair to consider a charge
that was made in the commencement as a fair charge that
might be expected to be made every year. It is an exceptional
one. Then, again, as to the drugs that are used. There is a
great difference in the class of diseases found in one part of
the country from those found in another part, and a great
difference in the expensiveness of the drugs used for these
varions kinds of diseases. But outside of that, no doctor, I
think, could botter unriderstand that fact than theb hon. mem-
ber for East Elgin, who must ho acquainted with the medi-
cines required to ho kept for any length of time; but no
one can judge the future so well as to be able to furnish
a stated supply such as would be needed for any given
number of months or years. Undoubtedly, as, part of
this charge represents a stock on hand to be uSain the
future, although it appears in the item for this year, and
that ought, perhaps, to be distributed over a number of
years. Besides the supply neded to commence operations
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is entirely different from that whieh would b. required to
keep it up from year to year.

Mr. WILSON <El~ii. I think the hon. gentleman from
Grey (Mr. Sprnoule)is laboring under a mistake, or be ha.
forgotten the items for these charges in years gone by.
lie will find thateven 8611, whichisin the Auditor's accountb
this year, is not as large as in previous years. What has
become of the drugs that he says that he had on hard ? HRe
could make a close estimate in view of the disea es that
were prevailing, of the quantity he would likely require.
What did Le do with the drugs Le had on hand before ? My
hon. friend completely ignores the charges. If it was this
year only that these charges were made for fitting up the
hospital, thon we could understand it; but what became of
the supplies and requisites that existed before? We find
every year the same large charges for this institution, and
therefore the excuse ofered doee not hold. The hon. gentle-
man forgets the amounts that had been charges
before, he tries to explain them away, but no
reasonable person can accept hie explanation. Then
as to the diseases existing in this locality.
I am not aware that the people are so prone to disease-
they are generally looked upon as reasonably healthy people,
and to say that the Indians require a larger amount of
drugs and medicines than white people, is a reason that I
cannot accept. I cannot understand what diseases were
prevailing there that required such an expense for medi-
cine as is represented here. For I1 individuals in the
institution, a @malt number cf these being sick, to or-
pend upon drugs aloine $611 seems to me unreasonable,
and I do not think that the hon. member for Grey (-r any
other medical man in the House can explain away that
item, or can believe that this institution needed that sum
to expend in drugs or medicine annually.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I would like to make
one suggestion to the hon. Minister. It is very desirable
that, in the Auditor General's Report, if there be such very
large alterations or modifications to be made as he now
states in the case of fuel, for instance, amounting to nearly
85,000, in the interest of his own d&partment, and to pre-
vent unnecessary discussion, a note should always be ap-

ended in such eases, pointing out that instead of8 10,000
eing required for fuel, only 85, 00 worth Las been con-

sumed, $4,70 being on hand. I do not know where Le got
the figures, I suppose they were supplied by his depart,
ment, but they were not exhibited in the Auditor General's
Report to the members of this House, and the attention of
the Auditor General should be called to the fact that
the large apparent expenditure to which ho allnded
was not quite a correct statement of the case.
I am glad to hear the Minister state that he is convinced
that there is a great deal of extravagance in this institution.
I would call bis attention to one item under theb head of
library. Thet e ie a very extraoidinary charge for 16
copies of the Army and Navy Lst, amonnting to $34.
Now 1 is a matter of interest to the white portion, at
any ratee of the prîsoners, that their library should have
ome few reasonably entertaining works in it which are of

considerable value in improving the people's minds, if they
are open to improvement at ail; but a charge of $34 for
copies of the Army and Navy List does appear to me moet
preposterous-unless the Minister of Militia designs to turn
these mito scouts, or otherwise utilise them for the Éervice
of the Militia Department.

Mr. TROW. I may say that I am aequainted with the
warden of the Manitoba Penitentiary, aIthough not from
Laving been incareerated there; and I consider him an
eOflcient omieer, thoroughly aequamnted with hie duties, keep-
ing theplacescrupulously cleaD,and having everythingunder
hs supervision. At the saMe tim, I ulways ooosidered him

a very extravagant man. I was there when that buikling was
put up-his private residence-and thought it was in an out-of-
way place, unnecessary and uncalled for. The addition was
built expressly for his convenience, while he had every an-
commodation that a warden, and those under his charge, cuuld
desire. I would ask the Minister if the Government have par-
ticipated in any of the proceeds from the sale of this large
bord of buffalo that was sold recently, and had been kept on
Government property, provided for from Goverument lands,
and sold, probably, for enormous surms of money, quite re-
cently to some American. I would like to know if there
was any allowance made by the warden of the peniten-
tiary to the Government, for the care and aid that had been
given to these animals, food for whieh bad been supplied
trom Government lands. There must have been a little
fortune realised from the sale of these buffalo, and I would
like to know if the Government participated in any of the
profits of that sale.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Government bave nothing
to do with the buffluo, and bave not participated in any of
the profits, nor have they borne any portion of the expenses
of keeping them and increasing them.

Mr. MULOCK. Did you get any allowanoe forthe keep-
ing ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; they were not kept on
our lands, nor were they fed with our products. Mr. Bed.
son owns a tract of land near the penitentiary grounds, on
which he kept them. The grounds which belong to the
penitentiary and on which fodder can be procured, he bas
to account for every year, and he bas to account for the
produce every year. I forgot, when I was up before, to
explain to the hon. member for South Oxford about the
Army and Navy List. The library, for which these books
were supplied, is an exceptional provision for Manitoba,
under these circumstances: It is not a library for the
prisoners at all ; but, as ho knows, the prison is on a reserve
a long distance from any settlement, and it has within its
borders the residences of all the officers, or nearly all.
Our design is to make it the residence of all the offcers.
There is a small allowance for a library. It is a plane of
resort for the guards and keepers, and we bave found it bW-
neficial as affording then a place for agreeable and innocent
recreation, and we have found it worth while to allow tbem
the use of papers and magazines. A number of the ofleers,
guards and keepers are ex-army men, and they have
asked to be allowed to bave the Army and Navy List.
The 16 copies are not 16 oopies of the same list, but
they are the serial numbers of the Army List. I understand
it is published monthly and these are 16 of the monthly
parts. In answer to the bon. member for East Elgin (Ur.
Wilson) the drugs are not supplied by contract. The ex-
planation which the bon. member for East Grey (Ur.
Sproule) gave is perfectly correct, and the outlay whioh
was provided for in the expenditure of last year was largely
caused by fitting up a hospital with those appliances. The
bon. gentleman's answer is that the charges have been still
greater than in former years. Admitting that, the bon.
gentleman does not give us credit for any eoonomy what-
ever, and for the fact that we got along with a smaller
expenditure for drugs and still fitted up the new establish-
ment. The hon. momber for Bothwell (MIr. Mille), I think,
was not in the House when I made my explanation of a
circumstance that would have relieved his apprebension
that the feeding of the convicts was likely to cause A sur-
feit. I explained to the committee at an earlier stage that
nearly 6,700 pounds of that meat which appears in the
Auditor General's Report to have been furnisbed to the
prison, was supplied to the officers and paid for by them,
the amount being paid into the Recoiver General's bande
and not gsoing i.mmedatiy the peaitntiary aoant*
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How many officers are there ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman will see
the list in my report.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Perhaps the officers may be
doing as badly as the convicts.

Sir JOHN TROMPSON. The hon, gentleman will give
them the right even in Manitoba to have wives an I children,
and they feed their wives and children on beef too. As
regards the explanation which the hon. member for South
Oxtord (Sir Richard Cartwright) said should have been
embodied in the Auditor General's Report, I may state that,
without an explanation of the statement, the Auditor Gen-
eral's statement is quite misleading, and no doubt from bis
zeal to lay proper accounts before this House he will avail
bimself of the opportunity, which my department will
willingly furnish him, to state the stock in band at tbe close
of the fiscal year. If the Auditor General does not feel that
that comes within the scope of his duties-and I have no
control over him-I have arranged with my officials that
there shall be an addendum to my report showing these
details.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister expressed surprise that
so much firewood was on band, and I, therefore, assume he
was not a party to the eriginal purchase. I observe that
Manitoba Penitentiary purchased 7,500 cords of firewood.
Was that purchase made by tender, and, if so, was it pre-
viously authorised by the department? I observe that a
resper and binder were purchased for $220. Was that one
machine or two machines?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. One machine.
Mr. MULOCK. In what year was it purchased?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. During 1887-88.
Mr. MULOCK. I should like the Minister to lay the

voucher for that purchase on the Table, and also the tender
for the firewood. I also observe that there were purchased
three horses at a cost of 8700, or an average cost of $233.
Rad the warden authority to purchase horses without the
department's sanction ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No.
Mr. MULOCK. Perbaps the hon Minister will lay the

vouchers on the Table ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The warden is not at liberty

to make ny such parchase without referring the matter to
the department firat. After enquiring as to the requisition
consent was given that the warden should make the pur-
chase. He was not limited as to the price, because it was
Impossible to tell the prices at which horses could be
obtained there. I made enquiry in Winnipeg, when I was
there some time ago, as to the reason for the prices that
were paid. I was not only satisfied that we got ample
value for the price, but I saw persons who made purchases
from the same lot of horses which came in the same car and
they gave equal prices for them, and they being perfectly
credible persons asured me that it was a good purchase.

Mr. MU LOCK. Horses in the same car are not always
of the same value.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am aware of that.
British Columbia Penitentlary.............$44,39 1

Mr. TROW. I observe an item: buggy, $270, horse
$365. This item of $635 is a most extraordinary figure to
pay for a horse and buggy in British Columbia. Il might
probably be paid by some wealthy man in Victoria, but for
penitentiary purposes it seems extraordinary.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The buggy was purchased in
Kiagaton and is for the use of the warden and the peniten-

Sir JOHN TROMPU0N.

tiary service. Such a buggy is allowed in all the Govern-
ment penitentiaries.

Mr. KIRK. It must have been a buggy of better quality
than those sent down to Prince Edward Island last year,
and referred to by the hon. momber for Leeds. Those
could not have been worth $250 each, or there would not
have been mach chance for selling them down there. I
notice one or two other extraordinary items. There are 74
convicts in the institution, and I observe 164 hats were pur-
chased for them ist year, some of the hats costing $4 each,
and straw hats $1.50. Surely it was an extraordinary
quality of hat that cost the latter sum. I notice further
that eggs cost 50 cents per dozen. This is an extraordin-
ary price.

Committee rose and reported progress.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I wish to enquire of
the Minister of Finance or the Minister of Customs when it
would be convenient to have the Public Accounts Com-
mittee meet. I do not see the chairman here and he has
been absent for some days. It is important that various
papers, and so forth, should be brought down at a reason-
able time. It would be late to send notices out now for to-
morrow, but if it suits the convenience of the Government
I think the committee ought to sit on Thursday.

Mr. FOSTER. The committee has met and organised, I
believe.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is all it has done.
Mr. BOWELL. I expect the chairman down. We in-

teLded to have a meeting on Thursday, but it was found
that the room would be occupied and the committee has
been called for Friday, the earliest time we could get the
room for that purpose.

Sir HCOTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11:30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 20th February, 1889.

The SPEAERs took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYErs.

FIRST BEADINGS.

Bill (No. 49) respecting the Alberta and Athabasca Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Davis, Alberta.)

Bill (No. 50) to amend the Act incorporating the London
Mutual Pire Insurance Company of Canada.-(Mr. Marshall.)

Bill (No. 51) respecting the Pontiac and Pacific Junction
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate the Lac Seul Railway Com-
pany.-(àir. Daly.)

COMMITTEE ON FRAUDULENT PRACTICES.

Mr. BROWN moved that five members constitute a
quorum of the special committee appointed to enquire into
fraudulent practices. He said: Thoagh the members of
the committee are very attentive to their daties, it hap-
pens occasionally that at the commencement of the sittings
a sufficient number is not present, and it was thought better
to reduce the number constituting a quorum, so that the
work might not be delayed.
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r. IIULOCK. How many- members are on that con.

mittee?
gr. BROWN. Fifteen.
gr. MULOCK. And it is proposed to limit the quorum

to five. I do not think we ean asent to that motion. The
hon. gentleman has selected, I presume, fifteen members
best qualified to deal with this important question, and yet
not more than five eau be found to give their attention to it.
He will surely not make such a reflection on the other ten.

Mr. MoULLEN. A number of the members on that
committee are on other important committees, and I quite
endorse the action of the chairman in asking that the
quorum be reduced to five. In that case a suifficient num-
ber to make a majority of the committee could attend, and
the members could also attend to the other important
committees at the same time.

Motion agreed to.

PROTECTION OF LABORERS.

Mr. PURCELL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 53)
to make provision for the protection of persons employed
by contractors engaged in the construction of railways
under Acte passed by the Parliament of Canada. He said:
The object of this Bill is to prevent workingmen employed
in railway construction from being defrauded. Many in-
stances have occurred on the Intercolonial road and others
in which the men who built these roads were heated out of
their wages, and it is high time something should be donc to
protect them. They ought to be given a lien on the charter.
I know I shall be attacked in reference to this, but some
provision should be made, when the charters are granted, te
protect these men and prevent their being deprived of their
pay. There is not an hon. gentleman in this House who knows
more in regard to that matter than I do, and have for many
years. It may be said that, in Government contracts,
there is a proviso which protects these men. That is true,
but it is never put in force. I have seen many cases in
which these mon have had $15 or $25 or 850 ooming to
them, but they would have to remain there after the sub-
contractor had left, or it might be the third or fourth con
tractor, and then they might get 85 for their claim, and the
man who paid the $à might never get it back. These men
were cheated out of thoir pay, while political influence was
brought to bear so that these contractors should not be
obliged to pay. It might take two years to do that, and
what was the laboring man going to do in the meantime ?
He might have sàO coming to him, and ho would sell
that out for $5, and probably the man who paid the 85
never got it back. This Bill does not interfere with the
Local Governments. It is strictly a Dominion Act. I say
that these men should get their pay, and that something
should be done in the way of legislation to ensure their
receiving payment for the work they do. It has been
suggebted by the best authorities that this Bill might be
referred to a committee.

-that the mon do not get their pay. I trust that the re-
presentative of the laboring interest, the gentleman who
bas been returned here as the special representative of the
laboring interest, will give the hon. member for Glengarry
(Mr. Purcell) every support that he can in reference to
this measure, which will seure to the workingmen the pro.
per security for the payment of the wages which they have
honestly and hardly earned.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SAFETY OF SHIPS.
Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduoe Bill (No. 54)

to amend the Act respecting the safety of ships.He said :
This Bill is largely founded upon the Bill which was intro.
duced by my predecessor in office lut Session, the chief
difference being that this Bill does not contain those pro.
visions which were in the former Bill regarding the deten-
tion of ships at the different ports. In this Bill, it is pro.
posed to make the law more stringent in regard to the
sending of unseaworthy ships to sea. The object of the
Bill is, therefore, to make the present statute more closely
resemble the provisions of the English Act from which that
was taken. The provisions of this Bill in regard to the
safety of ships is modelled more closely on the English Act,
especially in regard to the amendments to the Merchant
Shipping Act of 1876 and 1880. There is alo taken from
the Bil of last Session, which was not proceeded with, the
provision of the English Act preventing the shifting of
grain cargoes. There are one or two other provisions of
minor importance.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MR. RUFUS STEPHENSON.

Mr. BRIEN asked, Whether Mr. Rufus Stephenson, late
Inspector of Colonisation Societ'es, bas been employed by
the Government in any capacity since the 3Oth June lalt?
If so, what were his dutie,,? What was his salary? lHow
much bas he received, either asalary or travelling ex.
penses, between the3OthJune, 1881,and lstdayofFebruary,
te89 ?

Ur. DEW DNEY. In November lut Mr. Stephenson was
asked to undertako the inspection of several colonies. The
" Commercial," situated near Kinbrae; the " London Arti-
sans" Colony, near Moosomin iand the Primitive Methodista,
if time would permit of bis visiting the latter. He wua
subsequently asked to inspect the IOhurch" Colony, near
Church bridge station. on the line of the Manitobaand North-
Western Railway. We have reporte from him on ail except
the Methodist Colony. He is to be paid $10 a day and
travelling expenses. He bas not received any salary between
the above dates. $500 was advanced to him on account of
travelling expenses.

SAWDUST IN THE OTTAWA RIVER.

Mr. MITCHELL. I bave listened with a eat deal of Mr. COOK asked, Rasthe Gwrumont reseinded the
pleasure to the explanations of the hon. membr for Glen- Order in Council permitting the. wnera ef lumber mills te
garry (Mr. Purcell), and I am pleased to see that a man who throw sawduat sud othor refuse inte the Ottawa River at
was himself a workingman, and bas risen from that posi- te th adus and oterrus. mitertiie idrie
tin to a state of comparative affluence, has the courage tofutur.?
come here and to ask the House to protect the workingmen
from the iniquities of the capitalists, who get their share Mr. TUPPER. Ne Order in Council existe, permittiDg
Of the publie moneya of the country, and the bonuses voted the.owners ef lumber mille threwswJuit sud other re-
by Parliament. They come here and get a charter, and fuse as the bon, gentleman expressesit, inte the Ottawa
they make a raid on the publie treasury for money to River at the Chaudière Falla. A proclamation wusissued,
build their road, because they May happen to be on the based upon an Order in Council of the. hth April, 1885,
Government aide of the House. Then they sublet their excl ti>g tut part of the Ottawa River lying b.tweeu
Contracts, and these sub-contractors employ the mon, and the CLaudièrePilasd McEay's Bay, from the eperation
it Ofton happens-aa it did in a notorious case lut summper efthe dut for the botter re tinof vOttawa tri a
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and Rivers," so far as regards sawdust only. The Govern-
ment is at present awaiting the receipt of a Yenort upon
this whole subject, before deciding as to the future action to
be taken in regard to it.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. AKYOT asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to irtrodunoe, during the present Session, an
amendment to the Controverted Elections Act, providing
that the period allowed for contesting an election shall
date from the day of the election or from some other uni-
form date for ail the electoral districts?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not the intention of the
Goverument to introduce such a measure this session.

HENRY SMITH, CHATHAM, ONT.

Mr. Mo! UULLEN asked, Whether Henry Smith, of Chat-
ham, Ont., bah been in the employ of the Government, in
any capacity, since the 30th June last? If so, in what
capacity has ho been employed, and what salary has been
promised him; bow much bas been paid him for salary,
and also travelling expenses, or for any other purpose
from the aid 30th day of June last to the ltt of February
instant ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He has not been in the
employ of the Government since 30th June last.

LIGHTHUQSE IN THE RIVER ST. CL AR.

Mr. MONCRIEFF asked, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to erect one or more lighthouses on or near Stag
Island, in the River St Clair?

Mr. TUPPER. It is the intention of the Government to
erect rarge lights in the village of Corunna, opposite Stag
Island. to guide vessels clear of the shoals at the head of
Stag Island, on the Couunna side, and those running off friom
the point above Coruinna.

BONDING FOREIGN FISH.

Mr. E!SENH1AUER asked, Whetherit is the intention of
the G ternment to make any change in the present system
of bonding foreign fishb? Has the Department of Customs
received any pt tions asking for a change in connection
with the system of bonding foreign fish ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Government is considering the
question of chiianging the system of bonding foreign fish,
which has prevailed since Confederation. Petitions of that
character, which have been referred to, have been received.

IMPORTATION OF FRUITS AND SEEDS FROMI THE
UNITED STATES.

Mr. BOYLE asked, 1. What is the value of our entire
importations, from the United States, of green fruits, seeds,
trees and other articles placed on the free list by an Order
in Council dated 4th April, 1888, from such date until list
January, 1889 ? 2. What amount of revenue would have
been collected upon such importations if they had not been
placed upon the free list ? 3. What is the value of such
importations from the United States for the corresponding
period of the previous year, that is to say, from 4th April,
1887, to lst January, 1888 ? 4. What is the value of our
exports to the United States of these articles from 4th
April, 1888, until lst January, 18b9, and what did they
consist of ?

Mr. BOWELL. 1. The value of our entire importations
from the United States of green fruits, seeds, trees, and
articles placed on the free bat by Order in Qoaneil of the

Mr. TupPza,

4th April, 1888, from that date to lst January, 1889, is
$831 ,j99. 2. The amount of revenue which would have been
collected upon such importations if they had not been placed
upon the free list, is $219,636. 3. The value of sech importa.
tions from the United States for the corresponding period
of the previous year, that is to say, from the 4th April,
t857, to the lst January, 1888, was $493,183. 4. The value
of our exports to the United States of those articles, from
4th April, 1888, until lst January, 1889, is $1,486,022, of
which apples amounted to the sum of 81,315,452 ; barries,
$80,000; seeds, &c., $50,000; leaving $40,570 for the smaller
fruits.

JOHN COSGROVE, BUCKINGHAM, QUE.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin) asked, Whether John Cosgrove, of
Buckingham, P.Q., is still filling the office of Inspector of
Weights and Measures, or any other position in the public
servioe? If so, what is his salary, and when was ho
appointed ? Are the Government aware that the aforesaid
John Cosgrove was, not long ago, indicted before the Superior
Court, at Aylmer, on a charge of obtaining money under
talse pretences ? Are the Government aware that the said
Cosgrove pleaded guilty to the indictment and suffered a
term of imprisonment ? Have the Government been in-
formed that the said John OSgrove has had his commission
as a Justice of the Peace cancelled by the Provincial
Government ? If said Cosgrove is in the employ of the
Government, is it the intention of the Govern ment to retain
him in his position ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. 1. Mr. Cosgrove, of Buckingham, P.Q.,
is still filling the office of Assistant Inspector Gf Weights
and Measures, not that of Inspector. 2. He was appointed
February 6, 1886, at the minimum salary of $500; it is
now $600. 3. The Governament have no official information
on these points. 4. A letter published by Judge Wurtele
in the Week, of Toronto, in July lait, relieves Mr. CoSgrove
from the slightest suspicion of fraud or dishonesty. 5. The
Government have no ofeial information on this point.
6. Mr. Cosgrove will doubIless b. continued in office so long
as he continues to discharge bis duty faithfully and willingly,
as he has done since his appointient.

SALMON RIVERS OF THE PROVINCE OF QUE BEC.

Mr. R[NFRET, for Mr. L&NGELIER (Quebec), asked, 1.
Whether the Government is aware, that in consequence of
the use of nets in the estuaries of the salmon rivers of
the Province of Quebec, that fish must soon disappear
from those rivers? 2. What are the rivers whose estuaries
are now under lease, to whom do the leases belong, and
when do they expire ? 3. 1@ it the intention of the Govern.
ment to renew the said loumes when they ·expire ; and would
it not be botter, in the interest of the public, to prohibit
salmon fisbing in the said estuaries for a few years?

Mr. TUPPE R. The Government are not aware of the
use of nets to an unreasonable extent in the estuaries of the
salmon rivers of the Province of Quebec, and that in couse-
quence of their use fih nuit soon disappear from those
rivers. There is but one lease existing for anoy f the
estuaries of the salmon rivers in the Province of Quebec,
and that is the Matane River, which lease is held by Sir
Alexander Galt for fy.flishing. This lease will expire in
1895. In regard to the lait portion of the question, I may
say that the Government have not decided formall'y as to
any action they may take in regard to the estuaries' fishing
in the future. Any action, however, in that direction will
be taken with due regard to the salmon fisheries.

ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE.

]Er. RINFRET, for Mr. L&NGELIER (Quebee), asked,
L Whether a contraçt has been entered into with a view W
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securing for Canada a line of rapid steamers to carry the
mails by way of the St. Lawrence acros the Ailantic ocean ?
2, If so, with whom has such contract been made, for how
many years, and for what annual subsidy ? 3. When will
the service commence, and what are to be the tonnage and
speed of the steamers to be employed? 4. If no such con-
tract bas been made, is it their intention to award snob
contract, and when ?

Mr. FOSTE R. No contract has been entered into with a
view toe securing for Canada a line of rapid steamers to
carry the mai!s, by way of the St. Lawrence, across the
Atlantic ocean. The Government are now engaged in
negotiations with that end in view.

OTTAWA RXPERIMENTAL FARM.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron) asked, How much has the
barn built at the experimental farmn at Ottawa cost? Have
any other outbuildings been put up ? If any, at what cost ?
The number of residences built at the Ottawa experimental
farm, and the cost of each ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, I must ask the hon, gentle-
man to be kind enough to give notice of a motion covering
the question, because the answer will be too long. If,
however, the hon. gentleman will make the motion lator ou
in the Session, it will, of course, be adopted by the Govern-
ment, and the papers will be brought down immediately.

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). I desire that the question
be changed to a notice of motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Make the motion now,
without notice.

POST OFFICES.

Mr. BURDETT moved for:
Return showing the name of each post office built or under con-

struction l Oanada since the S1st December, 1878; the revenue and
expenditure for salaries, forward ani other allowances for rent, fuel
and light of each office, for the year prior to the commencement of work
on the respective offices; also showing the population of the place at
which au office has been or is being built at the time the work was
ordered to be done, and the cost of each office built, as well a the
probable cost of those constructed.

He said: My object in asking for the papers called for in
the motion is to see if I can ascertain from them the prin-
ciples upon which the Government act in constructing the
public buildings in the various constituencies in Canada. I
have taken some little trouble to look over the blue-books,
to see if i can ascertain what principle or rule the Govern-
ment follow in building post offices at different places in
the Dominion. I have been unable to dedu-t any general
rule, or any general principle, upon which to form an opin-
ion, and I think, therefore, it is necessary to bring down
the papers, in o.der that we may, if possible, draw from
therm some definite conclusion in regard to this matter. I
naturally assumed that public buildings would be constru.-
ted in the public interest, and as the public re-
quired them, and according to the population and
rhvenue obtained at the respective places. Such, I find
from my observations and enquiries, bas not been the case.
Possibly there is an explanation to give as to why
this bas been so, why places with les population and with
legs revenue than others have received large expenditures
and valuable public buildings, while others possessing
stronger reasons for having new public buildings have not
received any consideration in that respect. I will call
attention to a few instances that have come under my notice,
in looking into this matter. I ind that at Cayuga (in the
county ot Haldimand, a county of which hon. gentlemen
have probably heard incidentally) a post office was built.
The whole revenue is $776.07. The salary received there

29

by the postmaster is $400, and allowanoes, 8G0. That I
may assume to be a basis upon which the Government act in
constructing public buildings. I bélieve the population of
Cayuga to be about 800, but on that point I am open to
correction. I assume that may be taken as a basis inu sacr-
taining the principle and rule that is applied to other
places. At Aylmer, where, I believe, a public building has
been constructed, the post office income is 81,345.70 ; salary
of the postmaster, 8480, and allowanoese, $[18. At 1tontague
Bridge, P.E,I.-for I desire to spread this statement over the
différent Provinces te ascertain whether the same ruleapplies
to all-the income is $682,65, the salary $280, and $100 allow-
ances. At Georgetown, P.E.I. the income is $657.93, the salary
$400 and the allowances $140, and in St. Jérôme, P.Q., the
income is $1,248.36, salary 94S0 and aliowances $180. I
have not been able to ascertain accurately the population
of those places last year, but they are no larger than the
places which I now intend to bring before the notice of the
Government in connection with the papers I am asking for.
There are two plads in the riding which I have the honor to
represent, and there are also two places in the riding which
my hon. friend the Minister of Customs represents, which
are entitled to public buildings. In the village of Tweed
the inoome for five quarters was 81,329.75, the salary of.
the postmaster $375, and the allowances $25. In Kadoc, in
North Hastings, the income was $2,218.44, the salary 8630
and the allowances $180. In the village et Stirling, aiso
in North Hastings, the income was 1,521.59, the salary
$420, and the allowances $72. In Deseronto, another town
in the riding which I have the honor to represent, the in-
come was 83,864.74, the salary $900, and the allowances
$140. The population of Tweed is about 800, of adoc
2,000, of Stirling 1,000, and of Deseronto 3,500. I would
like to know why these places have not been favored with
public buildings, when the other places I have mentioned
have received that consideration and recognition at the
hands of the Government ? I would like to know also, 4f I
can find out, what peculiar claims thèse places have or
had upon the Government, that are not possessed by the
places to which I have referred ? I hope and I believe that
when this matter is brought to the attention of the
Government they will decide to treat all alike, and if
they can show any reason why those places should
be treated better by getting public buildings than otier
places in Hastings, equally, if not botter entitled to them, I
would be glad to know. i may be mistaken slightly in the
statistics I have given. The general figures I believe to
be correct, as I have extracted them from the documents
that have been returned te Parliament. We all like to se
the county and the vicinity in which we live making
reasonable progress, and it is an indication of the progress of
the place, as well as an incentive to the people who live
there, to push forward private enterprises, if they see the
public are taking an interest in them. The erection of
public buildings in any town or village gives, in my judg-
ment, a great impetus to the enterprise of the people, ad
to the progrese of the place. It certainly causes a large
expenditure of money, and I think that all places in
Canada should be treated aliké by the Goverament. [ do
not propose to ask for extravagant expenditures in those
places, nor that a large and magnificent building should be
erected in each, but I hold that they sbould have publio
buildings in proportion to their size and importance, and
sufficient for the accommodation of the public. I may add,
in regard te Desoronto -without disparaging other places-
that I do not know of any other place in the Dominion of Can-
ada that has made, or that continues to make more material
progress, or which is building up faster in proportion to its
population. It is now an incorporated town; one of the
greatest lumbering enterprises of the Dominion in situsted
there, and this establishment is carried on with the utmost
skill and the gratest possible sucées., I am happy to say.
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Railways have been built there which, to some extent, have
been aided by the Government, and in addition to the pros.
perity indicated by the figures I have given, I may add that
the revenue derived from customs in Deseronto alone is
810,870. This is a etrong additional reason why the claims
of this place should be considered. I do not wish to be con-
sidered a fault finder, and my object is only to call the
attention of the Government to these facts and to the
advantages that have been given to other places not so
well entitled to them when we consider the population and
the income derived from the places I have mentioned. I
wisb to ascortain why we did not receive the same favors
at the hands of the Government that other towns
and other villages with less population, with less income
and with less revenue from the customs have received,
I have no doubt that when the Government ascertain
these facts they will at once proceed to construct public build-
ings in the places I have mentioned. It may be said that
some of the places to which I refer are county towns, but
I find that towns and villages other thauntounty towns have
had public buildings erected for their benefit. Ingersoll
and Clinton, for instance, and Montague Bridge, are not
county towns. Without wearying tho House with a dis-
cussion on this subject, I ask the Government to consider
this matter and to put me in possession of the reasons
why the wants of the people have not been supplied,
and to inform me how soon the claims of the people will be
met. I fully agree that the Govern ment, in building up this
country, ought to give public buildings to places entitled to
them by reason of their population and the revenue they
contribute to the publie funds. I hope and trust that the
Government will take this matter into consideration and
give us public buildings at the places I have mentioned.

Mr. COOK. I notice by the Esti mates this year that no
appropriation is made for the post office in the town of
Orillia. Someyears ago, when the " Jamaica" car was travel-
ling through the country, carrying the gentlemen who are
sitting on the Treasury benches to-day--

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). Where is Orillia ?
Mr. COOK. You will find ont before I get through. You

will make the discovery if you do not understand the geogra-
phy cf the country any better. But, of course, we understand
that you are a lower Province man, and if you pay a little
attention you will learn that Orillia is a town of 6,000
inhabitants which sends an intelligent representative to
Parliament. You ought to know something about it. When
the hon. the First Minister had the honor of visiting that
town-and I consider it an honor-he took the opportunity
of visiting its public buildings. The post office there is
owned by a private gentleman. The Premier was kind
enough to state that it was not sufficiently large for the
town, that the town had to lease such accommodation, that
it was necessary they should have a Government buitding
for themselves, and that he would look into the matter, and
would attend to the constructing of a post office building at
that point. This was just before the election ; it was an ante-
election pledge. After the election the hon. gentleman for-
got all about his promise, and the town council of Orillia,
last year, passed a resolution appointing a deputation to visit
the Government for the purpose of ascertaining whether
they would not carry ont their promise and put a sum in the
Estimates for a post office. The gentleman appointed was my
political opponent, Mr. Quinn. The council paid hie expenses
to come here to see whether the Government would accede
to the request of the town. On his return he stated that he
had the promise of the Government that the building should
be constructed, and that a sum should be put in the EAti-
mates for that purpose. But, up to this time, we have seen
no indication of any intention on the part of the Govern-
ment to carry out the pledge made by the Premier to the
town in the first place, aud afterwards by the Minister of

Mr, BUaDTT.

Public Works to the deputation that waited upon him.
I wish to call the attention of the Minister of Public
Works particularly to this matter, because I believe be is
a pretty fair man (although in mighty bad company), and
wishes to do what is right, and would not intentionally
deceive the gentleman who waited upon him. I wish to call
bis attention to the fact that that gentleman went back and
stated to the town council in eession that the Minister had
abeolutely promised that a sum of money should be put in
the Estimates for the purpose of constructing that post
office. That pledge, if made, has not been carried out, and
I am anxious that my hon. friend should give me the reson.
Orillia is a beautiful town of about 6,000 inhabitants, ei
splendidly lighted by electricity, an i bas waterworks and
al[ the modern conveniences of a town of 20,000 inhabitants.
That town deserves a public building. The Local Govern-
ment have established some buildings in the neighborbood;
they have an asylum for idiots, the only one of the kind in
the Dominion, and I regret to say that it had to be en-
larged.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Somebody has escaped.

Mr. COOK. Yes, some Tories have escaped. But, with
ail seriousness, I think the Government should attend to
this matter. I really think it is a reflection on the Govern-
ment that a town of the size and intelligence of the beauti-
ful town of Orillia should be without.a public building for
a post office, when they spend $8,000 or 810,000 in erecting
a post office at Cayuga for 800 people. Now, I am sure
that the Minister of Public Works will take this matter into
bis very serions consideration, and will not allow one of his
political friends to be duped in this way. I have no doubt
he made the pledge, because 1 do not think the gentleman
who waited upon him would utter an untruth, and I trust
that when the Supplementary Estimates come down they
will show that the to wn of Orillia bas not been overlooked.

Mr. CASEY. I am glad this matter bas been brought up,
In fact,-I have myself a notice on the paper further down
calculated to bring up the same discussion, but including
buildings intended for the use of the Customs Department.
It seems to be the proper thing in this discussion to point
out how one's own locality is ill-treated in respect of the
erection of these buildings, and I wish to say that there is
a town in my own constituency very much better entitled
to a post office than some which have been favored, and it
bas not one; I refer to the town of Ridgetown, a place of
some thousands of population, I do not remember the exact
figure, but, at all events, a much larger place than Cayuga or
Amherstburg, and about the size of Strathroy, ail of which
have been favored. There is no doubt that if the Govern-
ment enter upon a general system of erecting public
buildings in emall towns and villages, they ought to carry
it out on the same lines everywhere, and erect public build-
ings in other places of equal importance to those which
have them. I do not think much of the system myself ; I
do not think such emall places as those that have been
mentioned are entitled to public buildings; but when the
Govern ment have gone 8o far as to put a public building
in a town like Cayuga, with only 800 population, they are
stultifying themselves, and showing the reason that ex-
penditure was incurred if they do not equally favor other
places of equal size and importance. Now, I don ot suppose
that the Government are ready to admit that they erected
that post office at Caynga for the sole purpose of securing the
election of Dr. Montague, especially since they did not suc-
ceed in securing his election; but they muet either admit
that or give similar favors to other towne. As my hon.
friend from East Hastings (Mr. Burdett) bas pointed out,
the construction of a post office in a town benefits the
neighborhood, not only by the expenditure of the money
which the building costs, but by giving the place a certain
degree of importance, and induoing people to go there to
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live and do business; so that it is doing a distinct favor to
a place to put a public building there, and this favor should
be granted equally, or else the intention to use the money
voted for public buildings as a bribery fund must be frankly
and fully admitted. The Government have only two ai.
ternatives. They must continue to construct public build
ings in insignificant towns, in ridings represented by sup
porters of theirs, or where they hope to get supporters, and
neglect large and important towns in Roform constituencies
They may continue to do that and admit by such continu-
ance the reasen o their conduct, or they may carry out the
plan that they have entered upon of establishing a public
building in every town and village equal in siz uand impor-
tance to those which have been already so favored. They
must do one thing or the other ; and unless they give
public buildings to ail other places of equal importance,
they will have to confess the corrupt intent they had
when they built post offices in such places as Cayuga. Not
only is Cayuga a small place, but the revenue derived from
the post office there is insignificant, the population being
E00 people, and the revenue 8776.07. That is the revenue
of a post office which bas cost over $ 0,000. In the town
of Amherstburg, another place that has been favored with
publie buildings, the post office revenue was $1,836.
Amherstburg is a place of some notability, of course,
but a place that has outlived its growth, that, as we would
say in the west, has gone to seed, not increasing in popula-
tion and wealth, and ail sorts of business leaving it for the
town of Windsor. Yet the Government have built this
post office in the town of Amherstburg, for whatever pur-
poes they had in their mind; I wil not go further imputing
motives than I bave already gone. While these insignifi-
cant places have obtained poit offices, the large and pros-
perous town of Bridgetown in my constituency, where last
year there was a post offico revenue of $3,465-a revenue
twice as large as that of Amherstburg and five times that
of Cayuga-has been left without any such convenience.
It is a neighborbood, as shown by the pnstal revenue,
through which a great deal of postal mattor passes, and
where a great deal of postal accommodation is required.
When my own motion comes up, I intend to show also that
it deserves and requires additional accommodation for the
office of the collector of eustoms, and that the two offices
might very well be combined in one building, as bas been
done at St. Thomas and other places, and I intend to urge
upon the Government the necessity and the propriety of
doing justice to that town. I shall reserve any reference to
the custome revenue and the customs building until I reach
my own motion.

Mr. LISTER. Three years ago I moved for a return
showing the post offices constructed by the Government
since Confederation, the cst of each post office, the benefits
derived from it, and the expenditure. I found, on looking
over that returri, that, so far as the Maritime Provinces are
concerned, the Government have constructed post offices
and other public buildings in the most insignificant portions
of those Provinces. I find that in the town from which
the hon. the Minister of Finance comes, a post office was
constructed shortly before the elections, aithough the town
bas but 30 or 400 inhabitants; and you cannot go over the
list of towns in the other Provinces, notably the Province
of Ontario, and notably in the places where post offices and
other public buildings have been constructed or where it is
proposed to erect publie buildings, without being forced to
the conclusion that the Government, no matter how bonest
they may profess to be, are guided by the intention of buying,
8o far as they can, the constituencies in which those build-
ings were constructed. The hou. member for Hastings (Mr.
Burdett), if he lived in the west, we would call a little
fresh, because, knowing the Government as weil as he does,
he muet know that he cannot get a post office in Deseronto,
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unless ho turne round and supporte the Government. He
nay console himself, however, with the fact that at the next
election this side will have changed places with the otber,
and then we will have justice done to the town wbosecase the

- hon. gentleman has so ably put. There is Strathroy, an
- enterprising town of betweon 8,000 and 4,000 inhabitants.
- Previous to the last elections it was felt that Mr. Cameron

ought to be defeated in that constituency, and the Govern-
, ment brought down, with lavish liberality, a vote for the
- construction of public buildings in the town of Strathroy ;

but I have yet to learn that that building bas been construe
ted, or that the Governmont have even purchased the land

- on which to construct it. It seems that vote is intended t0
7 play Jack in the coming elections, as well as it did in

the past. The same remark applies to West Middlesex (Mr.
Roome). If the hon. member for that constituency can
fool the people of West Middlesex in the way ho
bas deceived them already, the electors of that county are
more foolish than I give them credit for being. lu
Haldimand, which bas so honorably returned its present
member, which has resis*ed the blandishments of the
Gï>vornment, whicb bas thrown back in their teotb the
bribes they were offering to the peopleo-the county in
which, of all others, Tory money was spent with a lavish
hand,-in that courity we find, for the avowed purpose of
purchasing the constitutiency, the Government erected a
post office in the town of Cayuga. I do not object to that
at all; if the people can get it, well and good ; but it was
built with the object of purcha.sing that constituency.
When you come to consider the faet that the twn bas only
800 inhabitants, that its total revenue is but $776, and its
total expenditure for postmasters and other expenses $490,
leaving $200 net revenue, and when you consider the faut
that the Government has orpended 820,010 for the purpose
of erecting a public buildtng in that constituency, how
can anyone bolieve that exrpenlitture was not made for the
purpose of bribing its independent eloctorate. Why was a
post office promised to be built in Strathroy ? Would the
hou. member fr West Middlesex (Mr. Roome) b here to-
day were it not for that post office? He would not, and ho
will not be here at the next election, although hoeis a very
decent man. He will be deoeated. Then we find in
Godt rich, forming port of a constiuiency that was gerry-
mandered by the Goveroment, a constituency for which, in
spite of their gerrymandering, Mr. Cameron was elected ;
but just before the last elections the Government said: We
will give Goderich a post office, and that will fix the thing
ail right. The Government promised Goderich a post
office; they put a vote in the Estimates for that purpose;
but I have yet to learn that a single brick has been put in
the building, or thst the excavation has been made, or the
land purchased. Evidently the G,vernment are going te
make that card play also at the nort eleetion, but I toit tbem,
although I do not profess to be a prophet, that at the next
election Mr. Porter will be defeated in spite of the post
offie. If the Goverument are bonest, why do they not go
on and build those post offices?

Mr. HESSON. We have them.

Mr. LISTER. The bon, gentleman bas a post office, and
several sons in the public service, and ho is well provided
for. They have all their noses in the publie crib, and, no
doubt, draw ail they can. My hon. friend is a good Con.
servative for revenue purposes. If the Government in
honest in these votes for public buildings, why does not the
Minister of Publie Works go on with them ? Every body says
ho is an bonest man; ho looks honest. He is a man wholooks
as if ho had an easy conscience. He is a good, strong, weil-
preserved man, and I believe ho wants to do whatever is
right, but there are other influences at work that will not
permit him te do what is right. There are other influencee



OOMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 20,

bearing on this which will not permit him to do what is Mr. ROOKE. The hon. gentleman has made assertions
right. If he wants to show the people that this is not a about Strathroy which are not true. He has stated thai
political election dodge, he ought to go to work and build Strathroy bas only 3,000 inhabitants. He knows that i
these post offices. I suppose it is useless to talk very much not true. He knows that is false.
about this matter, because it is evident what the Mr. LISTER. I did not say so.
intention of the Government is. There is no doubt
a class of towns where these public buildings are neces- Mr. ROOME- The population of Strathroy is from 4,000
sary, where large revenues are collected from the eus. to 5,000. The hon. gentleman accused me of having been
toms house, the post office and other sources, and where elected on the strength of the promise that that post office
these buildings ought to be erected, and where it would would be built. That is also false.
be true economy te erect them; and, if the Govern- Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
ment would lay down the proposition that, so long as the Mr. ROOME. At the time I was selected as the candi
revenue is sufficient te carry on these works, they would date there was no question of a ost ofce being built. i
go on gradually and erect these public buildings in the sdae th e etion o a o entemng sayt I
places where they ought to be, fixing the it of popula-acceeded inlthelection)butyeon.aysI
tion or the limit of revenue which would entitle these places have no influeuce in the county.
to have these buildings, they would do well; but, instead of Mr. LISTER. I did not say so.
that, it appears that the Government are absolutely regard- Mr. ROOME. Perhaps I have no influence in the county.
less of these two important facts, and it seems that the only Unfortunately, I was unseated, and I went back for re-ele-
consideration they will take into account is as to whether Lion, and I was re-elected by an increased majority;
the particular place which is to get a building will return a there was a majority for me outside of the town of Strath-
supporter of the Government by that means or not. YoD roy, and, therefore, the promise to build a post office in that
have given Strathroy a post office, and upon what principle? town, if it had been made, could not have -carried my elec-
The total revenue was$1,970, and the population was 3,000 tion. I was first elected before anyone thonght of a post
odd. You have given Golerich a public building, upon office being built there, and I was elected, in the second
what principle? Its population was between 4,000 and place,by a majority outside of the town of Strathroy. A short
5,000, and its revenue about $5,000. If they are entitled to time ago, when the question of a duty on coal oil came up,
public buildings, how can youi ignore the claims of Sarnia, the bon. gentleman came out as a protectionist, bocause he
with a population of nearly 7,000, and a post office revenue knew thatb is chances of election were less than mine, and
of $8,817, besides being one of the ports of the Dominion his majority has been coming down every year. I believe
wh'ch returned the largest amount of revenue from that my chances of re-election are as good if not better than
customs ; a point where the mails are made up ,%or hiis. He says that we are holding this over the voters in West
the North-West; a point for the exchange of mails; Middlesex in view of another election. That is not so. I
and yet the Government feel it is consistent with have had some difficulty in getting a suitable site for the
that sense of propriety which actuates those hon. gen- post office. That difficulty bas now been overcome, and I
tlemen that they can give public buildings to the smaller have no doubt that the Minister of Public Works will erect
places throughout the country and ignore the larger places a building which will be an ornament to the beautiful little
from which thé revenue is returned. They build post offices town which we have in West Middlesex. I advocated the
and erect other buildings in places where the receipts can building of that post office because I thought it was right. I
barely pay the expenses of the office, not taking into account think it is the duty of the Government to erect public build-
the interest on the investment. Let the Government do ings in all the towns, whether in Middlesex or elsewhere,
wbat is right. Better late than never. Let the Government where the sum paid by the people towards the support of the
say that no town shall have a public building in the shape Government is sufficient to pay the intereast on the money
of a post office or a custom house unless it has a population required to provide the public buildings. With reference
of 10,000 or 5,000, or unless its receipts are 810,000, $15,000, te the town of Sarnia, I have no objection to the Govern-
or 820,000; but let the Government stop this system, which ment building a post office there. Probably, after the next
is calculated, whether it is intended or not, to debauch the general election, my bon. friend will have a supporter
electorate of this country. It is in the interests of Canada from that county who will push his claims for that town,
and of the people of Canada that this system should be and the present member will be left at home.
stopped. Let the whole matter be judged on its merits,
and let the towns and cities whose revenue or whose Mr. PORTER. I am not at ail concerned to defend the
population doos not entitle them te these buildings be policy of the Goverument in reference te the erection of
dealt with without reference to the gentlemen who happen public buildings in the Dominion of Canada; the gentlemen on
to represent them. I do not charge the Government the Government benches are well qualified te defend them-
with not putting up these bu'ldings because the places con- selves from any attack made upon themin that respect. I
cerned are not represented by those who support them, but only rise te correct a misstatement of the hon. member for
I say that the Government is open to that charge, because Lambton (Mr. Lister). That gentleman was pleased to say
it is only on the verge of an election that we find these that before the last election a post office was promised te the
large amounts voted for such purposes. We find that town of Goderich. I beg te assure that gentleman there
promises are made te the people at that time which are not was nothing of the sort. I can assure him that with reference
carried out and which never will be carried out. 1 hope my to the erection of that building the gentlemen who asked
hon& friend will get bis post office, but I object te the for it and pressed the claims of that town upon the Govern-
Government dangling it before the eyes of the etectors until ment, were not personally concerned in it at all, they were
the next election. If e has any influence with the Govern- not allied with my own party, and bave never been at any
ment, ho should work it up at once. Where the vote bas time suspected of leaning towards the Conservative party ;
been made, I think it is the duty of the Government te go but they presented the claims of the town of Goderich
on with the construction of the public building, and a rule so strongly and so forcibly before the Minister of
should be laid down, where certain towns have a population Public Works, that ho was obliged to admit that a publie
or a revenue of a certain amount, that they should have building in that town was necesmary. When we know
public buildings, and that these public buildings should be. that the town of Goderich is a county town, beautifully
erected so far as the publie revenue will permit. i situated on the shores of Lake Huron, containing customs
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offices and inland revenue offices, and when we know upon the money expended. l the case of Woodstock I
that the Government have no public buiWing in that town can make a much stronger claim than that. The revenue
in which to carry on that work, I think we need not be at for a single year would not only pay the interest, but it
ail surprised, nor need to attribute unworthy or improper would more than pay the wbole amount required for erect.
motives to the Government because they made an appro- ing the public buildings which are really necessary for the
priation for a building in that town. The town ofGoderich purposes of the Government in that town. I think it is
itself, as the hon, gentleman bas stated, gives a revenue of certainly strange that a large and prosperous commercial
over $5,000 a year; its population is nearly 5,000; it bas and manufacturing town like Woodstock receives no
not only a post office doing a very large business, but it is consideration from the Government in regard to the erection
a distributing office, and I believe 14 offices are served of public buildings, and I take this oppoitunity of placing
from that town. So I think that it will be admitted at once these facts before the House and the Government. I desire
that the Government have not at ail overstepped the to know whother such a principle as bas been referred to
boundcs of moderation or discretion in granting a post office is followed by them in the erection of public buildings?
to the town of Goderich. I have just another word to say. If the revenues reeeived from customs and post offices
When the bon gentleman talks of my re-election, he talks are the gu de in this matter, thon the members of this
of something that he knows nothing about; and in taking House and the country will be able to judge of the claims
that position and in making that announcement, ho shows of Woodstock; and if, as in thecuse stated by the hon. member
very clearly the nature of a character that the poet Moore for Huron, the Government ean be convineed by represen-
once described-he is both "augur and bore." tations, then I think Woodstock stands some chance, be-

cause I see that the municipal council and the board of trade
Mr. SUTHIERLAND. I had very little sympathy with of that important manufacturing and commercial centre of

the accusation made on this side of the House, that the western Ontario, have been taking the matter up, and in-
Government were erecting public buildings through the tord to memorialise the Government and lay the figures
country purely for political reasons; but I am bardly con- brfore them.
vinced by the arguments of their supporters in defending
them from such accusation. My ion. friend from Huron Mr. IRESSON. I am quite in accord witb the toue of
says that, after a statement was submitted to the Minister of the remarks of the hon. member for North Oxford (Kr.
Public Works showing the importance of the town of Sutherland). I live in an adjoining munieipality, and I
Goderich and the anount of receipts from the post office know ho bas simply stated what is the absolute faut with

erd customs, the Minister admitted that it was desirable respect to the growth of the town, and although it is true
that a public building should be erected in'that town. I that it bas not always been represented by a supporter of
quite agree with him. I know the importance of the town, the Government, my hon. friend bas made such appeal to
and I think that a town like Goderich or Strathroy, repre- the Minister and to the Governiment that it cannot be fairly
sented by my hon. friend for Middlesex, ought to have public overlooked in the event of the Government carrying out
buildings. But i believeothat there should be some principle the policy, they soma time ago adopted, of erecting public
guiding the Government in the erection of public build- buildings in important and growing towns. With regard
ings tihroughout the country. I think the town of Wood- to the city [ iepresent, it is truc we have a public buildig
stock, in the county which I have the honor to represent, is there, and I think we obtained it noto too soon. We have
cortainly entitled to consideration, if the statement be true the very best evidenceof that in the fact of the very extra-
that the Government, in the erection of public buildings, ordinary growth of the city, agrowth not only in population
are guided by the amount of receipts that the people con- and in weulth, but also in reverue. The lion, gentleman
tribute to the Treasury. I desire to take this opportunity of spoke of revenue not being properly the basis on which the
pointing out to the Government that there is no other town Government undertook these works. Well, it may not b.
in the Dominion of Canada which bas a claim upon them for the whole basis; it may bc possible that the inufluence of
the erection of a public building equal to that of the town of gentlemen surroundiug thom and the pressure brought to
Woodstock. I would aiso remark that if public buildings bear on them have some effect in many of the cases, but,
were only erected for political purposes it would be a waste nevertheless, so far as the revenue collected in Strat-
of money to erect them in the county I represent, because ford is concerned, they have ample justification in
it would make no difference to the people, politically, if thefact that the receipts bave l[rgoly increased since the
the Government were to erect six public buildings in that accommodation was afforded there. Something like 8120,000
county. Now, Sir, I do not complain of the Govern- is collocted in the Government building, which bas been
ment iaving erected public buildings in the smaller towns found to be of prime importance for the post offiee, for the
referred to by other speakers, but I do claim that post office inspector of the division, and for other public
the town of Woodstock contributes a larger amount of purposes. I can say for Woodstock, that I quite failuin with
revenue to the public Treasury than any of these the reznarks made by the hon. gentleman who has just
towns that have been mentioned. Take, for instance, St. taken bis seat, because ho bas made them, as ho always
Catharines, Stratford, St. Thomas, and other places which makes them, in the most kindly, straightforward and
have large and creditable public buildings; the town of impartial manner; but I cannot, arm sorry to say, speak
Woodstock contributes a larger amount of rpvenue than in the same terms of the hon. member for West Lambton

any of these places. Now, Sir, if these places, on submit- (Mr. Lister), who spoke in the most unfriendly and unkind

ting their case to the Minister of Public Works, eau con- manner, and who most improperly and indecontly dragged
vince him that they are entitled to some consideration, i in extraneous matter which bas nothing to do with the ques-
think he cannot refuse the claims of Wodstock, when I tion before the lou-e. I happened, asis my custom, to tbrow
point out to him the figures showing the importance of a little remark across thei louse and I happea d to raise
that town. The revenue from tho post office in the town my head, and he thereupon referred to me as h aving two
of Woodstock last year was 813,760, more than was re- sons in thé public service. I am not ashamed t hat 1 have
ceived from Stratford, St. Catharines or St. Th->mas. The two sons in the public service earning honestly their psy;
total revenue received from cu3toms at Woodetock last they are a credit to me and perform useful service to the
year was 866,000. I was pleased with the remarks Gavernment. I am satisfied that the officers who report
Of my ion, friend from Huron, ween ho said that the upon their duties are able to report well in regard
principle to be followed in the ereetion Of public build- to thomt, and they are very iuefficiently paid for the services
ing slould be tie.aMount of revenue that would pay interest 1 they render, But the hon. gentleman ia Very uncourteou4
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and very uncouth in making sncb a remark, and it is sim- Mr. HESSON. No.
ply on a piece with the hon. gentleman's usual character in Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The honm gentleman rather
this House. He attacks the Government and makes insinu. offensively interrupted my hon. friend whon ho was speak.
ations regarding their motives such as should not be uttered ing, and my hon. friend answered that interruption. Now,
by honest and respectable men. I dare say that he knows the hon. gentleman who bas told us ho bas two sons in the
what the action of bis party will be if they attain seats on public service, declares it was offensive on the part of my
his side of the House; indeed, I understood him to say hon. friend to give him an opportunity of mentioning thib
hat they would know how to manage these things when fact for the gratification of the Hlouse, Except for this op-
hey came into power. The hon. gentleman is probably portunity offered to the hon. gentleman to inform the louse
he last who should rise in this House and pose as one Of in regard to this matter, many of us might have remained
he purest and most conscientious of men, because we have ignorant in regard to it. We might never have known what

not forgotten the position ho took in a matter in which he important services these young gentlemen perform in the
was interest.-d, when the question of the duty on oil was interest of the country, and how mach obligation we are
ander consideration. He thon found it necessary to make under to him and them for their services, if the hon. gentle-
strong speech against the policy of -his own party, and man had not given the House the information h lias fur.

ake a position which accord ed with bis own selfish inter- nisbed. That being the case, I do not think tbe hon. gen.
sts and bis own telfish views• tieman bas anything of which to complain, On the con-
Mr. LISTER I did nothing of the kind. trary, he should be highly pleased with the opportunity my
Mr. H ESSO' If the hon. gentleman were courteous to hon. friend gave him to make the statement. I do not take

he memberis of the Governmentand meombers of the altogether the view of this public building matter which
ouse. he wou succeed, not only in obtaining as otuch bas been expressed by the bon. gentleman. I say the con-

air play as other hon. gentlemen, but in securing the re- duct of the Government as been so uniformly one way,
pect and kindly feeling of allon. members as well t do there bas been such an absence of all exceptions from that
ot wiah kthatb on. gentleman to suppose for one moment uniform action of the Government, as to leave ne doubt in
ht I would be ungenerous enongh to say that hi town the minds of hon. members as to the policy they pursue and

s not entitled to a post effice.oI have another, and a very the motives which have led to that policy. We were in-

arge and prosperous town in my own county. for which formed by the Minister of Oustoms, last year, that the G..v-
ie on. momber for North Wellington (Mr. MoMulhen) ernment were building post offices and erecting other build.

nade a claim some little tim go, that is, the town of ings with a view to strengthening the bands of their friends
jistowel. i feel that towns of that size and prosperity in constituencies that return members to support thcm.
h~wol be rooed ina this progreatsie nd.rIftheGov- That was the declaration made by the Minister of Customsbould he mrcogised in this progresive day. Ifthe Gov- last year, and the hon, gentleman undertook to justify it byýrment have moncy at thoîr disposaI, tbey should, inal stating that it was the univorsal practice of every Govern-
ases where the public interests demand, erect public ment1tgik that was a mistake, and Ido net tiktere
uildings; but the hon. gentleman will not accomplish wasn.I hnkat waso a mistae, nd Id think hereuchforhiscouty hil heisso ncorteus o te Gv. asany foundation for that statement. I think, when wench for is cou nty whit coue is s uncourteous t the Gov. look at what was done by the predecessors of the Govern-rumet, and hurls mot uncourteons remarks again t memo ment in office, we will find that no such rule was adopted,ors onThais side of the hlouse snd leaders of the Gve rn but that the rule which my bon. friends on the other sidevent. That is not the way ho r going te succeed; at ail have said, to-day, would be a good rule, was !ollowed-thatvents, hoe will flot get the support of bon, gentlemen of erecting publiebidnsnth agrctesote
n this side of the House to aid him in accomplishing what ting public buildings in the larger contres of' the
e wants in that direction. On the other hand, the bon. population when the revenue derived from the post office or
nember fr North Oxtord ('dr. Sutherland) spoke in such other sources justified such an expenditure. That was the
kirndJ and sympathetic way as to entitle him to the full rule which was adopted and invariably pursued hy the bon.

onfidenceof the Huse, and in presing bis request he member for East York (Mr. Mackenzi), when he was at
id so, not in an unkind manner, but rather as a matter of athbe ead et pube affairs in tbis contry. When we look
ir play on the part of the Government, and he hoped that lic bui expeuditure cf p.ublic moneys on these different pnb-
bey wuuld consider these questions outside of political in- sicb uldings. we will see that there is ne regard paid te auy
uences. That hon. gentlemaL had the deceicy to put the suchie by the present Administration. We find the
astter in that way, but the mem ber for West Lamubton Mimister of Public Works engaged in the erection cf pnb-
r. iter) took just the other course, and broug ht for- lic buildings in places where the revenue will not pay the

ard ail sorts of illustrations, and imputed ail sorts of instances of that cost of the wrk. Therb are n.umerous
asnsfo heGoenmntsaction, ntne fta sort wbich were considered bore last year,

sons for the Gov nmet'saction.and one case where, I think, if I remember rightly, in the
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman says ho constituencyof the bon. member for King's,N.B. (Mr. Foster)
s two sons in the public service and ho is not ashamed of impertant public buildings were erected in a place where the
em, in fact he is proud of them, and hoesays they are revenue was less than $500 and where the population was
scharging their duties well in the public interest and are less than 1,000. The hon. member for North Perth (Kr.
ing essentially a public service. If the hou, gentleman Hesson), who bas Fpoke on that side, and the bon. member
tertains that feeling with respect to the matter, I do not for H]uron (Mr. Porter), have said that it was right and
e why ho should ho so indignant with the hon. member proper that the Governmont should ho informed with re-
r West Lambton (Mr. Lister) for mentioning it. Why, if gard to these matters. Does any one for a moment suppose
e hon. gentleman's mention of the matter of these two that the Minister of Public Works or any of bis oolleagues
ns being in the public service was a discourteous and un- are ignorant with regard to the population of the town of
iendly and an offensive act, surely the hon. gentleman's Woodstock, of the amount of revenue derived from the
al feeling with regard to the matter could bardly be what post office of that town, or of the amount of moneys that

has expressed. Why, many of us would never have are being collected in the form of excise and customs duties
nown the fact. in that town ? Does any one suppose that any member of
Mr. BESSON. The hon. gentleman imported it into the the Government does not know what has been the revenue
)bate. fromt Ingersoil and from Wallaceburg and other places in

the western portion of this Province. I it necessvry that
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) The hon, gentleman himself a deputation should come from those localities to wait upon
iported4 intothe debate. t he Minister to ive him that information which he oa
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find in the blue-books of the departnent over which he
nresides, or in the blue-books of the departments of his col-
beagues. There can be no doubt with regard to the
matter. The hon. gentleman is not ignorant, for if
ho were ho would be totally unfit to occupy the
position which he holds. But ho prostitutes the
public position which ho holds to the promotion of the
interests of his party. The proper raie to adopt is to
look at the population and then to look at the revenues
derived from the place, and see whether the revenues
warranted such an expenditure, before the public buildings
are erected. The rule should be uniform. This H1ouse
itself should lay down the rule by which the action of the
Government shall be regulated and by which that action
should be restrained, but, Sir, the hon. gentleman knows
right well that we have expenditure of public moneys in
cases which are notoriously insignificant, and we have
important places where those public buildings are really
requisite, left without thom. The hon. member for West
Middlesex (Mr. Roome) stated to the House that the ques-
tion of a post office at Strathroy was not discussed at the
last general election, and, if I understood him rightly, that
it was not diseussed even at the bye-election held since.
Surely the bon. gentleman cannot have visited Strathroy,
and ho cannot have known what was said and doue there.
Does the bon. gentleman not know that at the last general
election at the town of Strathroy the question of the post
office was discussed, and does he not know that a majority
of something like fifty was changed into a minority
for the Oppo.sition candidate, in consequence of the promise
and expectation of a post office being erected there. If ho
does not know that, I wili venture to say that he is almost
the only elector in that constituiency who bas not such in-
formation. The bon. gentleman says ho was not elected by
the vote in Strathroy, but, Sir, he was preserved from defeat
by Strathroy. The hon, gentleman knows that if the vote
of Strathroy had been at the last election what it was in
the election in which ho was defeated ho would not have
been bere. The bon. gentleman knows that in the election
before the last that ho had a majority outside of Strathroy,
but he was defeated because the town of Strathroy went
against him. Now the town of Strathroy went in his favor,
and what worked this revolution ? Was it the National
Policy, which had been discusied over and over again for
years and years, or was it that the hon. gentleman had
become a citizen of Strathroy, for he still resides at New-
bary ?

Mr. LISTER. He promised to become a citizen.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not think that promise ex-
ercised very much influence, because, although some parties
would be anxious to secure so popular a gentleman as the
hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr. Roome) in Strath
roy, after ail, I do not think it governed their political
action very much. The promise of the post office was a
wholly different thing; it converted a mjority of Reform
votes into a majority of supporters of my hon. friend, and
Le is here to-day in conseqence of these great expectations
that were excited. How long that may be kept alive by
the promise of the post office, I cannot say. I know there
was a great deal of difficulty about the site, and that not ail
the supporters of the Government quite agreed as to where
that post office should be erected. The bon. gentleman bas
told us that ho (not the Minister), but "he" had a good
deal of difficulty in determining where the postotfice should
bo located. I suppose le bas determined that now. I sup-
pose the Minister of Public Works bas delegated to him that
important duty, and that he accepts the conclusion at which
my hon. friend from West Middlesex (Mr. Roome) ias ar-
rived. Ail this goes to show how much the hon. gentlef
mon on the Treasury bouches are abnsing their public posir
tioa. ThSe gentlemen are the trustees of the gpblic at0

large, the moncys which they control are the moneys of the
people; they are not the moneys of the Conservative party ;
they are not the moneys of the bon. gentlemen who occupy
the Treasury benches. No. These gentlemen are trustees
for the public, and they do not discharge that trust properly
when they undertake to punish a part of the public for
returnig members who are not supporters of the Ad-
ministration.

Sir JOHN A . MACDONALD. We never do that.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman says they

never do that, but the Minister of Customs, last year, said
they did.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You misunderstood him.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not misunderstand him at

ail, and if the right hon. gentleman has any doubt about
the accuracy of my statement, I shall send to the library for
Hansard aud read the statement made by his colleague.
How is it there is no post offlee in the town of Woodstock?
Row is it there ie none in the town of Ingersoli ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a good time
coming.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). How is it there is nothing done
in the town of Peterboro'? How is it that there bas been
nothing done in the town of Sarnia ? How is il that there
bas been nothing done in the town of Wallaceburg ? There
are other places which I might name, but I ned not go
over the whole list, because ifli did I might as well send for
the directory. I only mention those places which have
during the past ten years returnied opponents of the Admin-
istration. 'Ihere is not a place which bas returned a
supporter of the Ad ministration, unless it has an overwhelm-
ing majority of Government supporters, that bas not Lad
a public building erected out of the public moneys of Canada.

Mr. FERG USON (Leeds). Perth, Smith's Falls, Carleton
Place.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is the hon. gentleman complain.
ing ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). No, I am just mentioning
those places which have not post offices.

Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). Well, the hon. gentleman knows
that is a county which yon could not drive away from the
support of the Administration. 1 said, anîy place of which
there was any doubt. Why, Sir, there coud be no doubt
as to those places; the bon. gentleman could not ho bore if
there was any doubt. Thon, I might name the county of
Carleton as a constituency devoted to the hon. Prime Minis-
ter, But look at any one of those constituencies which
have returned opponents of tne Administration. Has the
bon. gentleman laid down a rule that when the postal or
customs revenue exceeds a certain amount, ho shall eroct a
public building there ? No, Sir, there bas been no such
rule to direct his conduct, and the Administration have taken
possession of the public treasury, and have used the publie
moneys to promote their party interests. I say there bas
been a gross abuse of the powers the hon, gentlemen
possessed. They have Lad committed to tbem an important
public trust, and they have violated that trust in every par-
ticular. They have disregarded the public iterest, and
bave looked solely to the interest of their party ; and it is
because they have done that, that we find a large portion
of the public money used in the orection of buildings which
are altogether unnecessary, and the erection of which has
not been justified by the public neoessities or by the amount
of revenue collected.

Mr. EISENHAUER. I wish to say a few words be-
fore this motion is carried. I find in the last annual
report of the Minister of Public Works an item of
853.75 for repairs to the poSt of0e at Lunenburg lut
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year,- and I rather think that it must be a mistake,
because the hon. Ministèr weIl kriows that there is no
post office there. A site was purchased there two years
ago, but no publie building was erected upon it, and it
is still lying idle, and is really of considerable disad-
vantage to the town. If the Government had not purchas.
ed that site, it probably would be very soon now offered
for public sale, because its owner has since died, and there
would be competition for its purchase. It is in the centre
of the town, and stores or other buildings would be erected
upon it if the lots could be obtained by persons desiring
them; but it is lying idle and paying no taxes. Now, I
think the Government have admitted the necessity of a
public building in the town of Lunenberg by purchasing a
site, and therefore I think it is quite unnecessary for me to
say anything to show the importance of the place or the
necessity of such a building. Whether the Government
purchased the site only for political purposes, as some of
my frienDas on this side of the louse say was their object,
I do not know. If they did, their action did fnot take very
well; and if they are now punishing the people of Lunen.
burg for not returning their man, that will not take either.
The people of Lunenburg are not made of that kind of stuff.
But, apart from that, I wish to urge the necessity of this
building being erected. The customs business, the postal
businesm, and other public business is being attended to in
Lunenberg in private buildings; but the Government must
be thoroughly convinced of the great progress and increase
of business that have taken place in that town, and I would
therefore urge that they make provision for this building
in the Supplementary Estimates which have yet to be
brought down.

Mr. SPROULE. I think, wbatever the bon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) gets credit for, it cannot reasonably
be for his consistency. The first portion of his speech was
taken up with abuse of the Government for putting up
public buildings in constituencies where some influence
might be exercised over the electors to induce them to
return Government supporters to this House ; another por-
tion was taken up in the endeavor to prove that buildings
were put up only in constituencies which returned sup-
porters of the Government; and in the last portion the hon.
gentleman was blaming the Government f or not erecting
buildings in corstituenuies representcd by opponents. If
the first part of bis speech is right, the last part is wrong.
If the Government are to be condemned for putting up
buildings in constituen ies whieh had not hitherto returned
supporters, why condemn them for putting up building-4
in constituencies which had sent supporters? The hon.
gentleman asks, can you name a town which return d a
supporter of the Government where these public buildings
have not been put up ? I can name the town of Owen
Sound, the town of Meaford in East Grey, and the town of
Collingwood.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Who represented Owen Sound
in the last Parliament ?

Mr. SPROULE. It was represented by a supporter of
the Government.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No; Mr. Allan was not a
supporter of the Government.

Mr. SP.ROULE. An opponent ofthe Government. Well,
if the intention of the Government, in erecting buildings,
has been to induce the electors to change their views and
vote for the Government, you would naturally expect to
find the Government building a post office there; but they
did not do so, although that is a town which to-day has
over 8,000 population. Thon, I may take the town of Col-
lingwood, and the seme argument would apply with equal
force there. But I think the hon. gentleman is wrong. It
is not the size of the town or its population which determines

Mr. xsuzuluga.

the erection of a building, but whether the Government have
suitable provision for carrying on the business in that town,
without too great an expense to the country. In some
of those towns there are private buildings available at low
-ents, and that makes it possible for the Government to use

those buildings and not incur the expense of erecting new
buildings for the purpose. But in other towns where leased
buildings are not available, and where the insecurity is such
that other buildings are necessary, then the Government
are compelled to incur these expenses. I think that is
one of the principles whieh govern them ii erecting these
buildings. But I arose more particulary to draw the at-
tention of the Houpe to the fact that if the arguments in the
first part of the speech of the hon. member for Bothwell
were correct, the arguments in the last part were wrong,
and if the argumente in the last part were correct, then the
arguments in the first part were wrong, because the two
parts are diametrically opposed to each other, and cannot
be reconciled by any fair principle of reasoning.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I want to draw the attention of the
flouse to a place where the receipts of the post ofice were
only 81,269.76. That place is St. Jérôme, in Terrebonne,
the constituency of the hon. the Secretary of State, Now,
I suppose there is no place in this Dominion where there is
less reamon for erecting a public building, but simply
because the Secretary of State wanted to do a kindness to
his own constituency, he secured the ear of the Minister of
Public Works, and the erection of a post office was pro-
ceeded with in that village, where there was nothing at all
to warrant the expenditure of money for that purpose, The
Government were only paying an annual rent of $60 for the
use of a building. The salary of the postmaster was $480 ;
and yet in a miserable, insignificant place such as that,
simply because it is in the constituency of the Secretary of
State, the Government have granted money to construct
a post office which will cost the country $20,000 ;
and this despite the fact that there are over 100
places throughout the Dominion with more than double
the receipts which have no post offices. I must say I am
rather surprised that hon. gentlemen who support the Gov-
ernment are willing to swallow such doses as this, and
which was nothing but a barefaced political job. i quite
agree with the remarks that have fallen from a number
of hon, gentlemen with regard to the necessity of laying
down a rule by which the erection of public buildings in
the different trade centres throughont the Daminion should
be followed. My impression is that once a place grows to
the extent of having a population of 4,000 or 5,000 or 3,000
and an annual revenue exceeding a fixed sum, the Govern-
ment should be called upon and be by law obliged to erect
a public building for the purposes of' a post office in that
place, but so long as the Government are permitted to act
as they have acted in the past, so long will their course be
dictated by political patronage, without regard to the wants
and the means of the constituencies. I am rather surprised
that the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Sproule) should
have sat quietly in his seat when this motion for the erec-
tion of a post office in St. Jérôme was proposed, in view of
the fact that in his constituency there are two enterprising
towns, the towns of Meaford and Collingwood, each with a
postal revenue of $6,000 or 87,000 a year, which have no
such public buildings. I am surprised that while these
towns were passed over, he should have sanctioned, without
protest, the expenditure of money for a post office in the
small village of St. Jérôme. The hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) made some remarks with regard to my
mentioning the town of Listowel. Well, that is a very
prosperous trade centre. The post office receipts there last
year were nearly 84,000, and I cannot understand why my
hon..friend should have silently sanctioned a grant for the
building of a poet oMce in St. Jérôme, with its mierable
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annual receipts of $1,269, when he knew there was a town al round. The hon. member for West Larmbton (Ir.
in his own riding with annual receipts of $4,000, which Lister) was kind enough to allude to the different itemswas better entitled to a post office. Hon. gentlemen op. put in the Estimates during the lat two years for publicposite are evidently qaite prepared to keep their mouths buildings, and he expressed the wish that we ehould go onforever closed at the bidding of their leaders, but whon with those buildings, but he was not sure that his wishthey can present an argument likely to answer a political would be fulfilled. The intention of the Government is topurpose they are all ready to speak. expend such a portion of the votes passed by Parliament

Mr. SPROULE. So far as my knowledge goes, the in- as may be required as we go on year after year, but some-
ferences that the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. times we may find that the revenues of the country are not
McMullen)iraws from the fact that I sat quietly in my seat so abundant as to warrant the expenditure of these sums,
are entirely wrong. I have taken some little trouble to look ard therefore we delay somewhat the expenditure of that
into the matter, and the conclusion I corne to is this: Good, money. Nevertbeless, my intention, with the consent of
suitable buildings were available in all these places at a my colleagues, is that we should proceed with the erection
small cost. The rent paid for them would not meut the of these buildings as fast as possible. Hon. gentlemen have
interest on the outlay which would have to be incurred in spoken of different buildings in different towns, and bave
erecting buildings. Therefore I thought the Government stated that some of these towns had a larger population, or
acted wisely in using these buildings, when they could get a larger revenue from the post office, than others where
suitable ones without any trouble, and for a smaller rental buildings had been erected. That is perfectly possible,
than the interest would come to on the cost of erecting new and I have no doubt that hon gentlemen gave proper
poet offices and custom bouses. figures; but they must see that we have not only to look

Mr. WATSONî.I have no doubt the hon. the Minister to the revenue from post office or from customs, or to
of Publie Works is making notes of al the custom houses the population of a town, but that we bave also te see whe-
and post oices that are required throughout the Dominion ther a town, though there may not yet be a public building
and pt offices arhat n a sqie hout t el tomnwito erected there, has sufficient accommodation which mayand the chances are that in a short time ail towns witb bo used for a year or two, or thrue, or four, or five yearslair receipts from pst offices will heto hvided awth suitable more, because that accommodation is sufficient for the timeand handsome buildings. I happen te have a town cf COn- being. I admit that in some cases it is not so, and I havesiderable importance in my constituency, the town of no doubt that, the attention of the Government having beenPortage la Prairie, the people of which have applied to the called to a number of these towns by bon. mombers on bothGovernment for a post office, and have offered a fro site sides of the House, these cases will be considered by theon which to erect it. Portage la Prairie has a revenue ex- Government and will not fail to receive their best deision.ceeded by few towns in Ontario, the receipts being sorne- On the other hand, there are some cases where contractéthing in the neighborhood of 85,000. It is the terminus of have been made with the postmaster, and sometimes ho basthe Manitoba and North-West Railway,and a building erected erected a building of bis own for which we pay rent. Itthere for the purposes of a custom house and post office would be very cruel to him to destroy the prospecta which
would be a very great convenience. At present the custom he had in view when he erected the building. However,
bouse is'situated in one end of the freight shed of the Can- hon. gentlemen may b assured that all these matters will
adian Pacific Railway, at a considerable distance from the not be lost sight of. There may b rules to be followed,
post office, which occasions considerable inconvenionco to but it is very difficult to say that if you have a population of
people who receive parcels from the United States through so much or a revenue of so much, you must have a public
the customs. I would urge upon the hon. the Minister of building. Hon. gentlemen will sec that in many cases that
Public Works to make a note of that particular town, and rule would not work properly in the interests of the Domin.
when ho bas a little surplus, supply us with the building of ion. I will not review all the remarks eof bon. gentlemen,
which we are greatly in need. but I will sk the mover of this motion to amend it by

Sir BECTOR LANGEVIN. I am very much pleased subr-tituting for the words 31et December, 1878, the words
that hon. gentlemen opposite have given the Government, let July, 1874. With that amendment, I have no objection
and myseif in particular, so much valuable information to the adoption of the motion.
about the different towns in their respective counties. I
will certainly treasure up this information, and I hope some
day to be in a position to do the neediul. But hon. gentle-
men know perfectly well that everything cannot be done in
a day. London was not built in a day, and all these public
buildings cannot be erected in one day or year. The hon.
member for Simcoe (Mr. Cook) drew my special attention
to the town of Orillia, and stated that a deputation from
that town had visited me and that I had received it very
well. That is perfectly true, and also that I had promised
to submit the matter to my colleagues in order that the
item might be put in the Estimates. Well, the hon. gen-
tleman was kind enough to pay me some compliments for
which I am very thankful; but, on the other hand, I must
say that i fulfilled my promise to the letter. I laid the
matter before my colleagues, as I do every year, ail the re-
quisitions for public buildings or other works. All these
matters were submitted to the Council, including the peti-
tion of the town of Orillia; but I am sorry to say that when the
Estimates came before the Council a great many items were
not to be found, and the grant to Orillia was one of the miss-
ing. So far as I am concerned, I did what I could, but I
am responsible with my colleagues for the circumstance
that Orillia did not come out. I hope that something more
will be done some day to meet the wishes of hon, gentlemen

SO

Mr. TROW I have been somewhat encouraged by the
statements of the hon. the Minister of Public Works. It
was not my intention to rise on this occasion, but the
encouragement I have received from the statement of the
Minister, that he will take al] these applications into
consideration and will erect these buildings in different
places, leaves me no excuse to give a silent vote.
There is evidently a system of log-rolling adopted lu
this matter by members on both aides of the louse. My
extreme modesty has kept me back from asking any
special favors from any Government, oven when the
Mackenzie Goverument was in power, and no hon, gentle-
man on the other side or on this side can say that I ever
asked for any special favor. lowever, there is a little town
in my riding which is called St. Mary's. It is beautifully
located. The Minister of Agriculture knows the situation
well. The material for the construction of public buildings
there is unsurpassed. We are prepared to give a magmfl-
cent site, and furnish the stone, and do all we can lu order to
have a post office in that town. I think we are entitled to
it. Our revenue from the post office ia on the verge of
$5,000, but this matter has never been brought to the atten-
tion of the Government or talked of. I have not brought
it up myself before, but I hope the Minister, after the eon-
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fession he has made, will not forget the important town of
St. Mary's.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Perhaps the Minister will have the
returns from Confederation. That would be valuable, from
a historical point of view.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection to
make the date the 1st July, 1867.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

NORTH-WEST REBELLION-9TH BATTALION.

Mr. AMYOT. I beg the indulgence of the H1ouse for the
remarks I may make in introducing the motion of which I
have given notice. My object is to put before the House
and the country the full history of the events which took
place in the campaign in the North-West, concerning more
particularly the west wing of the army, comprising the 9th
Battalion, the 65th, and one regiment from Winnipeg. I
want the official documents to be laid before the public, so
that everybody will have his just share, either of praise or
of blame. It bas been asserted that the services of the 9th
Battalion were not asked, and that I alone had offered his
services to go to the North-West. Under ordinary circum-
stances I could see no harm on the part of a soldier, or an
officer, offering his services to his country, but in the peculiar
circumstances under which the rebellion broke ont, I think
il was not to be presumed, it would be almost extraordinary
if I had offered my services to go and fight in the North-
West. Weli, I have with me a document, of which i arn
sure the Government somewhere have a copy, which proves
that I did not offer my services. I could not refuse to go,
being a soldier, and war having begun, I could not refuse
my services. I could have remained here in the House,
entrenching myself behind my parliamentary privileges;
but that course would not have been worthy of the position
I occupy in the battalion. You remember, Mr. Speaker,
the excitement that prevailed ail over the country on re-
ceiving the news from the North-West, the massacre of white
men there, and the great fear that prevailed of a general
destruction of our fellow.countrymen in the North-West.
Thon my officers aseembled at Quebec and wired to me in
the following terms :

"CQuAssO, 30th March, 1885.
" To Col. AMYT.

" Officers of tbe 9th sseribled here, request me to enquire from you
f there is any probability of being called out.

"T. ROY,
"Lt.-Col. Commanding."

Well, I crossed the floor and phowed the telegram to the
Minister of Militia. He then told me that ho wanted some
French battalions to join the army, as he desired to prove
that our French nationality, forming a part of the Domi.
nion of Canada, was to be found, in the moment of danger,
beside the rest of the population ; ho wanted to prove that
the French element were as loyal and patriotic as the rest
of the Canadian people, and he told me that it was most
probable that he would call upon us, and that we should

eep ourselves ready. I immediately wired to my senior
major, Lt.-Ool, Roy :

-C

OTTAWA, 30th arch, 15. Mr. Speaker, here is : first, the proof that we did not
"To Lt.-Col. T. Roy. offer our services, but that we were called out, and we did

I Probably called out. Do you prefer called now, to be in not refuse them ; secondly, it appears by these telegrams,
readineas, or only on the eve of startingG that the troops were not yet provided with the necessary

outfit, and I tbink that the Minister of Militia will benefit
Then, the next day I left Ottawa, having received orders to by that experience, and will see that for the future the
go to the front, and, arriving at Quebec, I ascertained a fact troops are provided with what they need when they start
to which I wish to draw the attention of the Minister (f for the front. The medicine chest we could .only obtain
Militia. I found that the battalion had none of the equip- when at Calgary. We managod, though, to procure here
mente which were necessary in order to go to the front- and there what we needed, but that is not the way that
nO boots, nO stockings, no camp kettles, in fact, none of things ahould be managed in-the regular service. I do not
t.hos thing necessary for a soldier. I muet say that th. attach any blame to the Minister for that; ho followed the

ir&W,
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department, in view of the absence of these requisites, did
its very best to secure them. Telegrame were exchanged
between Col. Panet, Col. Roy and myself. The following
telegram was Eent:

TOmrÂw&, 3st Mareb, 1885.
" To Lt.-ooL. Tues. Rer.

"Yes, purchase bouta for battalion at $2 50. Rave sceounta sent te
me.

"C. B. PANET."
Then, on the same day to myself :

T"OTwA, 1st April, 1885.
"To-Lt.-Col. AMrOT.

" Purbase boots for battalion at $2.50. Credit sent to-day to Lamp.
son te pay them, and also pay of battalion for one week in adyance.
Get your pay-sheets ready. Il0. E. PANET."

i may say at once that Mr. Panet is the Deputy Minister
of Militia who, during the whole campaign, had done hie
utmost to assist the force. His activity was indefatigable.
He is an old and experienced officer, and a great credit to
the Canadian Militia. Thon the following telegrams were
exchangod : "IOTWA, lt April, 1885.
"To Lt.-Ool. AMYOT, QUebec,

" Orders have been sent to Duchesnay to give yon al you want. If
anything more wanted apply through hlm and notify me if any delay.

"I0. E. PANET."

IlTo lt.-Ool.AMYOT$- "OTTAwA, let April, 1885.

l Have telegraphed to buy your boots. Duchesnay has been diretted
to see that you get articles required. "C. E. PÂNET."

"To Lt.-Col. AMYOT, Quebec.IIOTTAWA, lut April, 1885.
" Let me know when you will be ready te start. I am anxioeus that

you should be ahead of àtontreat regiment. Answer.
"A. P. CARON."

Te Lt.-Col. AUTOT, "OTTAWA, 2nd April, 1885.

" Do not delay for supplies. Whatever is deficient will be forwarded
te yen.

"A. P. CARON."

You muet remember, Mr. Speaker, that we had been
ordered out, I think, on the 31lst March, and this was the
2nd April. Thon: "O mwa, 2d pil, 1885.

"To Col. Ayo1r,
" Revolvers are not furnished by Government. Youe hould hurry to

leave. Trains are all right. A. C ARON "

"OmrwA, and April, 1885.
"To Col. AMYOT, Quebec.

Deblois going with you as Surgeon, he is authorised to purchase what
is required to fiLI medicine chest. Instruments will be forwarded from
here. I am annious that yo should show how rapidly a Quebec regi-
ment eau move. Harry up.

"IA. P. 0CARON."

Thon we left on the 2nd April, having been ordered out
on the 31st March.

"To lt-Col. AMYOT, "OTTwA, 3rd April, 1885.

On coming train, Calumet. Will have trousers and everything you
sked for ready at station for you.

6"O. 9. PANET."
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cutom prevailing for many years in Canada. But we Mr. SEIÂNLY. 1 nover hoard any accusation of extrava.
sbould benefit by the experience, and in case Of emergency, gant charges being made by theoinpany. The lin.the troops should not be found in such a state again. On belonge te thisceimining empany, and thoy will b.
the 3rd of April, I received a telegram from the Minister sirply ranniDg over their own lino. Tbey do not connlot
of Militia, in the following terms. It was in French, and with Calgary by thoir ewn lino, at ail evente.
I translate it: Mr. TROW. Yon are ebtaining a cnnetion with

" 1 congratulate you upon the quicknesu with which you and your Montana, and yen want te unite with the Canadian Pacifiebattalion ave answered to the cali, and prepared your departure for
the North-West.

"A. P. OARONr. SIANLY. We are asking power t go to the trou.
Thon on the 9th of April I received another telegram tier in erder te socure the seuthern market.
from the Deputy Minister of Militia, in the following term: Mr. TROW. ls iL reasenable that ceai preduced at the

"OTTAWA, 9t.h Âpril, 1885. mouth of the mine, and costing there probably sormething
"Lt.-Col. Auyor, "r ts than $ a ton,shoutdhpilbarged S1.85. per ton afwr

" Minister and I am glad to hear you have doue so well. News from it bas been carried a fow miles te Calgary?
ut ott.r. G (4ânu l hJ hui im.1- u-w--.

wes. Deyier. enL" era grap s everytu ng going on Well.
"I0. E. PAICT."

I will not speak here of the journey from Ottawa, I may
say from Carleton Place, to Winnipeg; at least I will not go
into details, but I think I may affirm that every man of the
battalion proved hinself most wortby of his corps, and
endured all the hardahips and miseries with the greatest
patience, and proved himself au honor to the force. When
we arrived at Calgary 1 received the following telegram:-

"IWINNIPEG, 12th &pril, 1885.
"colonel Auror,

On special.
The General orders ail troops to remain here awaiting orders. You

will go into camp.
"W. H. JACKSON, Lt.-Col."

I immediately answered by telegram
"Telegram received. We are proceeding."

On arriving at Winnipeg, we went into camp. I muet say
that the location selected was not an exceedingly good one;
on the contrary, it was in a swamp, and my soldiers literal-
ly had to sleep in the water.

RETURN ORDERED.

Rtrn howing the cnt of the b'ru built at the Experimental Fari,
Ottawa; whetbor any other bufildings have been pu& up; if say, ai
what cost; the number of residences built at the Ottawa Experimental
Farm, and the cost of each.

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

After Recess.
ALBElRTA RAILWAY AND COAL COMPANY.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 14) to
incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coal Company.-(Mr.
Shanly.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 16,
1fr. TROW. I think there should be ruanning powers

over this line given to other companies. This company,
under this Bill, will have a monopoly of the whole coal
business of the country, and for ceal which cSts them
about i per ton at the mine, they charge, when laid down
in Oalgary, 88 per ton, while it could not have cost the com-
pany 83. I repeat that other companies should have ruan-
ning powers over the lue, and that we should not allow
this great monopoly to make snob exorbitant charges to
the.people of the country who require the cal. I should
like to have some explanation on this point, and should
like to heur from the hon. gentleman in charge of the Bil,
whether he is prepared to atlow some amendient to be in-
corporated in the Bill, by which other railway companies
would have running powers over the lino, in order to pre.
vent those exorbitant charges to be made for coal, which
is absolutely necessary to the people there, as there is no
Vimber availablg.

Mr. SHANLY. It is 200 miles to Calgary, not a few
miles from the mine, and I believe the coal costs a good
deal more than Si at the mine's mouth. The bon. gen-
tleman is entirely mistaken when h states-wberever ho
got bis information ho cortainly got it incorrectly-that it
costs only 81 a ton ut the mouth of the mine.

Mr. TROW. No matter what it coste, the company
carry similar coal 700 miles to Winnipeg and oeil it at the
same price as when they carry it 200 miles. They have a
monopoly of the whole coal business of thtt country.

Mr. SHIANLY. An hon. gentleman who knows the
North-West well informs me that it is 300 miles from Dun-
more to Calgary. So that it is nearly t00 miles from the
mine to Calgary.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Porhaps the bon. gentleman
would consent to amend the Bill by providing that the
charges should not be more than a fixed maximum price
per ton per mile.

Mr. SHFANLY. The Government have the power to Oz
those charges. An application oould be made to the Rail-
way Committee of the Privy Council to fix rates. If the
tariff was extravagant the appeal would lie.

Sir JOH N TLROM PSON. The tariff is to b. fixed by the
Governor in Counoil. I understand that the line is to bo
operated by the company which owns the mines. If that
be the cage, there is no reason why a foreign company
should have the right to run over the raiway. ']bese mat-
t'ers are ail regulated by the provisions of the Railway Act,
which enables as to regulate the tariff of rates.

Mr. BARRON. I tink to compel people to go to the
Government for relief against overcharges is not a satiS-
factory remedy.

Sir JORN THOMPSON. That is net the position
exactly; they have no rigbt to enforce a tafiff, or to reform
one, without coming to the Railway Committee first.

Mr. BARRON. If the Railway Committee settle the
charges, ail I can say is that in the neighborhood in whibh
I live they must fix very bigh charges, because there is
great complaint iti my part of the country that the rail.
ways charge excessive amounts to individuals. Those indi-
viduals, one by one, cannot complain to the Governtnent.
It is too much trouble and too much expense on any one
person, and I think that there should be some special clause
in this Act providing against a monopoly such as my hon.
friend behind me seems to tbink exists. .

Mr. WIHITE (Renfrew). I have had an opprtunity of
visiting the coal mines cf the Alberta Coal &ining Com-
pany, and of passing over the railway they have buflt from
Dunmore to Lethbridge. Any gentleman who has visited
that locality and hais given attention to the large amount
of money that that cemapuny has expended in the construe-
tion of that road, which ruas througb a country that la
almost totally uninhabited, and whiqh bas no trad e except

1889.
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what is derived from the carriage of coal, any one who
looks at the large amount of capital that has been expended
in developing the coal mines at Lethbridge, and who has
knowledge of all the circumatances in connection with the
opening of those coal mines and the difficulties the gentle-
men engaged in that enterprise have had to encounter,
would not deny them the privilege of obtaining a larger
market snch as they are likely to get under the operation
of this Bill now before the committee.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. And of the desirability
of extending our business relations with the United States.

Mr. SH ANLY. Quite true.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Quite true.

Mr. SHANLY. I would say that the great effect of this
road bas been to destroy the coal monopoly in Winnipeg
and all along the line. It has not only done that, but it
bas gone a long way towards solving the problem of settling
the North-West. It supplies fuel all along the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, and is held, and properly held by the settlers
in the North-West, to be the greatest boon that could be
possibly conferred upon them. We should remember that
this boon is conferred upon the people there by gentlemen
who found their own capital, who asked no assistance what-
ever from us, and who are doing their own work.

Mr. EDGAR. When this Bill came before the Railway
Committee I thought it was the best solution for the evils
existing in the North- West when the monopoly clauses were
in force there. This railway is one of the first fruits of the
removal of the monopoly clauses, and of allowing the North-
West to make connection with the other side of the line.
In that respect I think it is a great boon to the country and
that it will enable the people of that whole section to have
the closest commercial relations that the law will allow with
the United States. I congratulate the hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House that they have so warmly
supported this measure. In some respects it would be
better if, perhaps, we could arrange that other railways which
might hereafter exist should have running powers over this
road, but I think that is a small matter compared with the
great triumph the people of the North-West have achieved
in being able to connect with the American railway system
and to develop their country as this Bill will allow them to
do.

Mr. TISDALE. I am surprised that there should be any
objection at all from gentlemen on the opposite side of the
House to a Bill like this, especially when we heard it stated
in the Railway Çommittee that men bad the capital ready
to build it in that unsettled region. Let me tell them that
in the Territories of Montana and Wyoming, the authorities,
instead of trying to tie up railways and restrict them,
actually go the length of giving them powers to make
additional charges over the regular railway charges in the
United States. Those Territories give the railway com-
panies power to charge five cents a mile, as compared with
two or three cents a mile, which is the highest charge
allowed in some of the States for passengers, and they have
alsO adopted the idea that the railways in these compara-
tively unsettled Territories should have additional facilities
and powers in regulating their freight traffle. If there was
ever a case in which a railway should be encouraged by
this Parliament, this is one. At present we have no rail.
roads to develop the traffic in that district, and there ais only
one railroad in the whole section-the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Haere is a project by gentlemen who have actu-
ally the capital themselves to carry it through. They
have a market in Montana, where the people want the coal;
and I guarantee that in Montana Territory they would be
given the power to charge six cents a mile if they wanted 1
it, and to charge anything they could get upon freight.

Mr. WamT (Renfrew),

There are few people in that district at present, and how
are the railways to live except by the freight traffle? I
only wonder that the company succeeded in raising the
capital. It is all very well in this part of the country, or
in the older States of the Union, or the older Provinces here,
to restrict the railroads, for there is no doubt that they need
watching; but surely up there where there are no railroads,
and where gentlemen have been found with capital to build
this line, and have also found the people of Montana ready to
take the products of the coal mines, they should have all the
fair encouragement possible from this Parliament. This
Bill was thoroughly discussed in the Railway Committee
yesterday morning, and there was no objection whatever to
it. The hon, member for Ontario (Mr. Edgar) went tho-
roughly into the details, and we all agreed, under the special
circumstances of the case, and the fact that it was going to
open up a coal trade and to develop the coal mines, that the
object of the Bill should be encouraged. As some gentlemen
remarked it will have the effect of counteracting any
monopoly in coal - if there is a monopoly - in the
North-West. If you hamper that bill you may destroy
the project altogether. You know the difficulty of
getting capitalists in the old country to take up a
project like this-for we have to go to the old country to
get our capital-and we know hw jealous they are of re-
strictions of that sort. If yon cripple this enterprise you
will probably cause the abandoning of it altogether. This
is an exceptional case, and if there ever was an instance in
which a railroad should go un Lrammelled of restrictions it is
the present, one. For my part I can say that, even if the
company asked extra powers of charging, I would support
it under the circumstances. This lin. is opening up a
traffic between the great Territories of the United States
and our North-West. They need the products that we
have, and we need some of theirs, Surely the gentlemen
who oppose have not fully considered the circuistances
surrounding it, and if they had beard the explanations we
had in the Railway Committee yesterday they would not
take such a course. I hope there will be no further ob-
jection raised to an enterprise of this character.

Mr. TROW. I think this company has been very well
encouraged already. The fact of the matter is that Sir A.
T. Galt and his servants were paid by this House for the ex-
plorations of these coal lande, and this in the first place was
quit. improper. It would be further improper for us to allow
this company to block up that entire territory. Can any
one of the gentlemen who support this Bill tell me the ex-
tent of territory they control under their charter ? They
have the whole district from Medicine Hat to the boundary,
and under this Bill they can block out every other enter-
prise. All we ask is that running powers should be given
to other companies to carry the coai from their mines.
They can mine their own coal and get the profit of the
proceeds, but lot other companies have the privilege,
if they have the enterprise, to carry coal to Winnipeg,
and the poor settlers all along the roai for a thousand
miles can be supplied at a reasonable rate. I am. sur-
prised at the hon. gentleman (Mr. Tisdale) stating that the
matter was thoroughly discussed in the Railway Committee,
because it was not. As a member of that committee I eau
say that there are half a dozen professional men on the front
benches of the Railway Committee who always have a
monopoly of the discussion. In every Bill of that kind that
comes before the committee a half dozen men on the front
benches seem to wish to monopolise the whole discussion
and if any one on the back benches says a word they ap.
parently rosent it. I tell you there bas been not a free
discussion on this Bill in the Railway Committee.

Sir JOHN THOM PSON. I think that the object the
hon. member for South Perth (Bir. Trow) has in view is
already guarded. I understand that this railway wi.Ul cou-
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neot with the Canadian Pacifie Railway about 100 miles
from Calgary, and the hon. gentleman's object is undoubt.
edly to prevent excessive rates being charged for the
delivery of coal from the mines at points along the Canadian
Pacific Railway. He desires to attain that object by pro-
viding for running powers over this railway. There is, as
ho well knows, no railway in competition with it now; there
is no railway company in existence which can desire to run
over its lines; and the hon. gentleman seeks to prevent a
monopoly for all time to come in the way of running
powers. He will see, if he turns to the Railway Act oi
Iast Session, that all those subjects are dealt with by that
Act in such a way.that this Bill, without any provision at
all on the subject, is made subject to the jurisdiction of the
Railway Committee in respect to those matters. First,
tolls and rates for the transportation of passengers and
freight; next, the adjustment of such tolls and rates
between companies; next, running powers or haulage; and
thon traffic arrangements. The object of the Rilway Act
of last Session was to prevent the necessity of incorporating
such provisions in every Bill brought forward.

Mr. TROW. If the General Railway Act protects the
public fromn imposition, I an perfectly satisfied ; but I
think the Government should enforce that Act and not
allow this company to take 100 per cent, profit from the
inhabitants of Calgary for carrying coal over their line.

Mr. SHANLY. I am surprised that the bon. member
for South Perth, who has been so much in the North-West,
and understands its geograpby as weil, perhips, as any
mermber in this House and better than most of us, should
not know thatthis Lethbridge Coal Mine Company does not
deliver coal in Calgary or in Winnipeg. It bas only a short
road connected with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
cannot control the freight charges to Calgary or Winnipeg
The Bill merely asks power for the exibting company to
extend its lino to go tothe United Statesfrontier, to connect
with roads in Montana, and to do to the south what hitherto
it bas been doing to the north, sending coal to its junction
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. The company asks to
be allowed to expend their own money in supplying the
country with coal, and if there is any grievance as to
freights, you must, as the hon. Minister of Justice bas said,
fall back on the Railway Act or attack the larger corpora-
tion&, and not try to pievent this short brancb line from
extending its business and expending its own money in its
efforts to do so.

Mr. MITCHELL. I sympathise very much with the
views of the hon. member for South Perth, and I agree
with the general principle ho las laid down, that whenever
this fHouse gives a charter to any corporation, it should
provide that the public interests shall be properly served
and protected. My hon. friend, the Mini-ter of Justice, has
stated that this is provided for in the General Railway Act
passed last Session. If that is so, that obviates the difficulty,
but this House has a perfect right, in granting a charter-
because in doing .so it is granting privileges-and has
a perfect right to dictate what those privileges sball be,
and under what conditions they shahl be granted. There-
fore, the hon. member for South Perth is perfectly right in
calling attention to the interests of the people of the North-
West in connection with their supply of coal. But 1. must
say, that I think this is a Bill which we ought to pas@.
These people have gone into that c>untry and spent theji
money, and no doubt when they went there it was a specu.
lation thait might turn out profitabiy or not, as tihe countr>
might settle up and the mines develop, or might not, to
their satisfaction. We have already granted a charter
atithorising this company to connect with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway; and while I agree with my hon. friend
from Grenville (hlr. Shanly), that tbey cannot control
in their entirety the ratçe te Calgary or Winnipeg, they
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s have certainly the power to control them to a certain

extent. But we have granted a charter to this corporation,
and they are now asking simply authority to extend their

i line to the boundary so as to open up a new market to the
- south ; and I do not think we should stand in the way of

sthat enterprise, however desirable it is to protect the public
) interest, and I agree that we should always do so. But we

have to take iuto account the character and remoteneas and
every circumstance surroanding the enterprise, and we
should deal with it in such a way as will enable the
company to carry ont an enterprise which to say the lseat
of it many of us thought of a very doubtful character a few
years ago Therefore, however much 1 sympathise with
the hon. member for Perth, I think this House ought to
pass the Bill.

Mr. TROW. I bave no objection to Its passing with
certain restrictions. The hon. enomber for South Grenville
says that this road will carry no coal to Calgary or Winni-
peg; but the camip<sny makes a bargain with John Brown,
of Winnipeg, or John Smith, of Calgary, and in making
their contracts they make a proatit oi the carriage of the
coal.

Mr. SHIANLY. Does my hon, friend hold that it is
wrong to make a profit ?

Mr. TROW. Not 100 per cent.

Mr. SPROULE. There is another important element in
ranting this charter which should not belost sight of.
he present railway which, as I understand, is about 100

miles long, is a narrow gauge railway, so that the cars of
the Canadian Paciace Raitway cannot run over it. This
necessitates a transsipment of every ton of coal brought to
the Canadian Pacific Ralway. The pi osent Bill contem-
plates the widening of that gauge so as to enable the cars
of the Canadian P ic:fii Railway, or any raulway, to go to the
mines and taike the coal froin there direct. We know the
disadvauntage of narrow gauge railways, and if thora were
no other coniJeration than that, I think hon. membors
would see the necessity of pîssiing thii Bil, bouause it will
bring about a reduction iii the ca.»t 'of coal fvom 81 to 50
cents per ton. In addition to that, I understand that these
gentlemen have already contracted fr the sale of a vory
large quantity of coal south of' the burdary line ; and
since that raiway bas been completed they can take the
coal south of the lino, where there is a market ready for it
and obtain speedy retarns. They have shown a great deal
of enterprise in originating that project, and are showing
additional courage and enterprise to-day in widening the
gauge of that 100 miles of road, and making it the standard
road that all others can run over.

Mr. ARKSTRONG. It seoes W me thore is a difflculty
lying fa back, and one that wilI render virtually useless
any condition this louse may impose in the railway
charter. If I understand the hon. member for Sofith Perth
(Ur. Trow) correctly, be stated at the outset that every foot
of coal lands in that locality belonged to this railway
crmpany whio i asking for a charter under this Bill. n
the name of common sense, I would ask what is the use of
giving any other railway company running powers into
that territory when there is not *a single pound of coal
which they can get hold of. Any condition of that kind
which we can irnpose wili not afftet the price cf coal one
single iota. The one hope which the people of Calgary, and
the other places mentioued have of a redoction in the prive
of coal, lies in the opening up of competing coal mines in
other quarters. 1 agree with the hon. member for
Northumberland that this empany bas a monopoly of that
territory with which we cannot interfere. They have
shown great pluck and perseverance in opening up the
railway to their mines, and have now a prospect of a
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market to the other side, and the leaqt this louse can do is
to give them an extension of their charter.

Mr. DALY. Coming from the Province of Manitoba,
I may be permitted to say something in reference to this
question, altbongh I do so with considerable besitation, as,
I understand, from previous discussions, that there are hon.
gentlemen from the other Provinces here who know more
about our affairs ihan we do ourselves. The most impor-
tant feature in connection with this Bill is this, that the
present gauge of the railway is a narrow gauge, and owing
to the fact that some two years ago there were very severe
snow storms between Lethbridge and Dunmore, the com-
pany were not able to fulfil thoir contracta in Manitoba to
supply the towns there with coal. Therefore, in order to
keep up the supply, they bad to build large sheds at Dan.
more on the ]-ne of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and in
consequen-e of this fact and of the line being a narrow
gauge one, the people of Manitoba are to-day paying 50
cents to SI per ton more than they would if the line were
a broad gauge road. I hope sincerely therefore that no
party effort will be put forward to defeat this measure. I
did not hear the whole of the speech of the hon. member for
South Perth (Mr. Trow). I understand that what he wants
is to give the people, who are getting the coai out of the
mines, as eheap rates as possible. In Manitoba almost the
only bituminous coal used there is the coal from the mine
commonly known as the Galt mine, and we are paying for
this coal 50 cents to 81 per ton more than we would if the
road were a broari jristead of a narrow gauge one. I tirUst.
therefore, that this bill will be allowed to pass, in order that
a reduction in the price of coal may be obtained.

Committee rose and reported.
Mr. SPEAKER. When shall this Bill be read the third

time ?
Mr. MITCHELL. We have got into the practice the last

two or three Sessions of giving second and third readings
of Bills on the same day, and it is only fair we should now
begin by adhering to the Rule the House bas adopted of not
reading a Bill the second and the third time on the same
day.

Mr. SPROULE When a Bill is reported without any
amendment, it may be read the third time immediately
after the second reading.

M.r. SPEAKER. Third reading to-morrow.

KOOTENAY AND ATHABASCA RAILWAY 00.

Hlouse resolved it-elf into C'omnittee on Bill (No. 15) re-
pectirg the Kootenay and Athabasca Railway Company.-
(Mr. Mara.)

(In the Committee.)
M, EDGAR. Before the first clause is adopted, I think

an amendment should be inserted. The Committee will
observe that by the firet clause the railway company char.
ter is absolutely repealed, and then the Bill goes on to
create a new company under the same name. Well, we
have never, that I eau recollect in railway legislation, anni-
hilated one corporation and created another in its place
without carrying forward to the new corporation the habili.
ties of the old one. I am sure that the hon. the Minister of
Justice will recognise that this is invariably the custom, and
I think we should put in a eection at the end of clause one
to that effect.

Mr. MARA. When I tell the hon. gentleman there are
no liabilities, the House will agree it is not necessary such
a clause should be inserted.

Mr. EDGAR. The very fact that the hon. gentleman
maye there are no liabilities shows the amendment cannot do

Mr. Aaxaron4g.

any harm to the new company, and the Minister of Justice
must admit that it would be establishing a very dangerous
precedent to allow legislation of this kind to pass without
amendment. I move in amendment to this clause that the
following words be added :-

Provided that ail the liabilities of the compan ineorporated by the
Act hereby repealed shall become the liabilities oTthe company hereby
incorporated, and any action pending against the company repealed
may be continued against the company hereby incorporated.

Mr. MA RA. The hon. gentleman is quite right when
he states that when there is no liability, the clause suggest-
ed can do no harm. In one sense it cannot. It can do no
harm in the Dominion of Canada. But this company is
not in the position of the former one, its bonds have not
been floated, and you are asking us to insert a clause which
will create doubt andnsuspicion as to its standing. Even if
there were any doubt of the statement I have made, and I
have made it on the assurances given me by the company,
the last Act will convince the House that the former con-
pany had no right to incur corporate debts or liabilities.
The Act now being repealed gave the company no such
power. You will find by clause 22 that the Act could not
come into force until proclaimed by the Governor in Conn-
cil. But the Governor never by Order in Council brought
the Act into force, and therefore it is merely waste paper.
There are really no corporale liabilities, and when the bon.
gentleman sees that, I think ho will withdraw his motion.

Mr. EDGAR. If the company never had a oorporate
existence, and if the hon. the KMiister of Justice will vouch
for that, the circumstances will be quite different. But if
tbe company had any corporate existence at al, and we
never heard before it had not, then undoubtedly it should
have a protecting clause of this kind in.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no doubt but that what the
bon. gentleman has just said is perfectly true. This louse
ought not to pass a Bill snch as this,,where there is a possi-
bility of liabilities having existed. I can quite see, from
what the hon, gentleman who is promoting this Bill states,
that, if this flouse can be assured that ihere are no corpor-
ate liabilities, it will facilitate their financial transactions.
If they have any such liabilities, that wiil cause diffl.ulties
at the outset, and that should be provided for in such a
way that the legislation should not b3 of a haity character,
and should.not do a positive injustice.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I quite agree with the hon.
member for South Ontario (Mr. Edgar) that no charter
should be repealed without ample provision being made for
carrying forward the existing liabilities of the company. I
find, however, that this Act simply eaabled the Governor
in Council to give the charter to the company by procla-
mation, and, unless that proclamnation was made, the char-
ter had no effect. They now propose to repeal that Act,
and give the company di parliamentary charter.

Mr. EDGAR. Does the Minister of Justioe think it is
clear that the charter is a dead letter, that the original
company have ne power to incur liabilities ?

Sir JOHN T[IOMLPSON. Yes, they never had a charter
at al. The Act says that it shall not come into force until
it is proclaimed by the Governor in Council.

Mr. BARRON. 1 would suggest to the Minister of Jus-
tice that, though the Act was never proclaimed by the
Governor in Council, the promoters might have incurred
liabilities. Though they could not in their corporate con-
dition admit any claim, they might have incurred caims as
promoters.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Not as a company.
tr.

as the
Mfr.

MITCHELL. Are the present corporators the same
original promoters?
MARA. Al but two,
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sir JOHN TIIOMPSON. The company never having

had any existence, it could not have any liabilities, and we
have no system in this country by which a company can be
made responsible for the liabilities incurred by the
promoters.

Amendment withdrawn.
Committee rose and reported.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 30) respecting the Baptist Convention of On.
tario and Quebec.-(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate the Victoria, Saanich and
New Westminster Railway Company.-(Mr. Prior.)

Bill (No. 34) to incorporate the Canadian General Truste
Company.- (Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

CENTRAL COUNTIES RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. EDWARDS moved second reading of Bill (No. 33)
to amend the Act to incorporate the Prescott County Rail-
way Oompany, and to change the name of the Company to
the Central Counties Railway Company.

Mr. SPROULE. That Bill is only printed in one
language.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yon have allowed two other Bills to
go through which are only printed in one language.

Mr. SPROULE. Those were printed in English, and we
could read them, but this is printed in French, and we can-
not read it.

Mr. BERGIN. I object to this Bill being read until it is
printed in both languages.

MASSAWIPPI JUNCTION RAILWAY.

Mr. COLBY moved second reading of Bill (No. 37) to
amend the Act incorporating the Massawippi Junction
Railway Company.

Mr. LANG ELIER (Quebec). There is a very serious
objection to this Bill, and I doubt whether it is in the juris-
diction of this House. The railway in question was incor-
porated originally by a Bill passed by the Legislature of
Quebec, andI he line in question is entirely within the
limite of the Province of Quebec. It is true that at the
frontier the lire is onnected with the Pa sumpsic River
Railway, but the line itpelf is entirely within the Province
of Quebec. The hon. member will recollect that the old
charter wai granted by the Legislature of Quebec some-
where about 1869-70, and I do not s(e how this Parliament
can amend that At.

Mr. COLBY. The hon. member is quite in ert or with
regard to the incorporation of this railway. It wae incor-
porated either two or three years ago by the Dominion of
Canada, and was declared to be for the general advantage
of Canada. lie must be thinking of some other road of a
similar nane.

Mr. LANGELIER. 'The naine is exactly similar to the
name of a railway which was incorporated in 1869-70 by
the Liegislature of Quebec. I am positive of that; it will
be found on the statutes of Quebec.

fr. COLBY. The hon. member is equally in error in
that particular. The name is not identical. The former
nane was the Massawippi Valley Railway; this is a road
to conneet with the Massawippi Valley Railway, and it is
called the Nasawippi Junction Railway.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not admit, nor do I think
there is any decision to warrant, the conclusion that because
this Parliamnent declares a railway to be for the general ad-
vantage of Canada, therefore it is exclusively within the
jurisdiction if this House. I do not think that it requires a
great deal of consideration of section 92 of the British North
America Act to see thau our rigbt to legislate upon the sub-
ject of railways arises simply from our declaration that they
are for the gencral advantage of Canada. That sub-secticn
must be read to mean that the public works that are under-
taken to be constructed under it are of the same class and
character as those in the two preceding eub-sections. Now,
it requires very little consideration of the two previous sub.
sections to seec that we have no right to undertake to incorpo.
rate a railway or any other publie work, or undertake to con-
trol it, unless it extends beyond the limita of the Province,
or is in some way necessary to carry on the trade or com.
merce of Canada with a foreign country. Sub-sections a
and b show that it is only works of this sort that are sup-
posed to b dealt with; thon under sub-section c it is
declared that although the work may bu wholly situated
within the Province, it may nevertheless be a work for the
gencral advantage of Canada. Certainly a canal connect-
ing Lake Ontario with Luke Huron would b. a work of
that character; it would be wholly situated within the
Province of Ontario, nevertheless it would establish a
continuous lino of navigation extending beyond the limita
of the Province, and so a railway, although wholiy situated
within a Province, may be a connecting link whicb, whon
completed, will make a public work extending beyond the
limits of the Province, and which, though a portion of it
was constructed, would yet come within sub-sections a or
b. I understand that at the time the British North
America Act was under consideration, this sub.section was
suggested by the proposai tc construct a canal to connect
the Bay of Fundy with the Gulf of St. Lawrenee. It was said
that such a work would b bey ond the financial power of the
Province of Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, and that it
would be a work wholly within the limita of a Province,
and for the construction of which no provision would be
made at the expense of the Dominion, and thon sub-section
c was instrted for the purpose of covering a provision
exactly of that sort. Now, I am of opinion that tho legis-
lation that we have had in this direction has been usurped
legislation, that we have gone upon wrong linos ever mince
1883, when, by a general measure, we undertook to declare
that almost every railway that was constructed, or that by
any possibility could be constructed within the Dominion
of Canada, was for the general advantage of Canada. Be-
cause we have made that declaration we assume that it
setties the question, that wo have no right to enquire into
the reasonableriss of the proposition. I am of opinion,
speaking as a member of this Bouse, tbat this is an erron-
oe(s intorpretation of the Act, and that we are simply cre-
ating difficulties for the future by undertaking to legislate on
a series of measures which are properly within the purview
of a Province. It doces eom to me that what bas been said
by the hon, gentleman who is promoting this Bill, shows
that it ought to be relegated to the Province.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would suggest that the Bill
be read the second time and refort ed to a committee, on
the understanding that theo usual rule shall prevail,that the
House is not at ail committed to the Bill by that course.
It doeos not appear on the face of the Bill that it is beyond
our powers. It is a Bill to amend a statute of this Parlia-
mont, 1u derstand there exists a fact which would remove
the hon. gentleman's objection entirely, namely, that the
Bill proposes to confer upon this company power to connect
it with a foreign company.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the seoond time,
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PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr. BROWN moved the second reading of Bill (No. 3)
to make further provision for the prevention of cruelty to
animals, and to amend chapter 172 of the Revised Statutes
of Canada, intituled "An Act respecting cruelty to animals."
Ie said: When I introduced this Bill I gave a brief
explanation of it, and promised to enlarge on the second
reading, which I now do. The Bill is to make such further
provision for the prevention of cruelty to animais, as is
mot already provided for by law. The greatest care
has been taken in the preparation of this Bill. I desire
to offer an explanation which will perhaps relieve the minds
of some hon. members of a misapprehension. The Bill
which was first introduced last Session, and which was
prepared under the sanction and the assistance of the
varions humane societies in Canada contained clausesi
that were supposed to be covered by the existing laws.
These were eliminated and the Bill reprinted, and it1
is on the reprinted Bill that I shal now address the
House. Some hon. gentlemen have been forming their
opinions in relation to this Bill with reference to certain
clauses in the first Bill introduced, such as clipping horses
and docking their tails; such clauses, however, are not in
the prosent Bill. The main object of the present measure
is to prevent trap sbooting of pigeons and small birds, cock-
fighting, dog fighting and baîting or anything of that de-
basing character, and to punish not only, as the old law
provided, the man who kept a cooking main, but also all
and sundry who shall be gathered at that cock fight
or dog-fight and be parties to the disgriceful proceed.é
inge, and not allow them to go scott free while pun-
ishing the man only who owned the cocking main. The
object is to punish all and sundry who are connected
with so called spor t. The object of the Bill, as I have
said, ie simply to enlarge the power to punish those who
are guilty of cruelty to dumb animals. The measure, I beg
Ieave to say, is of great public concern. Petitions in its
favor have been sent by thehumane societies of Montreal,
Ottawa, Toronto and Hamilton, representing many thon-
sands of good and kind bearted people, men and women,
in ail those large dities, and 1 have to-day received a tele
gram from Hamilton stating that a very large petition is
on its way to this louse in favor of the passage of this
Bill. I behieve every true hearted spor sman in Canada
will support this Bill. I know some objections will bu
pressed against this measure by one or two hon. gentlemen,
and which objections em inating from some of the gun clubs
of Canada; but I venture the assertion that if the members
of gun clubs individually wore consulted they would sayi
that the object of these trap shooting tournaments couldi
be attained as well by shooting at clay pigeons. The ideai
of calling such a meeting a tournament is a misapplicationi
of the word. We were taught that in a tournament a man(
met another man worthy of bis steel, but in those debasing(
sports a man stands within comparatively a short distance1
of a defenceless bird lot out of a trap, and shoots it in thei
most cruel manner. I- venture to say that not an bon.(
gentleman, not even those who will oppose this Bill,1
would take bis child to witness one of these sbhootingà
matches and think that by doing so ho was educating1
his child to give encouragement to a manly sport. Hei
knows it would have a bad influence, and ho would1
take care mot to take his child there. Not many yearsi
have elaspsed, sixty I think, since humane societies(
were first establisbed in England and they have since1
spread all over the country. The object of such a
uociety is to protect those who cannot protect themselves.j
A dumb animal is as sensitive to pain as any hon. gentle-1
man bore, and every dumb animal is sensitive to fear just1
as man is, ard as these animale tend to make our lives1
happy so we as humane people should do all we can to treatj

ir .Toux TnoMxsoi.

them with humanity ? The St. Hubert's Gan Club in Ottawa
is perhaps the most important and infliential club in
Canada, and is composed of men with as much humanity as
any body of men in this country. I venture to make this
assertion, and if I am wrong, I challenge contradiction,
that if the members of that club were asked the objectthey
had in view in holding their sports, they would say it was
for the purposes of marksmanship, and very few of those
gentlemen would fail to declare that they could obtain the
same sport from shooting at clay pigeons as in shooting at
lit e birds, that the sport was as good or even botter; and
that they are perfectly willing to support a measure of
this kind and obtain ail the practice they want at shooting
clay pigeons, which are now provided and made in this
vicinity. I bave a higher authority still. One of the
best authorities on this continent is Captain Bogardus,
and ho says:

"I have had as much experience as any man of my age at game and
pigeons, perhapi as much as any man living, andI know* by my own
shooting that when a man, shooting according to my rules at ball.
thrown from my traps, can break two-thirds of the latter, he can shoot
birds in the field whether he bas been accustomed to shoot on the wing
or not I know several gentlemen who have been following my instrue-
tions in glass ball shooting and have become real crack shots. They
say tey have learned more last ummer about shooting on the wing
t han they ever knew before."

That is the opinion of the highest authority in the United
States. I bave here the evidence taken before a committee
in Massachusetts, and it is scarcely necessary to read it to
this House to show that the trap shooting of pigeons and
small birds is cruel and barbarous, not consistent with the
genius of the times, and that all over the world it is beinr
discountenanced. The Queen, who lives in the h.:atLîs
of ber people, bas discountenanced trap shooting in the most
determined manner. She has not only discountenanced it,
but she has refused invitations on behalf of any of the
royal family to be present at the great shooting matches
in England, and the Princess of Wales bas also discounten-
anced the practice and will not attend any of such meetings.
Lot me read to the louse a statement to show the position
which Her Majesty the Queen has taken. Her Majesty in
an address in July, 1887, on the anniversary of the Royal
Humane Society of which she is not only the patron but of
which she has been a generous and influential member for
over 20 years, uttered these memorable words, words which
thould be written in letters of gold and should be taught in
every school in the land. She said

" No civilisation is complete which does not include the dumb and
defenceless of God's creatures within the sphere of charity and mercy."

These are the words of the Queen of Great Britain, and I
am sure there is not a mother there or here who does
not entertain the sentiment so uttered, and who does
not believe that the worst training their children could
receive would be to take them to those cruel sports
of which I am now speaking. I know that a majority
of the hon, gentlemen of this House have a sym-
pathy with this measure and I am satisfied that when
it comes to receive the vote of this Parliament-if it sbould
come to a vote -that it will recoive a generous support.
I do not propose to come before this ILouse without data,
and substantial facts in support of the Bill. I hold in my
hand letters from men who before the clay pigeon was
introduced were members of organisations and clubs where
the live birds were shot, but now when a more humane
method-and a method which can give them all the
opportunities they roquire for markmanship, is provided,
they declare that the true sportsman, who is a humane man,
gives a chance to the bird and the animal in the open field
and is not like the man who eeeks to box poor defenceless
birds and shoot therm from a trap. Those birds are some-
times brought from great distances and during the journey
they are often cruelly treated. The poor innocent creatures
are thon lot out from the traps and shot down. Thos true
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sportsmen, in letters which I will read to you now, state
that they have abandoned their connection with clubs
which refused to adopt the clay pigeon and who continue to
shoot at live birds. Here is a letter which I will read from
a man who from his remarks is a true sportsman :

"IOTTAwA, 27th March, 1888.
- MY DiaE Sn,-Having quite accidentally heard that you were decid.

edly against the very barbarous pastime of trap shooting of land
igeons, I venture to express my views as a spartsman, and I sincerely

Lope that the lime is not far distant when shooting pigeons from a trap
will be classed as an act of cruelty and be punished severely. No
matter what place the match takes.place in, it disgraees it and the peo-
ple who take part in the game. In the first place the birds are kept in a
smail box, crowded and suffocating and are often kept there for days;
they are then taken from their prison and placed iu the trap, and when
released are often so weak from their cruel imprisonment that they eau
hardly leave the trap, and when not killed outright go off with emaîl
pellets of shot driven home nearly to the vitale, sometimes minus both
legs and have to keep on the wing until ccmpletely tired out, they fall
on the snow a quivering, fluttering, bleeding, mild-eyed specimen of
Go'. handiwork. The often urged excuse that it gives the sportsman
good practice, enabling him to kill game birds more accurately, i false.
As if a sportsman accustoma himself to pigeon shooting, it spoils him
for duck and snipe shooting as their flight is so dissimilar, besides the
new flying targets are now considered by aIl true sportsmen to be much
better objecte to shoot at for practice, as they go quicker, and they, cf
course, compel the gunner to take a more rapid aim.

" The targets I have referred to are clay pigeons, Peoria black birds
and glass balls. I have shot a great many matches at pigeons, [ am
ashamed to say, but thank Providence I have killed my last tame
pigeon, as I do certainly consider it a most disgraceful thing for any
sportsman to do. Since giving up pigeon shooting I have shot a good
many matches at artificial flying targets, and [find them a great deal
better practice than hve pigeons, sparrows or snowbirds. I sincerely
hope that the to me dear old name of sportsman, will soon fall from the
shoulders of these live bird shootera and be replaced by the much more
suitable one of sports, as I claim the butchery of any tame animal or
bird as far beneath the aim of a true sportsman.

"Believe me, sincerely y ours,
IlGEO. B. MoDERRMOr,

"Fishery Overseer and Indian Agent,
'' Port Perry, Ont.

"'ÂDAx BnowN, Esq., M. P
"I ouse of Oommons, ôttawa."

This gentleman refers to butchery as beneath the aim of a
true sportsman. Let me read to you the evidence of Mr.
Matthews, of Winthrop, Mass., in his testimony given before
the Honse of Representatives:

" One morning, after a pigeon-shoot, I found three pigeons on the
coving of my stable, right on the eaves. During the next night they
died and dropped down. I examined them. One had a leg broken and
had two sbots through the body. Another had a leg broken anhad one
eye put out. Af ter one of their shoots, four birds came to my place in
just the same way. I live a mile away, in an air-line, from the shooting
grounds.

" When the Winthrop Club was started I was one of the members, and
belonged to it three years. I got sick of it and left it. Then, about one
bird out of eight would get away.

"Q. You said you got sick of it?
" A. Yes, air.
"Q. On what account?
.. Well, because I did not like the treatment of the birds. I thought

it was not right.
"Q. From your experience, during three years, what is your opinion

about the humanity of the thing?
"A. I think it is cruel.
"Q. In whst particular point dues the cruelty cousit ?
« l Inthefrt place, ao their catching these birds with the snares,

and of boxing them, and keeping them the way they are kept for three or
four daya. 1 think there iu cruelty in taking and confining any animal
in a spot, and for a man to take a loaded gun, and stand and pull away
a trap for the bird to come.out, and then shoot at hbm where he cannot
have any chance to help himself. But.if a man is oi t atter wild game,
thon the Dird bas got a chance to take care of himself.

Q. In this pigeon shooting.cruel above the shooting of wild game ?
"A. It is ; because the bird is caged and housed. He ie convicted to

ho shOt, the same as a man is convicted to be put upon the gallow to be
hung. He does not have a chance to take care of himself.

"This practice of pigeon shooting bas a bad influence on boys. Whera
boys are offered fifteen or twenty cents apiece for birna, if you have
some very nice pigeons on your place you will find the boys anaring them
to get bis efifteen cents."

I hold in my possession letters from different parts of the
country to show that independent of the cruelty of the
practice, it has made many a thief of young boys, who steal
the pigeons and soel them for the shooting matches. Sem-
times pigeons very valuable to the pigeon fancier are stolen
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and sold for ton or fifteen cents, as the case may be.
Tempting those boys to commit a robbery and to enter on
a life of crime is an evil wbich we, as legialators for our
country, should endeavor to stop. Before the last pigeon
match near the city of Hamilton, not a long time ago, a
lady living in Hamilton writes to inform me that a number
of boys were it the habit of going around and snaring
pigeons and selling them to those who were engaged in the
shooting matches, I will read you an extract from a letter
from iMr. Gaston, of Toron to, who says :

" Among other arguments against It is one you appear to have over-
looked, is that the amount ot juveuile stealing i hat it causes and this lia
feature that deserves the most serious oconsideration. Dosens of gente-
mAn have bad to give up keeping pigeons for the simple reason that
they are cleared out time an again by boys who would be afraid to
take anything else. The police don't take much notice of bird stealing
and they find a ready sale at the sporting saloons and no question asked,
I have found fancy pigeons at these places by the dozen bought for
twenty-five cents a pair, worth trom five to ton dollars. So long as they
can fly they do for the traps and start thieves on their course of crime.

Trap shootîing bas not a in gle redeeming feature about it. They will
tell you that they kill the birds ; nothing of the sort. ln many cases
they cripple them and they fall out of bounde and linger for a day or so.
Other times boys will chse the poor flattering thinge pelting them with
atones Then there is all sorts of tricking to make them lively, snob of
putting out their eyes."
It has oceurred, and occurred froquently, that in those trap-
shooting matches the eyes of the pigeons have been put
out to effect the purpose of those engaged in the sport.
The St. Hubert Gun Club of this city practioos largely with
the clay pigeone. They have experience of both methods
of shooting and they prefer clay pigeon shooting to butch-
dring the live birds. I have a letter from a gentleman in
Boston who took a deep interost in the passage of the Mas-
sachusetts law. He says:

" It passed the House of Representatives by a large majorIty, and the
Senate by a vote of about two to one. In its favor I carried to the
Legislature the petition of about four hundred clergymen of aIl denom-
inations, and varions others. I think4t has never been violated but
once. lu that cue by my orders the parties were promptly arrested,
convlcted and heavlly fined."
The law in the State of Massachusetts, which passed the
legislature by a vote of two to one, reads as follows:

" Any person who shall keep or use any live pigeon, fowl, or other
bird for the purpose of a target, or to be shot at, elther for amusement
or as a test of skill in marksmanship ; and any person who shall shoot
at any bird as aforesaid, or be a party to any such shooting of any fowl
or bird ; and any perion who shail rent any building, shed, room, yard
field or premises, or shall knowingly suffer or permit the use of any
building, shed, room, yard, field or premises, for the purpose of shooting
any fowl or bird as aforesaid, shall be punished bfy ne not exceeding
fitty dollars or by imprisonment in gaol not exceeding thirty days, or
by both sucl fine and imprisoument. Notblng berein contained shal
apply to the shooting of any wild game in its wild state.'"

This law has been productive of an immense deal of good
in that state, In quoting to you the public opinion in res.
pect to this barbarous practice, I have mentioned the name
of our beloved Queen, who has supported every movement
tending to put down such practices. Lot me quote to you
the action taken by the Archbishop of Oanterbury when the
Bill was before the British Parliament as reported by the
Times :

"Pigeon shooting, Lord Aberdare usys, is a brutaiising practice, and
we entirely agree with him. The performers and their irregular outaide
scouts may be already brutalised. lt is likelyenough that they are, and
that for them to engage in pigeon shooting is simply to act after their
kind. But as the Arcbbishop of Canterbury says, each fresh erfor-
mance of the sort makes tbem worse than they were before, anu more
and more indifferent to the suffering which it delights them to witness
or to inflict. The matter is one on which the publie conscience becomes
more and more sensitive."
By the highest as well as the humblest in England,where this
sport ha had its full swing, the moat marked condemnation
is now given to it. The societies whioh have been formed
for the prevention of cruelty to animals do not seek to per-
secute any one. They admire true sport, and the true
sportsman is humaine to the lower animals; but the man
who strives to take the life of an animal in any other way
is not a true sportsman. Wherever thee societime have
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been formed in this country and in Bngland, they warn
those who have been doing wrong before they seek to con-
vict them. In the city of Hamilton our inspector, when he
discovers any cruelty to an animal, warns the person
guilty of that. cruelty, and if the act is again
committed the guilty poison is summoned and brought
before the magistrate, and if a conviction is obtained
he is fined. There can be no doubt of this, and every hon.
gentleman in this House will admwit itj that the merciful
man is merciful to his beast. Is there a man bore who
will stand by and see any one act cruelly to a horse ? A
horse is as sensitive as any one of us, and you can get more
out of him by kindness than by cruelty. There is no doubt
that the sentiment pervading every breast and every heart
is that justice shall be done to tbe dumb animais. No man
would take a child to see a pigeon shooting, a dog fight, a
cock fight, or any of those brutal exhibitions which are
miscalled sports. No man who bas any regard for the edu.
cation of his child would take him to witness any such exhi-
bition. There is nothing in this Bill that wili not bear the
light of day. I challenge any man to find a word in it
which does not receive bis conscientious sanction.

Mr. LISTER IL provides for over driving a hen.
Mr. BROWN. ILt is only an old woman wbo would

make that objection. As I have said, the sentiment
in the motherland is strongly in favor of this move-
ment, so strongly that it is being carried into the
schools. Young societies have been formed, and kind.
ness to animais has been made a subject of educa-
tion. In London a children's society has been formed, and
in order to attract children, it is very appropriately named
"The Dickey-bird Society "; 37,000 children have joined it,
and its sole object is to educate children from their earliest
days to be kind to birds and beasts of ail kinds. It
is as easy to teach a child to be merciful to a dumb
animal as itbis to teach, it anything, and I am satisfied
that the societies formed in England will be of great good
to that country. Now, I havu stated in a very few words
the object of the Bill, and there are many arguments I
could advance in support of it. Some of the greatest
men of our day have sanctioned the principle of
kindness to animais. There is a story told of that emi-
nent man, President Lincoln, that when he was on a very
important mission through the country, ho ordered the
driver to stop; he got out of the vehicle, went to the hedge
at the side of the road, and there found a little fluttering
bird which had dropped out of its nest, and ho picked it up
and put it in its not again. When ho came back to the
carriage bis lriend asked him : "Why did you pay such
attention to a littl thing like that?" "Ail that I can say
for a reason, is that it makes me feel botter." Every man
who does a kind act is made to feel botter. To come back
again to the question of shooting matches, I desire to make
a quotation and the words are those of perhaps one of the
most eminent mon that ever adorned the roil of Scotland's
great men, Dr. Chalmers. He said, in speakirg of the suf-
fe ing of animais and the cruelty of man :

" These sufferings are really felt. The beasta of the field are io con-
structed as to give forth all the natural expression of it. These poor
animals juet look and tremble and give forth the very indications of
suffering that we do; theirs is the distinct cry of pain. Theirs is the
unequivocal physiognomy ot pain. They put on the same aspect of
terror on the demonstration of the menated blow. They exhibit the
same aistortions of agony after the infliction of it. The bruise, or the
burn, or the fracture, or the deep incision, or the fierce encounter with
one of equal or superior strength just affects the-m similarly to our-
selves. Their blood circulatea as ours, they sicken, they grow feeble
with age and finally they die just as we do. The brute animais have all
the same sensations o pain as humai beings and consequently endure
as much pain when their body is hurt; but in their case the cruelty ot
torment is greater, because they have no mind to bear them up against
their sufferings."

Mon and women of Canada in every part of the country
are sustaining with their sympathy this attempt to cover

Mr. BaowN.

ground that was not covered when the present law for the
prevontion of cruelty to animals was passed. In the esti-
mation of those who framed that measure, everytbing was
apparently provided for, but in the pursuit of cruel sports
some were discovered not provided for. I ask every
hon. gentleman to read over this Bill by which I desire to
provide what is not already provided for, and I contend
there is not a clause in it which will not commend itself to
every good, kind-hear:ted man in the land. It is not suf.
ficient to punish the owner of the house where a cock fight
takes place, or to punish the man in whose yard a dog fight
has taken place, but we should punish the whole,:crew and
everyone connected with the disgraceful proceeding if they
can be caught. These are matters provided for in this Bill,
which I am sure will meet with the best consideration of the
House. I may be asked, well, what is the harm in
shooting a pigeon? I answer, None whatever. Give
the bird fairplay. But do not coop it up in a trap,
confine it in a cowardly way, and then shoot at it whon
it bas no chance to escape. An animal of any description
is as sensible to fear as man. I would like to ask any
hon, gentleman what ho thinks about that so-called sport
of fastening a turkey to a barrel, then tying its legs together,
and then peppering away at it when it bas no chance to
escape. The sport I have mentioned is nothing but wanton
cruelty, and I seek to put a stop to wanton cruelty becaure
it is demoralising. There is such a thing as a suffring that
bas to be endured, but that suffering is of a character which
is right and proper. All I ask of this House is thait they
will give their support to a measure for the prevention of
cruelty to animals, and by this Bill I am merely seeking to
cover ground not already covered. I am satisfied that from
one end of the country to the other there will be rej'icing
should this measure, which is calculated to advance the
interests of humanity and give a lesson to the rising gon-
eration, be passed and a stop put forever to all the btitalis-
ing and debasing so called amusements we have described
in the way of trap-shooting and cock-fighting.

Mr. TISDALE. I beg to move that the Bill intituled:
"An Act to make further provision to prevent cruelty to
animals, and to amend chap. 172 of the Revised Statutes
of Canada " be not now read the second time, but be read
this day six months. In making that motion, I desire to
say, that I am not one of those who are in favor of cruelty
to animals. I desire to say that, within proper bounds, I
am a supporter and believer in the Society for the Preven-
tion of Cruelty to Animals, but I must docidedly object to
other people laying down principles, and then trying to
clothe with other names things that do not come under those
names. That is substantially the reason why I move this
resolution. A great many mischievous principles are in-
troduced in this Bill, and attempts are made to put those
who believe in calling things their right names in a false
position. The speech of the hon. gentleman must satisfy
many here that I am not unfairly stating the case. If we
could find by the bon. gentleman's Bill what ho aims
at, 1 should be very glad, because in hie speech
ho has told us things that are very different from the
Bill. He sait that his Bill was for the prevention of
cruelty to animals in niatters not provided for. Tben
he said further it was to prevent cock-fighting and dog-
fighting and things of that kind ; but in the new part of
the Bill there is not a word concerning those subjects. The
hon. gentleman read a number of letters and quotations
about cruelty to animals. There is not an hon. gentleman
in this House who is in favor of cruelty to animals, but
what I want to find out is what he wishes to provide for in
his Bill, for in reading it I do not find anything that wili
prevent the cruelty he objecta to. I venture to assert one
or two propositions in connection with this measure. It
oither provides nothing material but what the law already
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covers, or these new features that are in it are injurious andî
mischievous, except the one with regard to shooting pigeons
out of traps. If that is true, and I will satisfy you it is, why,
if the hon. gentleman wants to abolish pigeon shooting out
of traps, does he not bring in a Bill to that effect, so that
we may know where it stands.? When those whom he
represents venture to say that killing a bit d or pigeon with
a gun is cruel, or when the hon. gentleman ventures to say
so, we will know what we have to meet. Possibly the hon.
gentleman is a vegetarian. The society is an excellent
society, but there are many principles which are excellent
in themselves which may lead to very mischievous conse-
quences, and in legielation particularly we cannot afford to
have our time taken up unlessin regard to something which
is material. The hon. gentleman's remarks taught us wbat
will be the effect if we allow this sort of Bills to pass. He
admitted that he had a Bill in reference to the clipping of
horses and other matters, but he said that had been care
fully considered, and those provisions had been eliminated.
I object to be called a man cruel to animais becauýe a set of
men, undoubtedly with good hearts, but often with a great
deal of ignorance in regard to the treatment of animais, set
themselves up as humanitarians, and make everyone else
out to be the contrary. If we pass this Bill now, we will
have a Bill next Session to stop the clipping of horses. Dr.
Hodgins says that a horse died in Boston within three years
after being clipped. That statement is made in one of the
articles of the Society for the Prevention of Crueity to
Animals. flere is what an experienced man says upon
that ?

" This kind-hearted man muet talk of what he knows, and he knowu
much of many things, but there is no need to say that on the subject of
' borse' he is not well informed, for Mr. Adam Brown, and all of us
must have seen horses that have survived clipping for three, thirteen or
even twenty-three years."

I mention that because the hon. gentleman admitted that
that was what they were after, aibhough they had eliminated
it. Anyore who understands a horse or a dog or arny other
animal will use him as experience and knowledge have
taught him. Men who have used and mon who understand
animals, and particularly sportsmen who are proper sports-
men, will do more, and will do it with more injury to them-
selves for animais, and will take more care of them, and
will suffer for them more than these gentlemen who try to
handie animais without knowledge. Evidently the hon.
gentleman who has introduced this Bill has not mastered
the law on the subjct, because, if he had, he wonld not
have made all the stateEnents he has made. The first clause
js simply an extended interpretation of the present law
for the prevention of cruelty to animais. The first three
sub.sections of section 2 are precisely the words of the
present law, and are put in apparently in order to enlarge
the appearance of the Bill. Thon the hon, gentleman puts
in other clauses which I think are very objeotionable. I
will read the clauses so that the flouse may sec the effect:

" Everyone who wantonly, cruelly or unnecesarily beats, binds, ill-
treats, abuses, overdrives or tortures any catte, poultry, dog, domestic
animal or bird ; or while driving any cattle or other animal is, by negli-
gence or ill-usage in the driving thereof, the means whereby any mis-
chief, damage or injury is done by any such catle or other animal; or
in any manner encourages, aids or assiste at the fighting or baiting of
any bull, bear, badger, dog, cock or other kind of animal, whether of
domestic or wild nature-"

That is the present law. The following are new clauses
" or having the charge or custody of any animal, unnecessarily fails
to provide the same with proper food, drink, shelter and protection from
the weather ; or being the owner, driver or person having the charge or
custody of any animal, wantonly and unnecessarily leaves disabled or
abandons such animal; or wantonly and unnecessarily carries or causes
to be carried, in or upon any vehicle, or otherwise, any animal in a cruel
or inhuman manner.

I object to the whole of those clauses for two reasons. In
the firet place, it would be almost impossible, particularly
in view of the subFequent sections of this Act, for any owner

of animals to take them to market or to use them in &ny
way without being at the mercy of any passer-by to say
whether they are cruelly used or not. Any one who has
studied animals in the kennel or in the field or in the stable
knows botter than theso mon who are endeavoring, I was
going to say in this mawkish sentinental way, to interfere
with practical mon. I say Lhat farmers and sportsmen,
gentlemen and poor mon have nover been cruel in handling
those animais. It is unalled for in regard to the membire
of this House or the people of thiis country for that society
to attempt to pass any such law as that. But there is another
clause in the present law which this Bill would seriousIy
interfore with. There is a stringent clause in roference to
the transportation of animals by railways and ships, and
this Bill would interfere with that to such an extent that
we would have to reconsider the whole provision. I skip
the main provision of the hon. gontlom:m's Bill in roference
to pigeon shooting for the present, but I find this clause in
bis BIll:

" Anyperson may interfere to prevent the perpetratlon of any aet of
cruelty done in his presence to any animal, and any person who
interferes with or obstructs or resists any person s, engaged eh il, on
summary conviction, be hliable to a penalty not exceeding Iifty dollars,
or to imprisonment for any teru no, exceediug three mo:ith, with or
without bard labor, or to both."

The present law is that any o;v ier or poace ofter, where
any person comrnmits an act of crueclty to animais, may take
the offender before ajustioe of the peace without a warrant.
That is a very strong provision and suroly that is as far as
anyone should dosire to go. The hon. gentleman, howevor,
has put in a clause bore at the instigation of these people
whiuh would establish what I call club law. Suppose I am
driving a horse along the street, and am chastising him,
and my hon. friend, who is boiling over with indignation at
the cruelty practised to animals, takes me by tho nock and
insists upon my going to the station. If I rosist, ho may
take a club, and, if anyone comes to assist me, ho would,
according to this, be equally guilty with me. Surely wo
have not come to that stage in this country that such a
provision as that is necessary. Suroly it is enough to pro-
vide that a man may arrest another without a warrant.
Surely these gentlemen mistake the temper of the members
of this Hou-e, they mistake the temper of the people of this
country when they conme and ask to have such a law pas.
sed. I never shot a bird out of a trap and probably never
will; but [ do object to mon coming, under the guise of
prevenLing cruelty, and saying that a man who does so
cemmits a crime. The Almîghty made the beastii te b.
caten-certain of them-and the ma nwho cruelly kilîs
one, unless hoeis a mischievous animal, I arn the first to con-
demu; but when we kill them in the most expert way pos-
sible, some one cornes and tries to provent it. The next
clause reads;

lAny person may lawfully destroy or cause tu be destroyed any
animal fouud to be abandoned, or not properi cared tor, wben ln the
judgment of two justices of the peace, calied by him to view the asue
in his presence, it appears to be injured, disabled or diseaied paht
recovery.
We nover heard of a single case in this country where an
animal was not destro cd if' it was sufflering ; altbough
there may be occasional cases. lere a man is allowed to
destroy the animal whon a couple of justices decide that ho
may. I tell you that when you get so mach law on so many
pointe, yon get into a dangerous place, where freedom is
woree, almost, than no law at ail. Now let us look at the
other clause, and i think it is one which catis for the close
scrutiny of the Minister of Justice. i will read the main
clause;.

'' Every person who keeps or uses any live animal or bird for the pur-
pose of being used as a target, or to be shot at, eitber for amusement or
sa testof skill in marksmanship or for any làke purpose-or shoots at
snch animal or bird-or is present as a party, umpire or judge at any
such sbhoting at any animal or bird-or keepa, or knowingly rents any
building, shed, room, yard, field or premises, or knowingly permits tie
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use of any building, shed, room, yard, field or premises, for the purpose
of shooting at any animal or bird as aforesaid ; shall, on summary con-
viction before two justices of the peace, be liable to a penalty not
exceeding fifty dollars, or to imprisonment for any term not exceeding
three months, with or without hard labor, or to both."

Now, if the hon. gentleman would look at the Consolidated
Statutes of Ontario, and from their being in the Consolidated
Statutes of Ontario without any disallowance I take it for
granted that all the other Provinces have the same rights,
and if they have those rights we, of course, do not want to
interfere with them, unless we are called upon to do so. In
that Act there is a stronger provision for these tender
hearted gentlemen in regard to birds that are not food. I
am very glad that there is such a law. 1 will read extracts
from it:

"INothing in this Act contained shall be held to affect the Act for the
protection ot game and fur-bearing animale, or to apply to any imported
cage birds or other domesticated bird or birds, generally known as cage
birds, or to any bird or birds commonly known as poultry."

Game birds and domestic birds are excepted. Then the
second section:

"Ilt shall not be lawful to shoot, destroy, wound or injure, or to
attempt to shoot, destroy, kill, wound or injure any bird whatsoever,
save and except eagles, falcons, owls, wild pigeons, black birds, kin
fishers, crows, jays, English sparrows, and the birds specially mentione
in the Act for the protection of game and fur-bearing animals."

There is a further clause that you shall not destroy the
eggs of birds or interfere with their nests ; so no bird can
be put in a trap, as my hon. friend wants the law to be,
nor can it beo even shot at; therefore no law at all is neces-
sary except to come down to the one thing, one bare thing,
to aboliih pigeon shooting out of traps, which these gentle-
limen have not the straightforwardness to come into the
louse and ask for. Now, let us see where this statute

comes from. That statute that I have just read comes from
the State of Rhode lshand. If it is a good law I do not
object to that; but I would say that of all the States in
the Union Rhode Island is the most notorious for passing
laws and not obeying them; so the place that it comes from
is not a guarantee that they are very serious about it there.
The hon gentleman has improved his Act sinco last Session.
Last Session he had a clause whieh imposed a penalty of
825 ; this year the smaller act has got to bear the larger
penalty, now it is $50 and three months imprisonment, if the
justice sees fit. The hon. member quoted from letters, and
I will read one from Mr. Patteson, of Toronto, Postmaster
there, a well known authority on animals and birds of all
sorts. He says :

"Mr. Brown is bringing in a Bill. But is he not being made an unsus-
pecting agent for the spurious sensibility of certain officions humanitar-
îans, who, under cover of preventing cruelty to animals, are merely
arrogating to themselves a monopoly Lu bowels of compassion ? Gai-
lant and sensitive men are being led by professional exaggerators to
believe that there is a vast amount of preventible cruelty going on which
it is their daty to stop, and to a society for its prevention such men are
easily led to give their names and influence. Bo far, so good. But
agitators are apt to run their fade into the ground. For the life of me
I can see no practical reason for ceauing to shoot pigeons from a trap.
The Legislature that is now called upon to protect pigeons from the
ruthless slaughter of gun clubs is the same body, or akin to the same
body, that protecta game during many months of the year from destruc-
tion, in order that sportsmen may have game to kill, hit or miss, during
the other morfths. Quail and partridges make excellent pie, so also do
pigeons. They are ail born to be killed for food, and shooting them
from a trapis no more cruel than shooting them from any other rise.
Indeed, there l afar greater chance for the wounded pigeon to be put out
of its misery than for the wounded game bird. Moreover, shooting is
an art that Canadians will be the better for learning, and Mr. Brown
will excuse me for telling him that clay pigeons are as miserable a sub-
stitute for blu rocks as a rocking horse would be for a spirited hunter
to pupils lu another department of sport."
In regard to the cruelty to animals, he says:

"I have devoted my life to animals, finding them far more grateful
for kindness than bipeds, and never treacherous where uniformly well
treated."

He Baya again:

"Put a plate of meat and bones on the floor. Bite the tail ends off
three six-weekt-old puppies, sud I'il bet a dollar alI three make for theà
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plate and begin wrangling without giving a thonght to their latter
ends."

Now one quotation more:

"The Toronto Humane Society are trying, among other things, to stop
shooting sparrows Practical men -farmers, gardeners and others-are
seeking means of getting rid of them, finding them to be a destructive
pest. in my opinion, gun clubs apd shooter are doing good work in
the interests of the country by making use of sparrows, by supplying
one means of thinning out birds that are rapidly becoming an intolerable
nuisance. It is reasonable to suppose that if the Toronto Humane
Society existed in New South Wales and New Zealand they would
oppose the destruction of rabbits, although the Governments there offer
£35,000 to anyone who will invent an effective means of exterminating
them.

" In regard to pigeon-shooting, there has been in your columus a very
sensible letter from Mr. T. 0. Patteson. I would like to add on this
subject that the sale of pigeons for trap-shooting affords a considerable
amount of money to a great many people, which could not be obtained
in any other way. It would not pay to keep pigeons for all they are
worth as poultry. Then, as pigeons increase rapidly and are largely free
commoners, taling possession of barns, lofts, church spires and such
places, and feeding in the grain fields whenever they can, they would
in a few years, if not kept down by trap-shoeting, become a very serions
annoyance both in town and country.

"I hope the well-meant but ill-advised aims of the Toronto society
will meet the fate they deserve If the society would confine itself to
legitimate objects they would have enough to do, and a far larger share
of public support."

Now' the hon. gentleman went to England for authority.
I will go there for one moment, and let us see what they
did there. Precisely the same sort of a Bill came up there
as we have here, a Bill under the auspices of a similar ex-
cellent society. I will read yon one or two extracts from
the debate in the House of Lords, because the speakers ex-
press their sentiments much better than I can express mine
upon the same subject. The hon. gentleman read from
Lord Aberdare. I will read from the Earl Fortescue:

'' He never remembered a more remarkable speech made by an ex-
Cabinet Minister-indeed an ex-Home Secretary-than the one which
had just been delivered."

That is rather a long extract to read now. Here is an.
other one to the same effect. The Earl of Redesdale said :

' "He should oppose the Bill up>n the ground that it came before the
House asking for scmething under false pretences. He denied alto-
gether that his noble friend (Lord Balfour) had shown there waa neces-
sarily any cruelty in pigeon shooting. He contended that there was no
cruelty in shooting at a bird for the purpose of killing it, and that the
noble lord had failed to show that there was necessarily more cruelty
in letting a bird out of a trap and shooting at it, than there was in par-
tridge or pheasant shooting.

" What was cruelty? Tihe noble lord had not ventured to determine
the question in this matter. Was it shooting at birds with intent to
kili? If this was the meaning of the word, then everyone practices it
who went into a turnip field to shoot partridges or into a cover to shoot
pheasants."
I understood the hon. mover to say that it was not the
shooting that was cruel, but it was the confinement in the
traps. If that is true, the same may be said of market
women who take domestic fowls to market. They put them
in coops and keep them all day without food, and then if
they sell them they wring their necks. If the hon. gen-
tleman had ever seen them wring their necks he would
bring in a Bill to prevent market women doing so, and we
would have to eat our chickens alive Another matter that
struck me in connection with the hon. gentleman's argu-
ment and one which afforded me amusement was that there
are sometimes thefts of pigeons by boys. If this is an argu-
ment then we must go without anything which may be
stolen, because somebody might steal it.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
industry.

This would be crushing an infant

Mr. TISDALE. This is the balance of the Earl of
Redesdale's remarks in the House of Lords:

" The noble lord said the Bill was for the purpose of putting down
pigeon shooting. Ihen, why wa it not so called? He (the Earl of

edesdale) would tell their lordships wby it was not, sud thsat wa be-
cause the noble lord had not the courage to call it so, and alse because
ho knew very well that he wuuid be much more likely to get support
from their lordships for the measure by calling it 'Oruelty to Animals
Act Amendment Act.' The Bil, however, had nothing whatever to 49
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with cruelty to animala. It wa somewhat rerarkable that it shoulbave taken thirty or forty years to find out that pigeon shooting wa
cruelty. If the noble lord, or the society he represented, require
furiher powers to detect crielty if it wa perpetratd, lat a Bil b. itreduced fjr the purpome Such a moasure, however, shou Id be called bj
its proper name, as he (the Earl ot Redesdale) objected altogether toBill being called by a name which could not pruperly belong to i
There was nothing objectionable in a man showing his skill in the niof a gun or any other instrument, and the shooting at a bird wit]intent to kill it was a necessary to test skill in the use of a fowline
piece as was shooting at a target with a rifle or lon gbow. There wasî
class of persons in this country who objected to all kind of field lportsand who rgre hunting or shooting of an>' kind as crnoît>'. se (th(
aarl of =edadae) called shooting sport,and legitimate sport. Bthought there was no ground for the Bil, and therefore he moved its re
jection."

The Bill was rejected in that year, 1884, by 78 to 80. S
the highest legislative body in England, by a vote equal t(
almost three to one, rejected the Bill. I will tell the hon
gentleman what they did, and I am perfectly willing to d<
and anxious to do it if the hon. gentleman will show any
cruelty is practiced. If he will show that the birds ar
badly used while they are taken to the place to be shot
that their eyes are put ont, as he bas alloged, then this
flouse should do, as the English flouse bas done, pass a
very severe measure to punish that offence, and the very
members who rejected the Bill under its false name passed
a measure to punish anyone who used birds cruelly in
taking them to shooting places, or while there, or in
handling them at the trap. That is a proper thing
to do Some gentlemen, howtver, want to stop shoot-
ing because they considor it is a kind of sport, and
they object to that entirely. If my hon. friend will bring
in such a Bill as I have indicated, I will be one of the first
to support it ; but I do not believe in legislation such as is
now p oposed, because if it is adopted we shall have Bills of
tbis character introduced year after year until by-and-bye
they will seek to prevent our killing mosquitoes, which if
they are in large bande make loud music and are very
troublesome when you are trout-fishing. Hn. gentlemen
might as well declare that it is cruel to destroy hie of any
kind. I do not understand the hon. gentleman to take that
position, but he appears te maintain that a man who shoots
an animal for food is cruel, and I know no death that is
more merciful.

Mr. C(HARLTON. I desire to say a few w3ids only
with regard to this matter. I understood the hon. momber
for South Norfolk (Mr. Tiadale) to assert that most of the
provisions of the Bill are already containtd substantially in
our laws. -He seemed to advance the opinion that the chief
feature of the Bill, the only feature of the Bill in fact not
already embodied in our law, is that with respect to the
shooting of pigeons, holding pigeons in traps and shooting
t em. It is a question upon which members may differ as
to whether this brutal, debasing sport is one that should be
encouraged or one that should be condemned. The hon.
nember for South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) bas held it to be
a very bumane and proper sport. My opinion is essentially
different. it is exactly the opposite of that, and the Bill,
if it bas no other provision that is new, except the one in
regard to trap shooting, is one that commends itseif to
my judgment and will receive my support. It miy be
true, as the hon. gentleman has asserted, that the penal-
ties are too severe. The Bill is open to the consider-
ation of the Hlouse, and may receive sncb amend-
mente as the flouse may deem proper to adopt.
It the penalties are too severe, they may be lessened ; if
there is any portion of the Bill or any charactetistic of the
Bill that does not commend itselt to the judgment of the
House, let the House in Committee change the features of
the Bill, but the essential feature of this Hill, the feature to
which the hon, member for South NoJfu'k (Mr. Tisdale)
bas raised objection, is one that dommends the Bill to my
support and je that portion which provides that trap.

.
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shooting shall be rendred illegal. The clause rude as
d folloews

" Keeps or use any live animal or bird for the purpose of bein g sed
T as a target, or to be shot at, elther for amusement or ai a test of akila lu
a marksmanship, or for any like purpose,-or shoota at such animal or

bird,--or la present as a party, umpire or judge at any snch shooting nt
any animal or bird,-or keep, or knowingly rents any building, shed,
room. yard, field or premises, or knowingl permils the use of any

g building, shed, room, yard, field or premises, for the purpose of shooting
a nt any animal or bird as aforosaid.'

T Phe question resolves itself exactly into this position: shahl- we approve of this cruel, brutal sport of taking birds and
pigeons and con fining them in trape and throwing them up
for mon to shoot, without the birds having any opportunity

o to escape, a sport which I hold is low and debasing in i s
o tendency and which is condemned by the botter sentiment
. of this country, by all humane societies and by all humane

men and women. It would be a disgrace to this House to
reject this Bill, to carry a motion for a six monthe hoist
upon the essential feature of the Bill, which is the feature
the hon. gentleman bas challenged. I will support the Bill

s with the understanding that it be referred to a Committee,
% and that such provisions as may not be approved will bc

altered or modified.

S Mr. CASEY. I find myself compelled to oppose the
second reading of the Bill, not at all on account of the pro-
visions against cruelty to animals contained in it, but on
account of certain other provisions whieh I consider form
part of the Bill, the provision as to convictions, and so on.
Taking the Bill as a whole, I consider its principle is of a
nature contrary to public justice in the country. Although
I am as much interested in preventing cruelty to animals

f as the promoter of the Bill, 1 cannot vote for the second
reading without committing myself te the principle of
certain clauses te wbich I object. For this reason I shall
vote against the second reading of tho Bill.

Mr. LISI'KdR. So far as the Bill is concerned I think
that portion relating to trap shooting should be adopted
and passed into law, but so far as thu rest of the Bill is
concerned I think it is imperfectly and inartistically drawn.
I would ask the hon. gentleman if he dr'cw it, bocause ho
seems to have devoted himself very mach to the investiga-
tion of the laws in England and in this country, and to
draw the concluion that this Bill, as proposed, covurs all
the cases. I have said the Bill is inartistically drawn, and
I will cati attention to a few of the provisions toe satisfy
hon. members as to that point. For that reason and as a
supporter of my hon. friend's rosolution, I would advise
him to drop this Bill and to introduce a new measure, tak-
ing the tine batween this and the next session to consider
all the provisions that ought te be enacted in a Bill of this
kind. I need only call the attention of this fHouse to one
or two sections of this measure to show how imperfect it
is. My bon. friend provides by this Bill that if anyone-

" Wantonty, cruelly or unnecessarily beats, binds, ill-treats,abuues,
overdrives or tortures any cattle, poultry, dog, domeostie animal or
bird "-

shall be punished. Now, an old woman driving ber gese
home at night might b. prosecuted under the provisions of
this Act b some neighbor who thought she was driving
them too fast. imagine my hon. friend driving home one
of his chickens, and that one of bis friends, who might be
politically opposed te him, should consider that ho had com-
mitted a violation of this Act and pr.osecute him. One
can imagine the hon. gentleman in the police court at
Hamilton answering a charge of this kind, after the speech
ho has made bore to-night. Let me call the attention of the
liouse to sub section b. Why, short tailed dogs are a
thing of the past. Anybody that bites or cuti off a dog's
tait je iable to be prosseuted now,

Kr. LANDERKIN. What about sheep?
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ir. LISTER. We know the farmers of the country

bave to eut sbeep's tails, end for very good reasons, and if
the farrmers are doing anythiog ol tais kind they are liable
to punishment under the provisions of this Act. My hon.
friend must remnember that if we want good meat we must
have steers in the country, and what is to become of us if
an Act of this kind passes into law ?

Bome hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. LISTER. I am sure that my hon. friend bas never

oonsidered those grave questions. I fear that there are
great difficulties in the way of this Bill, and that it would
be unsafe for the people whom we represent in this House
to make them liable to any such pains and penalties as are
provided in this Act. If those provisions pass into law my
hon. friend will be looked upon as a monster and a terror
by the community at large, and surely after the speech we
have heard no such character ought be attached to him.
We need only look at bis face to see that ho is bubbling ail
over with good nature. Another provision of the BAIl,
Bays:

" Shall, on summary conviction, before two justices of the peace, be
Hable to a penalty not exceeding $50, or to imprisonment for any term
not exceeding three months, with or without hard iabor, or to both."

There is ne such thing provided for as calling in a veterinary
surgeon. If two magistrates think my animal should be
destroyed al, they have to do is to make an order for its
destruction and I have no redress. Surely the hon. gentle.
man does not mean to put such power as that into the hands
of two magistrates. Suppose I was driving with the hon.
gentleman and tha rmy horse s hould become frautious and
I should use a whip that ho thinks is too heavy, or that I
should strike the horse a littie too bard, I would be liable to
be punished under the provisions of that Act.

An hon. MEM BER. And fined $50 and imprisoned,
Mr. LISTER. Yes, fined fifty dollars and three months

imprisonment at bard labor. We know there is hardly any
hard labor now, because my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice telle us that hard labor is pretty near over and that
the prisoners only have to break stones.

Mr. LANDERKIN. And they get tobacco.
Mr. LISTER. In view of these facts I would ask my

hon. friend from Hamilton (Mr. Brown) in all seriousness
to withdraw this Act. Did you draw this Bill out your.
self ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Address the Chair.
Mr. LISTER. I would ask the hon. gentleman Mr.

Speaker, if the hon. gentleman drew out this Bill himself.
I see that he shakes bis hoad as if to mean yes,

Mr. BROWN. Who shook his head? Was it I?
Mr. LISTER. I understood that you nodded your

head in assent.
Mr. BROWN. Oh no, I will give no answer to that.
Mr. LISTER. Thon it was not the bon. gentleman

who drew out the Act, and I would advise that it should be
taken back to the gentleman who drew it out to have those
objectionable clauses expunged. Let the hon. gentleman
stick to his Act as far as the birds are concerned, although
in this there are great difficulties. An old woman, for
instance who takes her chicken to market in a cage is likely
to be fined for having it boxed up. For several reasons I
should like to support this Act but I am afraid I wîll have
to vote against it in its present formi.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not presume that the
]on. gentleman is in jest, although he bas that appear-
ance. The hon. gentleman bas said that for the reasons he
expressed he was afraid he could not support the Bill and
I shal attempt to remove the objections he has advanced,

Wé L4sTa ·

with confidence that he is serions and wishes to support the
princi pie of the Bill. The hon. gentleman finds fault with
the Bill because it goes too far in punishing anyone who-

" Wantonly, cruelly or unnecessarily beats, binde,,ill-treats, abus«,
overdrives or tortures any cattile, poultry, dog, domestic animal or bird."

The hon. gentleman bas depicted the misfortune that might
happen to an old woman driving home ber geese, and who
might corne under the provision of the Bill of the hon. mem-
ber for Hamilton (Mr. Brown). Let me remove that diffi.
culty from that hon. gentleman's path by reminding him
that these are exactly the words of the present law and that
the hon gentleman from Hamilton in ail these clauses of
the Bill bas simply taken alrmost word for word the language
of chapter 173 of the Revised Statutes. The old woman
driving home her geese will be subject to no greater pains
or penalties than she is subject to under the present law.
The hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) wishes to add
some sub-sections by way of introducing new principles into
the law of cruelty to animals, and for convenience in draft-
ing ho has pursued the course of re-enacting the present law
and inserting his new sub-sections so that the changes
which he proposes in the Act will be seen at a glance and
without the nocessity of comparing two statutes. It may
be that the hon, gentleman bas departed in two or
three particulars from the strict language of the Act
concerning cruelty to animais, but so far as I have
examined the Bill, I find that he is re-enacting the
same law with the addition of two provisions: first ot
all, that it is expedient to make a penaI offence of using
live animals as a target, That is the first principie as I
take it of the hon. gentleman's Bill. In this country
when we have already gone so far as to make penal the
offence of even over-driving an animal, of beating or binding
him, is it not consistent legislation to say that we shall also
go so far as to say that that animal which we have protected
from beating and overwork shall not be shot at as a living
target ? That is the first principle of the Bill. The second
principle of the Bill is that any person who witnesses any
act of cruelty like this may interfere. The hon. gentleman
who spoke so well in opposition to the Bill, said that under it
provisions any person might interfere with a person doing
as ho liked with his own property. At present if a person
sees an act of cruelty done in his presence ho b ýs not the
right to interfere; he has not the protection of tais Bill to
interfere and the person who stops him from interfering is
not subject to the penalties provided pnder this Bill.
My hon. friend behind me asks, who is to decide whether
it is an act of cruelty done in bis pi esence. Precisely the
same authority as decides all questions as to cruelty under
the present law. If an animal is being beaten, unduly
bound, overdriven or tortured, it is the police authorities
who have the administration of the whole law upon this
matter ; and, subject to the adjudication of that authority,
my hon. friend simply proposes to add to the law, that if a
private person sees an animal improperly or cruelly mal.
treated they may interfere without subjecting themselves to
damages, or to bo turn-ed off the promises as interfering in
matters beyond their business. 'f ho hon. gentleman who
spoke last, likewise referred to the last sub-section, and said
that under it any one might stop in and lawfully destroy his
property. That is not so.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I said on the order of two
magistrates.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Not even on the order of two
magistrates, unless the animal is one which has been
abandoned or is not properly cared for. It is by no means
an uncommon circumstance for an animal which bas reached
that age wben it is worthless, to be turned out into the
roads or commons to die or to be killed as the case may be;
and in the present law there is nothing to enable any
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person to take that animal and put an end to its suffering.
What ndy bon. friend proposes is a speedy way of doing tu.
First of all, the animal baving been abandoned, two justices
of the peace are to be called in to decide whether its exis-
tence shall be put an end to.

Mr. MILLS. (Bothwell). I would like to ask whether
under section d, a party who fails to furnish proper pro-
tection to an animal might not have that animal destroyed?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think he would not. We
are, however, dealing with the second reading of this
Bill now. I am not discussing the question whether the
clauses are too strict or not. I am merely endeavoring to
show that some of the objections raised against it are
equally applicable to the existing law ; and that in asking
the House to decide on the principle ot this Bill, the intro-
ducer is calling our attention to these simple features-the
uàing of living animals as a target, and the propriety of
establishing the principle that any private indivianal may
interfere to prevent cruelty, and that an animal wbch has
been abandoned or is useless may be put an end to. But as
regards the objection that the Act may be abused and an
animal may be treated as abandoned if it is not proporly
housed, 1 must remind the hon, gentleman that the present
law, and every law of every kind to prevent immorahîty or
cruelty is subject to a like objection. It is impossible to
enact a statute Io put down any kind of vice or cruelty that
does not contain provisions which may be carried to an ex-
treme extent by fanatical or injudicious people; notwith-
standing which, we find that these statutes are useful for
the purpose of protecting innocent people and animals from
abuse. In practice such statutes are not really abused, be
cause they are administered by people of ordinary common
sense in the country who understand pretty weli how their
provisions are intended to work, and how they can be made
of benefit to the public without being made instruments of
evil.

Mr. EDWARDS. I do not intend to speak on this sub
ject further than to say that I will support the Bill; and in
this connection I desire to refer to a practical illustration
which I had a short time ago of the necessity for the pro-
vision contained in the last clause. About two moLths ago
a horse in the neighborhood in which I live was wandering
about in the fields. After the snow came, the animal could
obtain nothing upon which to live. I had it brought into a
yard and fed. I then applied to the Ottawa Society for the
Prevention of Oruelty to Animals to ascertain if there was
any legal way by which an abandoned animal might be
killed. I received an answer that there was no éuch provi-
sion. Now, the last clause of this Bill seems to make pro-
vision for a case of this kind, and I am very glad to see it.
I also approve of the Bill on general principles.

House divided on amendment (Mr. Tisdale).

YJSs:

Messieura
Amyot, Fiset,
Audet, Gauthier,
Beausoleil, Geoffrion,
Bergeron, Gigault,
Bergint Godbout,
Bernier, Grandbois,
Bourassa, Guay,
Bryson, Ives,
Cargill, Joncas,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Jones (Halifax),
Cartwright(Sir Richard)Labrosse,
Casey, Landerkin,
Casgrain, Lang,
Chouinard, Langelier (Quebec),
Cimon, La Rivière,
Cwok, Lépine,
Corby, Lister,
Ooulombe, Livingston,
Denison, Mo0arthy,
De@s"inligouDl,

Masson,
Mitchell,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Neveu,
Patterson (Eusex),
Putnam,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Rykert,
Ste. Marie,
Shanly,
Sailil,
Taylor,
Thérien,
Tisdale,
Ti ow,
Turcot,
T rwhitt,

aablml

Doyon,
Dupont,
Edgar,
Ferguson (Welland),

Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Barron,
8oisvert,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
Brown,
Cameron,
Campbell,
Carlin g,
Carpenter,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colter,
Coughlin,
Daly,
Davies,
Davin,
Dawson,
Dewdney,
Dickey,

McIntyre, Wallace,
mcmillan (Huron), Wilmot, sud
McMillan, (Vaudreuil), Wilson tElgin).-7l.
Marshall,

husn:

Messieurs
Dickinson, McKay,
Edwards, McKeen,
Eisenhauer, MoMullen,
Elli, Madill,
Ferguson (Leeds &Gren)Meigo,
Fisher, Mills (Annapolis),
Freeman, Monerieff,
Gillmor, Mulock,
Gordon, Platt,
Guillet, Porter,
Besson, Rose,
Hickey, Rowand,
Holton, Scriver,
Hudspeth, Semple,
lunes, 8kinner,
Jamieson, emith (Ontario),
Jones (Digby), Sproule,
Kenny, Stevenson,
Kirk, Temple,
Laurie, Thompson (Sir John),
Lovitt, Tupper,
McDoniald (Victoria), Waldie,
DcL)ougald (Pictou), Watson sud
McDougall (C. Breton),Wilson (Lennoi).-72.

Mr. TFOW. According to the Rules of the Rouse I un-
dorstand that any hon. gentleman who leaves bis seat loses
his vote. The hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) bas
left his seat, and his vote should be struck off.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am not aware that such a rule exists.

Mr. CASEY. Oh, Mr. Speaker, it bas always been the
rule that an hon. member leaving bis seat before the result
of the division is declared loses bis vote. It bas been de-
cided more than once in my experience in Parliament.

Some hon. MEMBERS. If he leaves the Chamber, not
bis seat.

Mr. SPEAKER. I deolare the amendment passed in the
negative.

Mr. TISD ALE. I rise to a question of Order. 1 think at
al events Mr. Brown is killed on the wing.

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the second time.

Mr. BOWELL moved the adjournment of the louse.

Motion agreed to; and flouse adjourned at Il p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Truasor, 21ist F'ebruary, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

OFFICIAL DEBATES.

Mr, DESJARDINS moved:

That ibis Bouse do now concur in the Fl rt Report of the Select Com-
mittee appointed to supervise the Official Report of the Debates of hie
House during the present Session.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 55) respecting Raies of Court in relation to
criminal matter.-(Sir John Thompson.)

1889. 247
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FREE LIST EXTENSION (COMBINATIONS) BILL.

Mr. EDGAR moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 56) toq
provide for placing on the free list articles of merchandisei
the production of which may be controlled by trusts or1
combinations. ie said : I hope that there exists in thisi
House, because I am sure that there exists in the country,i
an earnest desire to attack and destroy the evils whieh are1
arising to the community at large froin combinations to1
raise prices, whether those combinations are to restrict the1
production of certain articles, or are of other descriptionsj
The object of aIl these combinations is, of course, to prevent
fair and open competition in the Canadian market, and, in
order to preven t competition in the janadian market, it is,
I think, certainly in nine cases ont of ten, essential that the
combines should have the control of the Canadian m.qrkets
and, in order to have control of the Canadian markets, they
must thut out competition from abroad, from England or
from foreign countries, in those particular articles in respect
to which tne combination has been formed. It is perfectly
clear to my mind that, in order to prevent this monopoly and
to give the competition which the combines seek to prevent,
we must throw open the barrier which prevents competi.
tion from abroad, and must take off import duties which
prevent that competition in those articles. That is the
object of the Bil! which 1tam introducing. I propose that,
whenever an import duty is imposed by law on anycom-
modities which are manufactured iu Canada to an amount
exceeding $200,000, and over 80 per cent. of the aggregate
value of the amournt manufactured or produced in Canada
shall be manufactured or pr duced by persons in a combine,
then, in that case, these arâcles shall be admitted into Canada
free of duty. In order to determine whether any particular
articles are the subject of a combine, the Bill proposes that
it shall be the duty of the Treasury Board, whon informa.
tion is received by the Minister of Finance of the existence
cf sncb agreement, to make an investigation into it, and it
provides that the Treasury Board shall have the same
powers to enforce the attendance of witnesses as a Court
of Record bas in civil cases. Lt is thon provided that, if
upon such investigation, it shall appear that the commodity
is the subject of a combine, the Governor General shall, by
proclamation, order such merchandise to be imported into
Canada free of import duty. It is, bowever, provided
tbat, whenever sucb combination in respect of these artic'es
shall cease, then, upon the report of the Treasury Board to
that effect, the GoverLor shall give notice by proclamation,
and thon the original duty upon those articles shall come
into force again. The committee which was appointed
last Session, and presented its report, certainly only touched
upon the fringe of this question of combinations. I suppose
they were prevented hy the limited time at their disposal,
from going it.to a great many of the combinations which
are known to exist in the country. But enough was shown
by that rèport, which I have considered very attentively,
to convince that committee that there were evils existing
here which required legislative remedy, and the chairman
of that committee bas already introduced into this fouse, a
B.11 providing what he considers appropriate remedies to
overcome that evil. His Bil introduces pains and penal-
ties. I do not propose in this Bill, to make offences crimi-
nal, but, as the combinations are formed to extort money
out of the community, I propose to apply a financial re-
medy, and to prevent their being able to extort that money
any longer. I am not prepared to say that there are not
some articles produced in this country which may be the
subject of combines, and which are not affected by ou
tariff. There are a few of such, undoubtedly.
Monopolies may exist from other causes than a
high tariff, but very few do exist in this country, and
therefore, so far as my Bill will not cover cases of thatj
kind, and, perhaps, even in referenoe to those cases whioh1

the Bill will cover, it i8 proper to introduce stringent legis-
lation in the direction proposed by the chairman of the
committee of lut Session. I, for one, will1 do everything in
my power to assist in perfecting that measure, and I de-
pend upon the hon. gentleman (Mr. Wallace) to assist me
in perfecting this measure. There must be a great many
members of this flouse who have an honest belief that the
high protective tariff does not rob the people, but I think
those members will not go so far as to say that combina-
tions do not rob the people, and I think they will see that
it is in their interests to support the proposition I make in
order to avoid the evils which are arising in the way I have
described.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not object to the in.
troduction of the Bill, but, notwithstanding the explanation
of the hon. gentleman, we would like to see the Bill itself
before pronouncing on its merits. I would warn the hon.
gentleman, however, that perhaps he may find that, this
being a matter of trado, it ahould be introduced by resolu-
tion.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

EXTENSION OF CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY TO
QUEBEC.

Mr. LANGELIER ( Quebec ) asked, 1. The total
amount paid on the sum of $1,)00,000 voted in 1885 by the
Dominion Parliament for the extension to Quebec of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. 2. To whom were the several
payments made on account of the said sum ? 3, Far what
object were such payments made, and what has been
obtained in return theref or ?

Mr. FOSTER. 1. The total amount paid is $1,500,000.
2. 8970,000 to the Bank of Montreal for bonds of the North
Shore Railway Company, purchased at 87j, now held by
the Government, and $530,000 to the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. 3. The object for which these payments were
made was the object as set forth in the Act 48-49 Vie., cap.
58.

COM3IUNICATION ON THE NORTHERN AND
NOUTH-WESTE RN RAILWAY.

Mr. MITOIIELL asked, What stops, if any, th3 Govern-
ment have taken to establish communication between Indian-
town and the Blackville station of the Northern and North-
Western Railway, over the railway subsidised by the
Government, and for months completed, but which up to
this time has not been utilised ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The section of road
between Indiantown and Blackville was built by the
Northern and Western Railway Company under a Dominion
grant subsidy of $3,200 per mile, and is owned by them.
The president of the Northern and Western Railway is
perfectly aware that the Intercolonial Railway are per-
iectly ready to receive from and deliver to them freight
and passengers at Indiantown, the terminus of the Indian-
town branch of the Intercolonial Railway.

A. R McDONALD, SUPERINTENDENT ON THE
INTERCOLONLAL RAILWAY.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. CHoQuTTE) asked, Whether the
Goverrment, or the Minister of Railways, has received any
petition, letter or document, signed by the train hands on
the Intercolonial, asking that Mr. A. R. MoDonald,
saperintendent of that section of the Intercolonial lying
between Quebec and St Flavie, be also appointed superin.
tendent over that se3tion between St. Flavie and Camp-
bellton? If suchis the case, when was it forwarded ? By
how many employés was this petition or letter uigned ?
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What answer did the Government make to it, and does it
intend to grant the prayer of the said petition ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Minister of Railways
has received petition signed by the train hands on the
Intercolonial Railway asking that Mr. A R. McDonald's
district be extended frome t. Flavie to Campbellton. It
was forwaraed on the 5th Ray, 1887. It was signed by
1,722 employés, many of whom have never had any con-
nection whatever with the operation of the section between
St. Flavie and Campbellton. The matter was iunvestigated,
and the facto placed before the Minister, who decided that
no change wais necesary, and no answer was made to the
petition.

MAIL CARRIE AT BRUSSELS, ONT.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron) asked, 1. Who has the con.
tract for carrying the mails from the post office to the rail-
way station in the village of Brussels, county of Huron?
2. The naine of each contractor, if there is more than one?.
3. In whose favor are the Government choques made out,
and by whom endorsed ? 4. What salary is paid the con
tractor, or eontractors, for the work ?

Mr. HAGGART. The firm that has the contract for
carrying the mais from the post office to the railway station
in the village of Brussels, county of Huron, is R. &
S. Beaty. 2. The mies of the parties to the firm are
Robert and Samuel Beaty. 3. The Government cheques
are made out in favor of R. & S. Beaty. I cannot tell who
endorses them, as the cheques are at present in the hands of
the Auditor General. 4. There is no salary paid to the
contractor. 1he contract price for carrying the mail is
8150.

LIQUOR LICENSES IN THE ROCKY MOUNTAIN
PARK.

Mir. HOLTON asked, I the Government aware whether
any license or licenses have been issued for the sale of in-
toxicating liquors within the limits of the Rocky Mountain
Park ? If so, under what authority and by virtue of what
statute were such license or licenses issued ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. On the 12tb of July of this year, the
Lieutenant Governor of the North-West Territories report-
ed to the Department of the Interior that he had issued a
license to the Canadian Pacific Railway, at Banff, for the sale
of liquors. It is presumed that this permit vas issued under
aathority of section 92, cap. 50, of the Revised Statutes of
Canada.

PRIVILEGB-RULES OF TUE HlOUSB.

Mr. TROW. Before the Orders of the Day are called i
wish to bring before your notice and that of the Houe a
little episode that occurred last evening when the vote was
being recorded on the Bill of the bon. member for Hamil-
ton (Mr. Brown).

Mr. SPEARBIL Is it a question of privilege ?
Mr. TROW. It is a question of privilege. That

hon. gentleman, when the vote ws recorded, was so
elsted with hi sappareat aecess, that he acted as on the
wing. He moved to and fro in this Chamber. My object,
Mr. Speaker, in drawing your attention to the matter at
the preset mment, is to oer a few remarks with regard
to your ruling. We have always been under the impression
that it is necessary that members should be silent while the
votes are being recorded. L know that the First Minister
je invariably so exact in his calculations that, in order to
asOertain whether ail his followers have recorded their
vote%,he joe down a record of the vote as it is taken. I
have notie.d that is hi invariable rule. I have sometimes

attempted to adopt that oourse on accoînt of the position I
hold in my party, but in consequence of the noise frequently
made by hon. members, in consequence of an hon. gentle-
man moving from bis seat, I sometimes OnI mysilf almost
unable to do so, and the hue and cry of hin. members is
sufficient to disturb the whole House. I merely bring this
matter to your notice, Mr. Speaker, in order that proceed-
ings of that nature may be stopped. 1 was fully under the
impression that any hon. gentleman who moved fron his
seat after the "yeas" and "Inays " had been asked for and
the order been given to call in the members and until the
vote was finally declared, lost bis vote. In 1881, I chal-
lenged the vote of an bon. member who sat in the rear of
this House, and who at the time was standing off the plat-
form. The next day he brought up the question and sought
to have his vote recorded. The Speaker of that day, Mir.
Speaker Blanchet, struck the vote off the division list. The
next day ho appealed to the Speaker, and the Speaker's
ruling was as follows : -

" Putting the question ia from the time I ask the Flouse yes or nay
til the time I dectare the motion carried or lost. The name of the bhon.
member was recorded, but he went out of the House, acoording to bis
own etatement, hefore the question was finally declarel. The members
will recognise the wisdon of that ruloe; and in tact il would b-% impos-
sible to receive the vote if every h mn. gentleman was allowed to leave
hie seat, for in this country the votb ii taken by what we call assis et
lebe, by which every member muet be in bis seat when the vote i taken.
If every hon member were allowed to leavo hie seat, a great confusion
would be created, and it would be impossible to correcty regieter the
names of the members. in this case I am very sorry that I cannot
comply with the reqest of the hon. member for Vancouver. I am
bound to comply with the Rules of the House "

I can also quote a botter authority than Mir. Speaker Blan.
chet, an authority whose work is considered, not only in
this House, but at Washington and in England, the best
authority on record -Bouri not's Parliamentary Procodure.
On page 388 the author says :

"IMmbers should net leave their seats before the question is finally
declarad. la1881 a member's vote was struck off on account of hia
leaving his place before the question was so declared."
I move, therefore, that the vote of the hon. member for
Hamilton (Mr. Brown) be erased from the record, in com-
pliance with the rules, and as an example to hon gentle-
men to remain in their seats till the vote is recorded.

Sir JOHN A. MACDO N ALD. It will be safe to lave
the case in the hands of Mr. Speaker without any dis-
cussion.

Mr. SPEAKER The decision givm ty Kr. Blanchet
could not apply to the present tase. eule 17, quoted in
that docision, reade as follows:-

" When the Speaker is putting a question, no member shall walk out
of or seross the flouse, or make any noise or disturbanoe ; and when a
member is upeaking, no member shall interrupt him, except to order,
nor paso between him and the Uhair ; and no member may pas
between ihe Chair and table, nor between the Chair and the mace,
when the mace haî been taken off the table by the Sergeant."

This rule is enacted simply for the preservation of decorum
and order in the House. Hon. mombers will notice
that there is no penalty attacbed to a violation of this rule.
All I could do in the event of a member infringing it would
ho to callhim to order, and if ho continued to disturb the
House, I could name him and tben it would rest with the
House to deal with him according to the gravity of the
offence. In order to deprive a member of his right to vo»
there must be a clear disposition of the law, and oortainly
1 would not undertake to reject the vote of a member on
that rule. 1, therefore, consider that my decision of lait
night was correct, and I declare the present motion of the
hon. member for South Perth out of order.

Mr. MIL LS (Bothwell). I suppose the Firat Minister re.
members the vote referred to by the hon. member for South
Perth (Mr. Trow), when Mr. iBaster went out of thea HoUs
on all fours. He had loft bis seat, and on leaviag hi sMeat he
went outside of the jurisdiction of the Speaker altogether.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I think, now that the attention of

hon. members has been called to this matter, and the neces.
sity for maintaining decorum, and for members remaining
in their seats until the votes are recorded has been enforced,
I hope my hon. friend will not press his motion, as it might
break the heart of the hon. member for Hamilton (Mr.
Brown), but will withdraw it.

Mr. TROW. I withdraw the motion.
Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. It je out of order ; there

is nothing to withdraw.

REPORT.

Annual Report of the Minister of Railways and Canals.-
(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

WRECK[NG LAWS.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved second reading of Bil (No.
2) to permit foreign vessels to aid vessels wrecked or
disabled in Canadian waters. He said: In moving the
second reading of this Bill I hope it will receive a little
more favorable conideration from the House than it met
with last year. This is a subject which, I think, demands
and iequires at the bands of bon. members very careful
consideration. This Bill affects a large number of people,
a large monied interest, and it is also a Bill which is of a
quasi-international character and is one founded on
humanity, and for all these reasons it requires and receives
careful consideration. The object of the Bill is to permit
foreign vessels to enter Canadian waters and assist vessels
wrecked, stranded or in distress, and to bring in wrecking
apparatus for the purpose of assisting them. The Bill is
called for owing to the fact that there stands upon the
statute-book of the United States a Bill passed by Congress
eleven years ago, which was re-enacted last year in slightly
different terms, but to the same effect, granting similar
privileges to Canadian vessels in American waters, but it is
not to come into force until a proclamation has been issued
by the President of the United States when he is satisfied
that the Canadian Government ha e granted similar privi.
leges to American vessels in Canadian waters. Owing to
1Ïbe fact that the House last year saw fit in its wisdom to
reject the Bill I had the honor to have in charge, the
President of the United States in his annual message to
Congress, referred to the fact, and stated:

" It is much to be desired that some agreement should be reached with
Her Majesty's Government by which thedamages to life and property
on the great lakes may be alleviated, by removing or humanely regulat-
ing the obstacles to reciprocal assistance to wrecked or stranded ves-
sels. The Act of 19th June, 1878, which offers to Oanadian vessels free
access to our Inland waters la aid of wrecked or disabled vesselu, has
not yet become effective through concurrent action by Canada."
That at once draws attention to the fact that if this subject
is considered worthy of a reference by the chief magistrate
of the great Republic lying alongside of us, it is some refiec-
tion on this flouse that we have not given it such consider-
ation, nor met the efforts of the President of the United
States in hie efforts to settle this matter. I bold that this
House and this Government should give this matter evory
attention, and I believe that this Bill which I have brought
in will satisfy the wants of the case. I believe further, that
it is in the interests of Canada that this Bill should become
law. In 1876 a regulation was issued by the then Min.
ister of Customs, Mr. Burpee, to the effect that foreign ves-
sels have no right to come into Canadian waters to render
assistance to Canadian vessels, and the whole difficulty and
objeetion is founded upon that regulation issued by Mr.
Burpee. After this date a long correspondence took place
between the two Governments, and a great many cases
were alladed to where it was found that property
had been lost owing to the fact that the neareet and most
available tuge could not render assistance, because they

Mr. MuLs (Bothwell.)

belong te a different nationality te the country in whose
waters the wreck was. It is contended that no serions case
of this kind bas ever been brought te the attention of the
Minister of Customs, without his giving permission te
American vessels te come te the aid of vessels stranded in
Canadian waters, whereas the American Government re-
fused te allow Canadian vessels te go to the assistance of
vessels in American waters. That is just the case that I
wish te make out, and it is a strong argument in favor of
this Bill. Our wreckers say that assistance has been ob
tained from American tags, because of etatements made te
Ottawa,' and that permission has been given for United
States tugs te come te Canadian waters. We have before
us, in a letter, which I believe bas been sent te every mem-
ber of this House, facts detailing the circumstances of a
case in which this permission was given, last year, te the
detriment of Canadian wreckers. The hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mir. Charlton) referred, last Session, te cer-
tain cases where refusals had been given by the American
Government te allow Canadian vessels te go te the assist.
ance of vessels in American waters. I then told him that
this was perfectly true, but that in all cases where wrecks
bad taken place in Canadian waters, permission had been
given te the American vessels te come in here. This
permission is against the interests of our wreckers, who have
invested their money in valuable plant and machinery, but
it is in accordance with the kind and humane heart
of the Minister of Customs. We find that, last year, when
a vessel was stranded in a harbor on Lake Huron-
a safe, land-locked harbor, where no immediate danger was
apprehended-after the vessel had fallen into the hands of
the insurance companies, who were negotiating with the
owner of pumps and wrecking apparatus in Canada te go
te lier assistance, an instance of this kind occurred, The
insurance company had almost made the bargain with a
Canadian wrecker, but they telegraphed bore to the Minis.
ter of Customs for permission to get in a foreign wrecking
apparatus from Sault Ste. Marie, and he answered : "Yes,
you can get one pump in, if there is no pump available in
Canada." The insui ance company at once told this Canadian
with whom they had been making the bargain: "We don't
want yeu, we are going te get a pnmp and tugs from Sault
Ste. Marie." This Canadian wrecker communicated with
the Minister of Customs and told him that the permission
to bring in this pump was given under false pretences, that
wrecking apparatus was available in Canada, and ho asked
that the tug, when brouglit te Canadian waters, should be
seized. No attention, however, was paid te his telegram.
That American wrecking apparatus came te this Canadian
har bor, raised the vessel, and took the job and the profits
out of the hands of the Canadian wreckers.

Mr. CHARLTON. Where was this vessel?
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. At Tober Murray harber. I

will read the following in relation te the circumstances
from the letter of Mr. Wm. Lesslie:-

"On that date, Oct. 5, I wired your department at Ottawa, as fol-
lows :- Why grant permit for American wreckers to go to Isaac May,
sank in Tober Murray harbor, when our plant under offer for same job.
Answer.' To which I received the following reply:- "No permission
given but for use of one pump, provided noue could be obtained in Can-
ada.

(Signed) "J. JOHNSON."
"I then wired your department, saying that as the Andrew J. Smith

had then come in to do the job under miarepresentation, I hoped that
your department would instruct your officers at Collingwood and Owen
Sound to seise the tug and outfit when they came in with the May
and hold them pending enquiry, and I also wrote you on the same sub-
ject, but have not since been favored with a reply, and nothing was
done in the matter."
This letter is from a gentleman who has invested $30,000,
during the past few years, in furnishing a complete wreck-
ing apparatus and ouLfdi for work upon the great inland
waters. It is a prend thing for Canadians te know that this
wrecking apparatus ia the most perfect on the whole Chai
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of inland lakes; its pumping capacity is greater than any
to be found on the American side, and the whole apparatus
is more valuable, more complote and can do more work than
any American plant. The gentlemen who own this appara.
tus, as well as others engaged in the same business, are now
pressing that this Bill should become law.

Mr. UHARLTON. Where are they located ?
Mr. KiIRKPATRWCK. They are located along the chain

of lakes. They are going to have their headquarters at
Kingston and Windsor and the wrecking plant will be on
the upper lakes.

Mr. CHARLTON. They are not there now ?
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. They were at Windsor or Sarnia

last year, because they could not got a job, owing to the
fact that these American wreckers were allowed to come
into Canadian waters. I know that the Americans guard
their privileges in this respect, and until we accept their
offer of reciprocity in the matter, I think they are quite
right. They say: We have on our statute-book an offer
that if you will give as reciprocity on this matter, we will
give you the right to come into our waters, but until that
is done, you cannot do any work in American waters,
There is another large firm owning pumps and wrecking
apparatus, composed of Captain Donnelly and son, and the
Calvin Company, who have an interest in this matter. All
these wreckers are in favor of the passing of this Bill. They
are not afraid to compote with the Americans in any waters.
But more than that, Sir, I do not think there are more than
one or two who claim that they own wrecking apparatus,
and who have any objection to the passage of this Bill. Tho
tugs and apparatus are generally most inferior. What
other classes are in favor of this Bill? The whole shipping
interest of the entire chain of inland lakes. I venture to
say, that the owner of every ship or vessel on those lakes
is in favor of it. I hold in my hand a letter from Mr. A.
M. Smith, of Toronto, who has a very large interest in our
inland shipping, in which ho says:

" The provisions of this measure are in the Interests of the general
community, inasmuch as they must tend to lessening the logs of property
by disasters on the lakes, by enabling vessels in distress to avail them-
selves of the most readily obtained and most efficient appliances for as-
sisting them. in many cases that have come within my own personal
experience thousands of dollars' worth of property has been imperilled,
and frequently totaliy lost, by delays due to the absence of such inter-
national privileges. Oanadian vessel owners, underwriters, and wreck-
ing men, except, perhaps, some with very inferior appliances, will aIl, I
am sure, regard the passage of this Bill as a boon, and I trust that it
may meet with acceptance on botn sides of the House."
The Canadian Marine Association, at its meeting in
Toronto, where was represented every shipping interest in
the Canadian inland waters, passed the following resolu-
tion :-

" Resolved, that it is advisable that this association take action with
reference to asisting in briaging before the Government the necessity
of allowing the Bill for reciprouity in wrecking, which will again be
brought before the Dominion House by the Hon. George Kirkpatrick,
and that any deputation which may go from this association to Ottawa
shall press upon the Government the necessity of this matter and that
the boards of trade of Toronto, Hamilton and Kingston be asked to co-
operate."

The boards of trade of Toronto, Hamilton and Kingston
all petitioned in favor o ithis Bill last year. The board of
trade of Montreal did not consider it specifically, because
it was not brought before them at the time of their meeting,
but the moet influential men of Montreal also petitioned in
favor of it. Here is a letter which has been put into my
hand, from Mr. Milloy, manager of the Richelieu and On.
tario Navigation Company, in which ho says of this Bill:

" I think it is a good thing. The reason that the Spartan was taken
to Detroit.-thia steamer was wrecked on some of the upper lakes a few
year ago-was that she was in charge of American tgs, and they could
not go to a Canadian port with her, otherwise they would be seized. Il
we had a law hke that proposed by Mr. Kirkpatrick, she would have
been re ained i anada, and the duty on the repa.racoming into ana-
dg wo d have beensaved. I hope theillwillcarry."

So we lost the job of repairing that vessel for the want of a
law of this kind ; and i such a law is desired by shipowner8
and wreckers, why should we not grant it ? The answer
made heretofore and in correspondenoe with Washington
has been that we are giving away more than we receive,
that the greater number of these wrecks occur in Canadian
waters, and, therefore, the Americans want to get into our
waters without giving anything in return ; and itl is said
that if they also give us the right of towage and coasting,
we will c)nsider the matter. With regard to the first pro.
position, I say it is not true that the greater number of
those wrecks occur in Canadian waters. That may have
boen the case twenty years ago, when smali sailing vessels
were generally employed on the inland lakes, and the
winds may have blown thom on to the Canadian shores.
But now, when large steam vessels are engaged in the
carryin trade, they do not come so frequently into Cana-
dian waters, and the losses ocour principally in American
waters. I hold in my hand a return of wrecks in inland
waters for the year 1887-I have not the roturn for 1888-
and this return shows that out of 73 total wrecks which
occurred in 1887, only Il were in Canadian waters, and ont
of 100 partial wrecks, only 12 were in Canadian waters.

Mr. FOSTER. The whole lako lino?
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, fron Lako Michigan down

to the River St. Lawrence. That shows that owing to
the change in the class of vessels now navigating the in-
land waters, the wrecks that occur are chiefly in American
waters, and therefbre, if reciprocity in wrecking is granted,
the chief gainers wili be Canadians. Now, when we con.
sider the great amount of tonnage on those waters, and tho
great value which this advantage would give to our wreck-
ors, I think this Parliament should, without hesitation, give
it to thom. But it is contended that we can secure some
other advantage if we hold out a little longer. I do not
bolieve that is possible. The Congreses of the United States
have offered us, in the cause of humanity and progress,
reciprocity in wrecking; and if we say that we will not
accept that unless they aiso give us reciprocity in the coast-
ing trade and in towage, we may lose the reciprocity offered
to us. What does reciprocity in the coasting trade amount
to ? There is no comparison. We have about 150,000
tons of tonnage in the inland waters registerod for Canada.
I have no return of the exact amount registered on the
American side, but it goes up among the millions Of tous,
and last year there were bnilt 88 new vessels on the Ameri-
can side with a total tonnage of 108,525 tons, throo-fourths
of the whole of our tonnage registered in inland waters.
It will be seon from these figures that the two in-
terests cannot be compared, but are as a mountain
to a mole-hill. It is impossible for us to expect
that the Americans will give us rociprocity in the
coasting trade merely because we hold off from ac-
cepting thoir offer of reuiprocity in wrecking. Now,
we have another Bil before this louse, proposed by the
hon. member for North REsex (Mr. Patterson). It is
apparently a very fair Bill, providing for reciprocity in
wreckage, towage and the coasting trade; but the shipping
men throughout Canada know very well that that is
perfectly futile and absurd; as one of the correspondent&
says, we have not the ghost of a chance of getting recipro-
city in the coasting trade. Thon, wby hold out the deluuive
hope of getting it by pasing snob a Bill? It is only
keeping the promise to the ear and breaking it to the hope.
We might say, in the words of Macbeth:

"4And be these juggling fieds no more beleved,
That palter to us in a double senuse ;
That keep the word of promise to our ear
And break it to our hope."-

The bon. gentleman, seeing that there is a great cry for the
acceptance of this question from the whole oountry, ha
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brought down a Bil which purports to give it, but the effect vessels in distrees; and they believe that the object of my
of which really will be to prevent us having reciprocity in hon. friend's Bill is to enable wrecking oompanies to assist
wrecking. I hope the Government will not support that vessels in distress. Nothing of the kind is the case. When
Bill and its prinuiple as opposed to the offer which is now may a vessel be said to be in distress ? A steamer, when it
open t it. Not only are the shipping men in favor of the springs a leak, or when its machinery is damaged, and a
Bil of which I bave the honor to move the second reading, sailing vessel, when it springs a leak, or loses its sails or
but all the underwriters and insurance companies, and the spars, or its rudder or sailing gear is damaged, and there is
people interested in marine trade are in favor of it. That no law, human or divine, to prevent any vessel of any
being the case, why should we not adopt it? Last year, nationality aiding such a vessel in distrese in Ognadian
the Government in their wisdom, because the United States waters. The only occasion when American wrecking tuge
offered us reciprocity in trees and fruits, accepted at once or tugs of any description, with their appliances, are pre-
that offer. vented from interfering in Canadian waters, is when the

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not at once. vessel they wish to rescue is an absolute wreck, when it is
beached or stranded, and in that case, owing to the

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Well, two days afterwards. That action of the American Government in 1876, the
being the case, wby should they defer accepting the present hon. member for West York (Mr. Mackenzie), when he
one? Then an offer of reciprocity was accepted against was head of the Administration, with that sturdy manliness
the proteste of the fruitmen and the nurseymen of Canada, which characterised him, had an Order in Council passed
but now we have an offer, the acceptance of which is advo- retaliating on the Americans. He acted in.favor of Cana-
cated by every person interested in the business. I am not dian wrecking mon and Canadian labor, and it was in har-
going into alil the cases that were alluded to last year. I mony with the whole spirit of the National Policy that this
submit that this Bill ought, on every principle, te be adopted. existing system should be maintained, unless we could get
It is a measure in the interests of the marine trade, it je a substantial concessions in return for what we might give.
Bill called for by international courtesy, it is a Bill which Now, the Bil I have introduced does propose that substan.
reste on the broad ground of humanity, and wbich on that tial concessions should be obtained from our American
ground alone, if on no other, should be accepted. If the neighbors. The vessel men of the United States ara eager
liouse will pass the second reading, it would be well that in seeking a concession which will be granted by the Bill of
the Bill should be referred to a select committee; and I my hon. frieLd from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), and I
think a committee might be named which would consider lave it to the common sense of hon. members of this louse,
this Bill and also consider, if necessary, the principle of the whether we ever heard of our American friends being
Bill proposed by my hon. friend from Essex (Mr. Patter- anxious to have concessions which do not yield thèm a ma-
son), so that the latter, if it bas any merit, might be incor- terial advantage. Ky hon. friend, when ho speaks of his
porated in the measure before you; but we should not measure as being to the advantage of Canadian wrecking
allow the question of reciprocity in wrecking tobo tugs, is altogether in error. He is altogether in error in
coupled, as my hon. friend bas coupled it, with the question supposing that the majority of wrecks occur in American
of toils and navigation laws. Should the House pass the waters. I admit that the majority ot wrecks do occur in
second reading, I intend proposing that the Bill be referred American waters in the case of Lake Michigan, but my
to a select committee compoeed of Messrs. Cockburn, Ber- hon. friend is not as well up in geography as he is in
geron, Dickey, Edgar, Charlton, Labelle, Langelier (Que- humanity. There is a corner of Lake Ontario, where,
bec), Masson, Holton, Mulock, Shanly, Patterson (Essex), owing to the conformation of the coast, the majority
Weldon (St. John), Weldon (Albert), and the moven. Of the wrecks occur in American waters, and my hon.

Mr. PATT ERSON (Essex). I do not callyourattention, friend's constituent in whose interest ho is introducing
Sir, to the irregular proceeding of my hon. friend from this Bill is desirous of having access with hie valuable wreck-
Frontenao (Mr.EKirkpatrick) in discussing in advance a Bill ing plant to Collin's Bay and the wrecking waters of that
which is not before the House- portion of the lake. But my bon. friend is in error in sup-

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It is before the fouse. posing that in Lake Brie and River and Lake St. Clair, the
majority of wrecks are in American waters. If the poli«y

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex)-but I will placemyself in of my hon. friend be adopted, we may as well give up at-
order by movit g, in amendment, that Bills Nos. 2 and 7 be tempting to maintain the National Policy at all, because we
now read the second time and referred to a select committee would be giving away absolutely to our American neighbors
composed of Mesre, Bowell, Tupper, Kirkpatrick, Ferguson those valuable concessions which might possibly bring
(Welland), Boyle, Charlton, Préfontaine, and the mover. I about in the near future a reciprocity treaty on an extended
think I am consulting the best interests of the country in .scaie. But if we give them everything they desire, every-
placing some members of the Administration upon the thing they demand, there will be nothing left for us te ex-
committee, as it is a matter, alter all, in which the G*overn- change with them on any future occasion when we desire
ment of the day should have a decided policy. My hon. to bring about a reciprocity treaty on a larger scale; and
friend, in dealhng with the question, has appealed toEthis therefore I tbink this Bill should not become law, but that
louse on the ple of international courtesy and humanity. the Bill which I introduced shonld find fator with the flouse
1 do not think, after our recent experience of the treatment and with the Administration, because, should that Bill
we have received from our American cousins, that the plea be accepted, it will bring about a complete aystem of reci-
of international courtesy should have very great weight procity in our inland marine navigation. We would be
with us to-day. As to the ple of humarnty, I think I able to get some advantage if our Canadian tug
satisfied my bon. friend lst year that in that plea h was had the privilege of towing American vessels in
quite mistaken. I supposed thon tEst hes generous heart American waters. There as been noe case pointed
had clouded hie better judgment, but I am afraid I out by my bon. friend from Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
caannt give him that credit to-day, for 1 muet say that to- patrick), and I defy any member of this liouse
day, for want ni a better argument h. is making use of the to point out a case where an Ameî ican vessel has ever
ad captandum cry in trying to make us believe that the been interfered with in coming to the aid of a vessel in dis-
question of humanity is iavolved in this busimess matter. tress or where a wrecked vessel, although not in danger,
Many of those who, in good faith, support thé hon. gentle- bas been refused the use of American tuge and appliances
man in this matter, are under the impression that the when Canadian tug were not availaWbe. The whole arg-
Oanadian Government tre aoting harshy towards American m at on te grnd of hmanity is erroneous a fas
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There is no question of humanity involved in it, but it je
simply a question of business. If itis desired to encourage
American labor and American tuge at the expense of Cana.
dian labor and Canadian tugs, then the Bill of the hon.
member for Frontenae should become law; but there is not
an argument that he bas put forward which cannot be ap.
plied to the abrogation of the Treaty of 1818, and I do not
see how the hon. gentleman can consistently support the
present Administration, can support the National Policy,
and can support the course of the Government towards the
Americans on all other grounds, and yet take the ground
he does in this Bill which ie now before the Bouse. To
show tie effect o! carrying out the existing law, I may say
that a Detroit wrecking firty bave bought property in Am.
berstburg, and are establishing themselves there in order to do
wrecking in Canadian waters. That is fair, if they use
Canadian vessels, employ Canadian labor and start from
Canadian ports; but we are not willing that they should
bring in their seamen and thoir tugs from American ports
to ont our Canadian seamen from their legitimate avocation.
I quite favor sending this measaure, in conjunction with the
Bill which I have introduced, to a committee. I desire
nothing but an intelligent and well-informed consideration
of the question. 1 should be glad that the Bouse would
agree to its going to an unprejudiced committee which may
give to this Bouse a full, fair and unbiassed report, so that
you may be guided to an intelligent decision, not to a
dccision wrung from you by appeals to your sympathies
and sentiments, but a decision based upon business princi-
pies and upon the facta laid before you, because I suppose
a committee of this kind is intended ta take evidence and
lo ascertain accurately the views of all those who are
interested in the matter. I move that these Bille be read
the second time,and referred to a select committee corn-
posed of the Hon. Mr. Bowell, lon. Mr. Tupper, Messrs.
Kirkpatrick, Ferguson (Welland), Boyle, Charlton, Lister,
Préfontaine and the mover.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think this motion is in order.
The question now is whether the Bill should be now read
the second time. It is not a question of whether it sbould be
sent to a committee or not. Furthermore, the question
cannot be to read another Bill which is on the Order paper,
and which will come up in its place, but we cannot dis
place the orders on the paper. Every item is to be taken
up in its turn, one after the other, except by unanimous
consent. I suggest that the Bill be read now, and that,
when the other Bill comes up, it might be referred to the
same oommittee, and the committee on this Bill might be
altered or amended.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think, after the statement
of my lon. friend who promotes this Bill (Mr. Kirkpatrick)
there will be no difficulty. Of course, my hon. friend from
Easex (Mr Patterson) has been a little too previons, to u-e
the common pbrame, in roving, as he bas done, in reference
to hie own Bill, but my hon. friend from Frontenac bas
stated hie wish that the two Bills should go to a select com-
mittee. I tbink so, too. The subject was disen-sed before,

two gentlemen should ait together and agree on a oommittee
to which the two Bills should be referred.

. Mr. PL &TT. How would it do for the Government to
take up the question?

- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We cannot prevent the
hon. gentleman moving for the second reading of his Bill.
The Government may be very powerful, and the bon.
gentleman (Mr. Platt) may have great confidence in the
Gvernment, but I think my hon. friend has a right to
prose hie bill to a second reading.

Mr. LABELLE. I have been connected with navigation
for a number of years, and I have studied the Bill of the
bon member for Frontenac (Kr. Kirkpatrick), and, though
it is not an elaborate Bill, it le a very good one. The
American Government are not as bad as some members ap.
pear to think. For years I have been at the head of a navi-
gation company, and we have had very satisfactory dealings
with them. The letter which was read from Mr. Milloy I
suggested to the hon. member for Frontenac to get, because
Mr. Milloy was in charge of that end of our ine. If va
had had wrecking reciprocity with the Americans, they
would bave taken our boat, the Spartaa, which waa
wrecked, to the Canadian side, and, instead Of paying$2,O000 to the Americans for labor and material in re-
pairing ber, we would have paid it to Canadians. 1 think it
is a protection for us to have reciprooit in wreoking be-
tween the two nations. There is another hing, Mr. Speaker.
In England the Royal Humane Society give rewards for sar.
ing the lives of sailors and other people; but in this country
one would think that, so lar from giving rewards for saving
life, we wish to prevent them from saving the
lives of our shipwrecked sailors. Certainly it is time
that this honorabe fHouse should accord to other nations the
privilege of rendering assistance to our shipwrecked sail-
ors. Suppose that one of our steamers was wrecked, as in
the case mentioned, and that the only vessel in sight was
an Amer;can vessel, at present she could not offer her ser-
vices, because, however desirous she might be of saving life,
she would have to save her property at the same time,
whercas if she could save the lives of these people,
their property would not be in danger ot being seized.
There is a humane element in this question which
onght aiso to be taken into consideration. In regard
to the coasting trade I must say that the Americans
have aiways been very iberal with our company. We
have had boats that have been stopping at American port,
one after another, and the Americans bave never plaoed any
obstacle in our way, and bave given us every facility te go
from one port to another. Therefore, I think it would b.
good policy to look at the question on a higher ground, and
that our Government should accord them the privilege of
coming into our waters to assist wrecked vessels. Certain-
ly, if the Americans would not do the same towards us, I
would not advise the course I do, but the Americans have
passed a similar law which will go into force as soon as our
Government do the same; therefore I think that we ought
to pass the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac.

and Parliament came to a decision upon it. »Of course it is
a very serions thing for Parliament to change its policy. Mr. COCKBURN. In regard to the remarks of the
but, after the elequent speech of my hon. friend from hon. member for Esex (Mr. Patterson), it is strange that
Frontenac (Mr.Kirkpatrick), which has, no doubt, impressed he should have thought it necessary to digress from the

every member of the House, il hon. members are convinced point in issue and appeal to the. National Pohicy against this
that they ehould change their opinion, they will do so. I Bill. I am myself an ardent supporter of that pohicy, but
think the matter is of sufficient importance that the whole I do not wi-h to sec it used to give refuge to every measure
question should go to a select committee, in order that that may be brought before this House. The subject of this
gentlemen who understand the subject, gentlemen from Bill ought to be debated on its own merits; and I do not
different parts of Canada, and especially from different think that the arguments adduced by the lon. member are
parte of our inland waters, should consider the whole subject. such as to carry conviction to the minds, either of those
1 understand that to be the proposition of my bon. friend, who are disposed to look at the matter simply as one of
but I suppose that each of my hon. friend lias his own trade, or to take a hi ber view of it and look upon it in the
favorites lor the committee, and I would sugget th .the light of humanity. . ha tlked to us about international
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courtesy and international humanity. It ill becomes ns,
I think, to take such a ground, when for years the United
States have offered us this international courtesy and it is
we who have refused it. I do not think that this House,
after the humanitarian vote we gave last night for
the protection of the sparrows and the pigeons, is
prepared to turn around now and not show the
same humanity to our fellow-reatures. It is all very well
to tell me that the vessel must be actually wrecked,
or actually beached, or actually stranded, before this law
comes into operation. Surely it must be necessary on
many an occasion, that a vessel should be relieved as soon
as possible from the perilous position in which it stands at
the time, for the saving of an hour, or a day, may mean
the saving of the cargo, and may be the aving of the lives
of those on board. With reference to the desire to hold
back this act of humanity, on the plea that by-and-by we
shall be able to obtain some advantages in the coasting
trade, I think we must consider that we have to deal
with people who are not going to be blinded in that way.
We have got little to offer-little in itself, considering that
in one year the tonnage built by the Americans on the
lakes was stated by the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) to be equal to the whole Canadian tonnage
on those lakes.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No, about three-fourths.
Mr. COCKBURN. Well, such is the proportion. Our

chances, even on the low basis of making moncy by the
salvage, must be greater in saving American vessels than
could be the chances of American vesqels in saving
Canadian vessels. If we look at iL from the money point
of view, I think it is our interest to pass this Bill. But I
desire to look at it from a higher point of view; and when
I look at the words of this Bill it does seem to me
strange that in the latter part of the nineteenth century,
and before an intelligent audience, we should require per-
mission to bring in an Act to permit foreign vessels to aid
our own that are wrecked or disabled. I think the feeling
of humanity itself ought to be suffioient to make us cry
out for the passage of such a Bill. I have myself, on one
occasion, been in a wrecked or a disabled position-I do
not mean politically, 1 mean on shipboard-and I should
have thought little indeed of any man who, before coming
to my aid, or before rescuing the cargo, was to considier
the question whether I belonged to his own nationality, or
whether there was any Act to disable him from performing
an act of humanity. I trust, therefore, that the facts ad.
duced will be considered by this House sufficient to leai it
to pass this Bill, and to wipe from our legislation this blot
upon our humanity in the way we treat wrecked vessels.

Mr. WALDIE. I have great pleasure in supporting the
Bill of theb hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick),
from a business point of view. In my past experience it
has been my misfortune to have a vessel wrecked. The
wreck occurred at Rondeau, during a great gale, and there
were three other vessels either wrecked or ashore at Long
Point at the same time ; and to say that we are to be pre.
vented from employing any tug, no matter what its
nationality may be, to save our property or to save lives
jeopardised, is to say something unreasonable, and to adopt
a principle which I do not think this House will adopt. It
has been urged that we should reject this Bill in order that
we may get a more extensive reciprocity from the United
States with regard to marine property ; but seeing that the
United States have extended their proposition so as to
permit wrecking to be reciprocal, let us accept what they
have proposed, especially as it is entirely in our own
interest. It is a fact that our Government bas been exceed-
ingly liberal and have never refised permission to secure
the services of an American tug for a wrecked vessel; but the
owners of these wrecked vessels have to pay more for the use

Mr. XooiuRN,

of that tug than they would if this Bill was passed, because
there is a hesitancy on the part of the owners of a wrecking
tug and the owners of wrecking appurtenances, to come into
our waters, for fear of violating our law and rendering them-
selves subject to seizure. It is alo my conviction that we
should pass this Bill as a humanitarian measure, if for no
other reason; but there are also financial advantages which
will accrue to the owners of our own marine property. In
view of all these considerations, I trust this Bill will pass
the House.

Mr. MASSON. As representing a riding containing the
port which has, I believe, the heaviest tonnage of any port
in Ontario, I do not think it would be right for me to allow
this discussion to end without saying a few words in bebalf
of the interests at that port. As has been stated by the
mover of the Bill, the shipping men are unanimously in
favor of the Bill. Not only vessel owners, but their em-
ployés on vessels, the marinera, are all in favor of it, and
the insurance companies, I am informed and believe, are
also all in its favor. It is, then, not a question so much of
humanity as a question of our own business interests. I
quite agree with the hon. member for North Essex (Mr.
Patterson) when he says that the Americans would not
offer us reciprocity or exchange of privileges unless they
expected to obtain a benefit. They do expect to get a bene.
fit in one way, and we may get a benefit in the same way or in
some other way. They expect to get a benefit on acoount of
their large shipping interests on the northern lakes-Supe-
rior, Michigan, Huron and Georgian Bay-and the dvan-
tage, in cape any of their vessels are wrecked, of being able to
go to the nearest point and there obtain assistance. 1 know
of cases where an American vessel has gone ashore in Lake
George, where the channel is narrow, and where it is a
dredged channel part of the way, and on a passing vessel
throwing a line, and pulling the craft off, the vessel render-
ing such assistance was seized immediately, for entering an
American port. As a matter of international courtesy,
therefore, I do not think we owe the Americans anything.
It is purely not as a matter of humanity, because I think
the hon. member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson) met
that point, by stating that relitf had never been refused
where life was in danger, but as a matter of business I con-
sider it, because in cases whore vessels were strande 1,
or went on the rocks, the delay of one hour, or one day,
may mean a loss, not only of the cargo, but of the
vessel, and, unfortunately, perhaps of life. When this
subject came before the House last Session, I took
the opportunity of corresponding with all the ship-
owners interested in iL in my port, and I received
from them an unanimous request to give the Bill all
possible assistance. As to t e other point, that if we
refuse this offer it may be used as a lever to secure
something further, I think with my hon. friend from
Essex (Ur. Patterson), that equal towing and coasting
rights would certainly be a benefit to us if we could obtain
them, but I agree with hon. members that it is impossible
to obtain them. The Americans will not grant then; and
when we have %u offer which the Americans suppose will
be a benefit to them, if accepted, we have to consider
whether it would not be a benefit to ourselves. I believe
it would be of very great benefit to our shippers, our vessel
owners and insurance companies. The sooner a vessel
stranded on the rocks is assisted, especially on the north-
ern lakes, wbere the storms are not only frequent bat very
eudden, the better it is for all parties concerned, and for
that reason, independent of any question of international
courtesy, and independent of the question of reciprocity or
no reciprocity, I think it is desirable to secure any privi-
leges we can get, and reciprocity in wrecking I think would
be an advantage to our shippers, to our vessel owners, and
to our insurance companies.
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Mr. LISTER As representing a county largely inter.

ested li the lake shipping, I have a word or two to say
in support of the measure introduced by the hon. member
for Frontenac (KMr. Kirkpatrick). I think I may say that
there is not a master or shipper in Canada engaged in the
carrying trade who is not in favor of the measure intro-
duced by that hon, gentleman. The Bill proposed by the
hon. member for North Essex (Mr.-Patterison) we should
all b. glad to accept if we could get what he aisks, but
when we remember the statistics furnished' by the hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), we must perceive
the utter impossibility of hoping that the United States
will grant us equal privileges in the coasting trade. When
we remember how utterly insignificant our shipping in.
terests are, compared with theirs, we must be convinced that
for the States to give us equal rights in coasting would be
injurious to their trade, while at the same time it would
stimulate to a very large extent our shipbuilding industry
and would be advantageous to us in that regard. It is, I
believe, impossible to obtain such privileges, and under
these circumstances it is the duty of Parliament, before
navigation opens, to pass an Act whereby the vessels
of cither country, if placed in danger, would be able
to get assistance at the nearest possible point. The First
Minister has suggested that this matter be referred to
a special committee. I think I voice the sentimentof almost
everyone when I say tbat there appears to be no diver.
sity of opinion upon this subject; in fact, there is a con.
census of opinion in favor of the Bill of the hon. member
for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). In my judgment no
committee is necessary in this case. I hold that it is the
duty of Parliament to pass the measure just as it is. If it
is thought that we could obtain coasting rights under the
Bill of the hon. member for Essex (Mr. Patterson), some-
thing might be done in that direction, but my own view is
that it is impossible to get those coastng privileges, and
therefore we owe it to ourselves and to the country to pass
the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
patrick). It is quite possible that some peop:e engaged in
the wrecking business may object to this Bill, but 1 have1
received the circular referred to by theb hon. mover, and it
appears that the author of the circular declares ho is in a
position to compote with United States wrecking companies,
and asks to be pormitted t9 compote with them. Under
these circumstances, and as there i no interest opposed to
granting reciprocity in wrecking, I should not be dîscharg-
ing my duties to my constituents did I not raise my voice

lat Session ho stated distinctly that ho was in favor of this
Bill, and said it was true reci rocity. Reference has been
made, perbaps a littie irregularly, to the Bill that comes
shortly after this Bill on the Order paper, the Bill of the
hon. member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson). What
necessity there is for that Bill I cannot understand. The
hon. member proposes that instead of accepting the offer
of the Americans for reciprocal wrecking, we should make a
proposal to them for reciprocal coasting privilege«. Why,
we have made that proposai to th Americans. For nine-
teen years the proposai which the bhon. gentleman ai-ks us
to make has been on the statutes of this country. So, why
do we want to re-enact it ? Does not the hon. gentleman
know that nineteon years ago we made this proposition,
and it was enacted and appears in our Revised Statutes?
It is in the Act respecting the coasting trade of Canada;
section five says:

" The Governor in Council may, from time to time, declare that the
foregoinrg provisions of this Act shahl not apply to the ships or vessels
of any foreign country In which our ships are admitted to the coasting
trade of such country."
During those nineteen years that have elapsed, the Firet
Minister bas been in power for fourteen years, and he ha
not been able to induce the Americans to accept that offer,
and I do not see any reason why we eau expect to induce
them to accept that offer by passing another Act, as is pro.
posed. I really do not see that a select committee should
be asked to enquire into that matter, for I think the Ilouse
is prepared to put through this Session the Bill of the hon.
member for Frontenac (gr. Kirkpatrick).

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am afraid there is no use in my

attempting to agree to a committee with my hon. friend
for E-sex (Mr. Patterson). If we waited until that is done
we would have to wait until the end of the Session. There-
fore, I move:

That Bill No. 2, intituled: "An Act to admit foreign vessels to aid
vessels wrecked or disabled la Canadian waters," be referred toa select
committee composed ot Messrs. Oockburn, Bergeron Dickey, lgdgar,
Langelier (Quebec, charlton, Labelle, Masson, unilock, Shanly
Patterson (Essex), Weldon (St. John), Weldon (Albert), Holton, and
the mover.

Mr. PATTE RSON (Essex). I beg to move, aq an amend-
ment:

That said Bill be referred to a select committee composed of Hou.
Mr Howell, Hon. frr. Tupper, Hon. Mr. Kirkpatrick, Messre. erguson
(Welland), Boyle, Charlton, Lister, Préfontaine, and the mover.

in favor of the Bil now under consideration. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 do not think that
amendment can be put. If my hon. friend from Frontenac

Mr. EDGAR Those who recollect the debate on this (Mr. Kirkpatrick) will not agroe tu meet my hon. friend
question last Session, will distinctly remember that the from E.,sex (Mr. Patterson), and settie on a committee, it
then Minister of Finance, Sir Charles Tdpper, only objected shows he is afraid of his Bill.
to this Bill so ar as to ask a postponement for last Session. Mr. K[RKPATRICK. Not at all, I am not afraid of it.
HIe most distinctly said the Bill bad a great deal of menit I am only afraid we will not agree.
in it, but he asked the House to posipone the Bill-for
what pur pose? In order togive the Government an oppor- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, you will not gree
tunity to ascertain whether or not they could obtain reci- to the Bill. I think that my hon. friend had botter not
procity in coasting privileges from the American Govern- p:ess bis amendment.
ment. This Goverument have had twelve months to make Mr. CASEY. After the points raised by my hon. friend
that inquiry. It is perfectly clear now that there is no from Ontario (Mr. Edgar), I do not see that there is any
answer, from the Government's standpoint of last Session, to necessity for the Bill going to a special committee, unless
the plea for the passage of this Bill, unless the Goverrnment the Government are positively deermined that it should.
can say to.day that they have ascertained from the Ameri-¡ he flouse has unanimously decided on the principle of
can Government that there is a probab:lity of getting those the Bill, and my friend from Ontario (Mr. Edgar) bas
coasting privileges, because, if they have Leither taken any pointed out that atl that eau be gained from the Bill of the
stops to ascertain the fact, nor arrived at any resuit hon. member for Eser (Mr. Patterson) is already in the
froM their negotiations, thon there is no possible reason statutes. By adopting the prineiple of this Bill, the BHouse
why this Blill should not pass this SeËsion, even from bas declared that it does not intend to bind up the question
their point of view. I am strengthened, too, in my of wrecking along with that of coasting and towage. Hav-
opinion that the Goverument wili favor Ibis Bill this ing taken such action, and being practically unsnimous on
Session, since the hon. member for South Lanark (Mr. Hag- the principle of the Bill, I do not see why the louse should
gart) has become a member of the Administration, because refer it to a special committee.
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Mr. LISTER. Persons will have to be subpænaed before
this committee at the expense of the country, and we will
be put to an expense of one or two thousand dollars to take
evidence on a matter which we ail know about already.
There is no person in this country, except hoeis the owner
of a wrecking rig, who is opposed to this Bill. It will take
many hundreds of dollars to bring witnesses here, and the
result will be merely telling ce what we ail know already.
Why not lot the Bill go through the committee of the
House now and pass it?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The remarks of the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Lister) are disparaging to the commiLtee
named by my hon. friend. There are some names on that
committee that may be taken as a guarantee that there
will b. no expense.

Mr. MACKENZIE. There is no power to call for per-
sons, and you cannot go to auy expense in that direction.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, that is so.
Mr. CASEY. What is the committee for, then ?
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Just to consider the provisions of

the Bill.
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). If my hon. friend would

let the matter stand until to-morrow-
Some hon. MEUMBERS. No, no.
Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). I wish to have members on

the committee who are interested in the question because
of the localities they represent. I do not wish the question
to be ettled from a party view as to who shoutd be a mem-

city the hon. gentlemen's Bill propose. I muet compliment
him, by-the-by, on the extreme liberality of bis views in
the matter of reciprocity. He expreesed wonder that the
hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. irkpatrick) should sup.
port the Governmont when he advocated reciprocity in
wrecking, although ho himself advocates reciprocity,
not only in wrecking, but in towing and coasting.
[ think his position is the more anomalous of
the two, if there is anything anomalous in either. But 1
think the reciprocity which the hon. member for Essex
desires can only be obtained as part of a far larger scheme
of unlimited reciprocity or commercial union, or something
of that sort. The hon. member said that we should not
give this reciprocity in wrecking unless we got something
substantial in return. That is the position I take. We
know that we are getting something substantial in return,
because as soon as our Bill becomes law, reciprocity in
wrecking will be an accomplished fact; but by adopting
bis Bill we should be getting not only nothing substantial,
but nothing at all, because matters would be left exactly as
they are, and I think it is the sense of the House that
matters ehould not remain as they are. I, therefore, oppose
this Bill, and hope the House wiil not agree to the second
reading.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). I differ from my hon. friend
from West Elgin (Mr. Casey). I think the House should
allow this Bill to be read the second time. I am in favor of
the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac, and I am also in
favor of this Bill, and I think it would be well to pass both.
If we can get reciprocity in wrecking,,there is no doubt it
is a good thing; but if we eau also get reciprocity in tow-

bar of the committee. 1 think that theM il I fhave intro- ing ancoatlng, that ie stili botter. I ditter Irem bon.
duced is in the interest of the country, and I conscientiously gentlemen who eay that it je impossible to get reciprecïty
believe that the effect of the Bill of the momber for Fron- in towing and coasting. I believe it le possible te got it. Lt
tenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), if it becomes law, will be to drive je true the coasting trade of the United States le very much
our Canadian wreckers out of business altogether, and that larxer than ours; but it le aise true that thoy have vory
our Canadian sailkrs will have to seek oremployment on many more coasters, aud it wouid ho very convenient te
American vessels. It will not only affect the wrecking ther if the coasting trado of both countries were thrown
veels, but the whole inland fleet. If we are going to have open. Therefore I hope the House will allow this Billte
reciprocity at all I desire that we should have reciprocity be read tho second time.
as a whole, because the exception of coasting and towing
would make a large difference. It is well, if this proposition M.Lince I have had tho honor of a st in
is to be renewed, that the towing and coasting questions this Bouse I have heard hon. membors talk over and over
sbould be combined with the wrecking question. If the hon again about the principhos of Bills; I have h :ard people
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) will consent, I talk seriousiy about the principle of a Bil, as though if ven
think that we can come to an amicable arrangement as to departed in the elightost te the right or tho bf t and violated
the formation of the committee, but I believe tbat we what they called the principle of a Bil, yen would commit
should appoint members fron localities affected by the Bill, a grievous si. I do net tbink the hon. member for East
and who will be able to bring valuable information to tho Elgin (Mr. Casoy) le callod npou te pasa any strictules
House on the question. upon the hon. mombor fer North Essex (hfr. Patorson). If

Some hon. MEMBERS. Lot the hon. gentlemar with- we can get what this Billprovide for, we shah get some-

draw the amendment. thing tht wil worth thosand of dollars tthpeople
draw he aendrent.of this country. If we cannot get that, thon we should get

Amendment withdrawn, and Bill referred to Select wbat the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk atrick)
Committee. desires to obtain by hie Bil. And se far as thSeBIlleare

concerned, doaling with the sarne question to, a certain
RECIPROCITY IN WRECKING, TOWING AND extent, but one going a stop farther than the other, I think

COSTIgNG. it eprper to refer them botb t othe sate c irmittee. I
doine twi any cacrifie or violation of principle by what i

Billr.7)TTRodmi(Evssle)mo ed secondtheoUdingdfppsed te oastdon. If could b at aedS satisfed that
lwhattheahon. membor for North t tex asks could be.

States of America tewrocking, towing and coamting privi- accorpeished, I would glady aid him in every posible
loges in Canadiat waters. way. But I am af raid that neothing of te kind eau b

MËr. (ÂSEY. I do net think that we should pues this accorpished, because the Americanw apprciat tee highly
Bill threugh a second reauiDg, becauso by se doing we what they have now te yield what we want Tii.
would ondorse the principle that w. are lot tet have reci. measur we are obtaining by trd oBillf h hon. movmber
proity in wrecking until w. have reciprocity in tow ing for rontena p is a valable ono, which oIght te have been
and ceastiug as weih, which would mean that, for the pr-t en our Statutebook yearinageo although ilycannotob u said
sont at al.eonh, we eould net have reciprocity in wrlck- that the want of it has bon any very serius lois, for the
ing, te obtain which we have jet passed a Bil l hrough itsw on. Ministor of Jthisi, humanitarian as we is, ba aways
second reading. Evorybody knows that aIruent it don. what wl neosry tosalow idote tboiven te odible
would bd quite impossible teooboabii ttfextandea rocipro- vosar.
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Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I think the suggestion made

by the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Lister) is the best
way to setile the discussion on these Bills. I think the
House is in favor of the principles of both Bills. One does
not go as far as the other. The contention is that, on the
one hand, we ought not to make the attempt to get what it
appears possible for us to get without, at the same time,
getting all that is asked for by the Bill of my hon. friend
beside me. I would suggest that my hon. friend should
allow his Bill to go before that committee, sud I have con-
fidence enough in that committee to feel that the Bill would
be fairly considered there on its merits, and that if we
cannot get all that my hon. friend asks for, it is possiblewe
may get much more than the hon. member for Frontenae
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) asks for.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not rise for the purpoe of dis-
cussing the principle of the Bill now before the fouse. I
would merely say, without entering upon a fall discussion
of the Bill, that, se far as the records of the two countries
are concerned with regard to wrecking, that of the Can-
adian Government stands in a much better position than
that of the American Government. The Canadian Govern-
ment has uniformly been liberal iu its treatment of the sub.
ject. Numerous instances have occurred where they have
permitted American wrecking plant to enter our waters,
and I doubt whether one solitary instance has occurred of
the Americans having returned that courtesy. In the
speech I made last winter on this subject, I referred to a
case of great hardship, the wreck of the Algoma, wlen the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company had their own plant at
Port Arthur, within 50 miles of the scene of the wreck,
which they were not allowed to use for the relief of their
own vessel, but were compelled to send to Port Huron, 600
miles away, in order to get wrecking plant. While the
humanity cry may have a great deal of efect, it is impos-
sible to show any single instance in which human life has
been imperilled through the Canadian Government refusing
assistance. If any charge lies against the Canadian Gov-
ernment, it is that they have been too liberal, and have not
protected the interests of their own citizens in this matter.
Without goingfurther into a discussion of the question, I wish
to say that I consider it highly desirable that both
of those Bills should be referred to a special committee,
and there is a middle course between the two measures
which might perhaps be adopted with advantage. The Bill of
the hon. member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson) pro-
poses entire reciprocity in the coasting trade. It is possible
that could not be secured, but a compromise might be
effected by which we would propose to the American
Government, if we gave them reciprocity in wrecking they
should give reciprocity aiso in towing to the tugs of the
two nationalities. I believe that is an offer that would
likely be accepted, and which would be attended with
advantage of some value to us, while if we adopt the
measure proposed by the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick), we will be giving valuable concessions with.
ont any consideration whatever. I would like to see these
two Bills referred, not to a committee selected by either of
these two gentlemen, but to one selected impartially, that
is, a committee composed of parties not interested u the
one Bill or the other. If the Government would name a
cemmittee to which these two Bills would be referred, that
would be a proper course to adopt. The question is one
of international import in which great intereste are
involved, which require careful consideration, and it is the
duty ef the Government to protect the interests of its
citizens and see that no injustice is done in this matter.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Notwithstanding what has been
said by some hon. gentlemen with regard to the question
Of principle, it does seem to me these two Bills are very
different in their terms ; and if we support the principles
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of the eoe, we cannot support the principle of the other
without stultifying ourselves. The hon. member for North
Essex proposes that we should adopt a Bill relating to
wrecking and to coasting privileges in Canadian waters.
The hon. gentleman's Bill muet be take as a whole, it deals
with those subjects together. If the principle of the hon.
member's Bill is adopted, then we reject the principle laid
down in the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac (Kr.
Kirkpatrick). The hon, gentleman is on that committee.
There is nothing contained in his Bill that h coannot have
incorporated in the Bill before the committee, if he has
suDficient influence in the committee, without his own Bill
being referred to it, as well as with its being roterred to it.
The hon. gentleman, by acting on that committee, if he
finds the Bill reported by the committee as unsatisfactory,
may proceed with bis own measure, or he may secure the
rejection of the other upon the third reading. How
is this House, if it supports the Bill of the hon. member
for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), going to declare that
the Bill of the hon. member for Essex (1r. Patterson)
shall have effect, as soon as, and remain in orce as long as,
like privileges of wrecking, towing and coastiug are con-
ceded to the United States? Does this House, after de.
claring itself in favor of the rinciple of the Bill of the hon.
member for North Essex (lir. Patterson), propose that we
shall not have freedom in the relieving of wrecked vessels
upon the lakes, simply because the Americans will not al-
low us to share ir the coasting trade along the Atlantic ?
That is the principle of the bon. gentleman's Bill; that s
the provision h. asks this House to support. The louse
bas already, this afternoon, asserted an entirely different
proposition. These two propositions cannot stand to-
gether. If the House supports the proposition of the hon.
member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson), iL in fact, resiles
from the position it took in supporting the bill of the hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick)s It seeme to me
that it is of great consequence to those who have property
in ships, and to those who sail in and are employed in those
ships, that they should have that property rescued and thoir
lives protected as far as possible, no matter whether
property is rescued or whether life is protected by
a Canadian or an American vessel. It is true that the
Government may, in any case of great distress, grant per-
mission to au American towing vessel to come to tho rescue
of a stranded ship, but before communication with the
Government cau be had, the vessel may go to pieces and
every person on board may be lost. That is the position,
and it does seem to me a monstrous thing that we
should undertake tojeopardise the lives ofthose who are em-
ployed on board those ships and the property that is
invested in them, merely in the interest of those who
have towing vessels on this aide of the lin,. That i the
proposition of the bhon. member for Essex (Mr. Patterson).
He says to the Americans: If yon will not grant recipro-
city-and the Americans have, so far as relieving wrecks is
ooncerned, offered reciprocity-if you will not grant reci-
procity in all these things, in the coasting trade and the
relieving of ships in distress, we will not grant reciprocity
in any of them. That is the proposition contained in
this Bill, and against that proposition we have already
prononnced in support of the Bill of the hon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kikpatrick). The bon. First Minister
shakes his head, but I maintain that is a clear proposition. In
supporting the Bill of the bon. member for Frontenac (Kr.
Kirkpatrick) we have agreed that we will permit wrecking
vessels to engage in wrecking on our cost, no matter
whether the Americans agree to reciproeity il the oasting
trade or not. There is no condition relating to the cout-
ing trade attached to the Bill of the hon. member for
Frontenac. It is an inseperable portion of the proposition
that we ask to make law in the Bill of the hon. member for
North Basez (Mr. Patterson). It is a principle of the Bill
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which is the gist of the whole Bill; and it is that which
distinguishes his Bill from that of the bon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). If he thinks that the Bill
of the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) is
wrong in laying down too liberal a proposition, in granting
terms which are too liberal, he will undertake to change it.
and we will bave an altered Bill, a Bill altered in principle,
when it comes bacIk to this louse, and, if we choose to'
resile from the position we have taken to day, we may vote
for a Bill essentially different in principle from the Bill
which bas now been read a second time. But the
hon. gentleman says, I have here a Bill which
I ask you to read a second time, and I ask you to
read a second time a Bill which affirms a principle«
essentially different from the principle you affirmed a few
minutes ago. A few years ago, we bad a proposition made
in this House ti at the rate of interest on money should be
unlimited. We had another proposition a few minutes
later that the rate of interest on money sbould be 8 per cent.,
and your predecessor in the Chair, Mr. Speaker, declared
that the second Bill wap ont of order as being inconsistent
in principle with the Bill which had been voted for a little
while before. Now we are asked by some hon. gentlemen
to read a second time a measure which, if we adopt it, will
be wholly at variance with the one we have just adopted
I ask hon. gentlemen if it would be possible for these
two measures, as they are now in this collection of Bills
before us, to be adopted by this House? Could they be read
the third time and sent to the Senate and read there three
times,and ratified by Bis Excellency the Governor General ?
Certainly, the Bill that stood first in point of time would be
in part repealed by the other measure. If these two meas.
ures cannot stand as they are here before us, then it is clear
that the principle of the one is inconsistent with that of
the other, and what we are asked now to do is to stultify
the vote we gave half an hour ago.

Mr. McCARTHY. I was about to suggest that perhaps
the botter way would be to adjourn this debate. I agree
with a great deal which bas fallen from the hon. gentleman
who has just taken his seat (Mr. Mills). It appears to me
that, if the hon. member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson)
is on the committee, as h. is, he can possibly satisfy the
committee that his Bill should become law, and the com-
mittee may make its provisions a part of the Bill of my
hon. friend from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). If he can-
not satisfy the committee in that respect, there will be an
opportunity later, if the debate stands adjourned, for my
bon, friend from Essex (Mr. Patterson) to move this Bill
and to have it dealt with by the House. I must say
that my own view is entirely in favor of the Bill of the hon.
member for Frontenac. It appears to me that the way in
which we should look at this question is in our own interest,
and in our own interest alone. It appears to me that it is
in our own interest to conserve the interests of the vessel
owners, and those who are interested in our marine, rather
than the small or comparatively small number of those who
are interested in wrecking. It is not because the United
States bas offered to us the privilege of reciprocity in wreck-
ing that I would adopt such a measure, but it is because,
upon the whole, as it appears to me, regard being had to all
that we.have heard and to all that w bear from those who
are largely interested in marine ma ters, that the interest
of this country would be better served if we permitted
wrecking or the sending of our vessels by those wbo are
prepared to undertake that business, although to that extent,
and to that extent only, it may interfere with those who are
specially interested in that industry in this country. I move
that the debate be adjourned.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no doubt that
that motion should be put, if my hon. friend behind me
(Mr. Patterson) agrees to it; but I understand that the argu-

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).

ment of my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is that
the two Bills are inconsistent in principle, that we cannot
read the two together, that they are so utterly inconsistent
that, having passed the second reading of one Bill and ad-
mitted the principle of it, we cannot pass this Bill; and yet
the hon. gentleman says that the committee can report the
Essex Bill instead of the Frontenac Bill. It is utterly in-
consistent that the committee appointed to carry out the
princi ple of the Frontenac Bill should rab that out altogether,
and yet that the House cannot now entertain the Bill of my
hon. friend from Esex. I do not see how the argument
will hang together. I am very unwilling to agree to the
restrictive doctrine of my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) to the extent to which ho carries it, that the second
reading of a Bill commits the House to the principle so far
that you cannot pass any other Bill on the same subject if
it goes further, if it adopts other clauses and makes other
provisions. All we bave done in passing the second read-
ing of the Bill of my hon. friend from Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick), is to say that we agree to the principle that
foreign vessols should not be allowed to aid vessels which
are wrecked or disabled n Canadian waters My hon, friend
from Essex (Mr. Patterson) proposes a Bill on the same
principle, but he wishes to go a little further, and the clauses
of bis Bill are, in principle, the same as the Bill of my hon.
friend from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). The fourth
clause of the Bill provides that:

" This Act shahl take effect as soon as, and remain in force so long as,
the like privileges of wrecking, towing and coasting in United States
waters are extended to Canadian vessels by the Government of the
United States."

That is an additional clause which is not in the Bill of my
hon. friend from Frontenac. If the committee do not like
it, they will throw it out. If they do like it, both Bills
being sent to the same committee, they will insert it, al-
though it may be inconsistent, according to my hon.
friend's theory, with the principle of the Bill of my hon.
friend from Frontenac. If my hon. friend's doctrine is
true, thon the very wise suggestion of my hon. friend from
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), that the committee might find a
tertium quid, might find an alt<rnative proposition, might
decide that they would go half way and make certain con-
ditions, and impose certain checks, could have no effect. It
is monstrous, I must say, it is contrary to all my experience
of the practice of Parliament, that we should be prohibited
from sending these two Bills to a committee, and leaving it
to the wisdom of the committee to adopt one, or
to adopt the other, or to draw a Bill which may
vary in every elause from the both of them, so that the
principle is maintained, that foreign vessels may be allow-
ed to enter our waters to save disabled vessels. I am
rather surprised that my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) should fight this question so far, after the speeches
which have been made by the hon. members for Norfolk
and for Kent, both of whom spoke in favor of the extended
principle contained in the Bill of my hon. friend behind
me (Mr. Patterson).

Mr. PATTE RSON (Essex). In deference to the wishes
of members on both sides of the House, I am prepared to
accept the motion of my hon. friend from Simecoe (Mr.
McCarthy). I am aware that the probability is that, in
doing so, in the present state of public business, I may not
be able te reach this Bill again this Session. I take this
opportunity of saying that it is a libel on the Department ot
Customs of Canada to say.that a life has ever been moment-
arily in danger by any policy that they have carried out in
connection with our wrecking system. If they have erred
at all, if the Department of Customs have erred at all in
this matter, it bas been in showing too great a leniency and
too great friendliness to American wrecking tuge seeking
admission to Canadian waters.
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Mr. CHARLTON. I hope the motion will not be with

drawn. I think this Bill ought to pasa and be referred tc
the committee.

Mr. McCARTHY. It is practically the same thing; we
can move these in committee.

Mr. CHARLTON. The committee will not have the Bil
under consideration.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. They will have the ideas.
Mr. BOWELL. Before the debate closes I desire to say

a word for fear a wrong impression may be left upon the
minds of the members of this House from some of the re-
marks that fell from the hon. member from Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick), and also from the hon. member from
Both*ell (Mr. Mills). The hon. gentleman complained
on bebalf of the wrecking and towing company,
which is situated, I think, in his own constituency,
beeause more active steps were not taken to seize
certain wrecking and towing vessels that were permitted
to assist in saving the property of a wrecked vessel in
the western lakes. The facts were simply these : Appli-
cation was made on behalf of the owners of a vessel for
permission to use American appliances to save property.
The answer made by the department was that if there were
no Canadian appliances, or Canadian tugs, or wrecking
apparatus, to be secured, then the American appliances
might be used. The answer that was sent-not to
the party who made application for permission
to use American appliances, but to the collector
of customs at that poit-waA that there were no
wrecking appliances belonging to Canadians that could
b3 used, and it was necessary, in order to save property,
that the Americans should be permitted to operate, and per-
mission w as accordingly given. Then complaints were made
immediately afterwards that these parties who had informed
the collector that no Canadian appliauces were available,
bad made a false statement, and that we should at once take
measures to seize the property which had been used. I did
not deem it advisable, under the circumstances, to give any
such instruction ; had the department done so, the Govern-
ment would at once have been condemned by the parties
who are always ready to condemn the Department of
Customs for being too rigid in the enforcement of the law,
and in this case for having first, through the collector,
given permission to use the property, and then having
seized it. It would have been another case in which the
press of hon. gentlemen opposite would have delged
the whole country from one end to the other with condom-
nation of the iniquity of the Customs Department. The
hon. member for Bothwell mentioned a case in which lives
might be lost while waiting for permission from the depart
ment at Ottawa to use .American tugs or American life-
saving apparatus. Instructions have been given to all
collectors that in cases where property is in immediate
danger, or in cases where life is in danger, they should use
any appliances at hand, whether foreign or domestic,
witliout asking for permission. That, I thinlç, is a sufficient
answer to what the hon. gentleman terms a "monstrous
thing," in which ho supposes a loss of life might occur. But it
is somewhat singular that we should have these hon. gentle-
men taking such a strong position upon this question at the
present moment, when we reflect that it was the Govern-
ment of which the hon, gentleman was a member whol
issued the first order to prevent the use of American ap-
Pliances in the saving ot either life or property where
vesse were wrecked in Canadian waters or upon Canadian
shores,

Mr. MACKENZIE. I think you are mistaken. The hon.
memaber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was not then a member
of the Government.

Mr. BOWE LL. Now, the orders which have been enforced,
since the advent to power of the present Government, have
not been so rigid, neither have they been as strictly enforood

e as the orders which were issued by our predecessors.
Mr. MACKENZIE. I think that was before the member

1 for Bothwell came into the Government.
Mr. BOWELL. Perbaps so. It wase on the lat of Decem-

ber, 1877. If the hon, gentleman was not in the Govern-
ment-

Mr. MACKENZIE. Yos, ho was.
Mr. BOWE LL-at least, ho was an energetic supporter

of the Government at that time, hence I take it for granted
that he approved of their policy. I am not aware of
any single act of that Government from 1873 to 1878 that
he did not approve of-at least so far as the outaide world
knew. My only object in rising on this occasion was to
set the Bouse right in case there had been any misconcep.
tion in this matter. I will not* discuss the morits of either
one Bill or the other-I have my own views upon them,
and I think that when the committee meets probably they
will obtain information which will show that there are
great interests at stake in this country upon the question of
wrecking, as well on the part of those who are in the
business, as on the part of those who have other interests.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

FRAUDS UPON CHEESE AND BUTTER
MANUFACTORIES.

Mr. BURDETT moved secopd reading of Bill (No. 16)
to provide against frauds min the supplying of milk to cheese
and butter manufactories.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We have on the Order paper
a number of Bills affecting more or less the criminal law;
the Bill which the hon. gentleman has moved is one, and
there are several others. I think amendments to the
criminal law is a matter which properly devolves upon the
Government, who should take care of logislation of the kind
which the hon. gentleman proposes. This Bill, along with
some others, deals with a matter that ouzht to be left to the
consideration of a committec of the House, and when these
Bills come to a second reading I propose to refer thom to
a committee, and I propose that the committee shall
consist of Messrs. Weidon (St. John), Mills (Bothwell),
Langelier (Quebec), Kirkpatrick, Girouard, Moncrieff,
Landry, Davies and myself.

Mr. BURDETT. I have no objection to the position
taken by the Minister of Justice, but it is desirable to get
this Bill through the House during the presont Sossion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. BURDETT. As the Bill passed by the Ontario

Legislature has been deciared ultra vires, unless some law
is passed the cheese industry, which is a very large and
important one, will suffer very materially.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRHT. I think my hon.
friend's name should be added to the committee, and pro-
bably also the Dames of other gentlemen who have Bills on
the same tubject, for it would be only fair that my hon.
friend should have an opportunity of explaining to thecom-
mittee the roasons wby he desires that the provisions
contained in that Bill should become law.

Sir JOHN A. MACDa)NALD. The object which the Min-
ister of Justice has in view is to expedite the matter, and get
it throngh. ThesepBills alt affect the criminal law, and the
Minister of Justice is primarily responsible to the House
and the country for the criminal law legislation. It is,
therefore, proposed to have this committee appointed, which
has been drawn with some care, and have all the Bills
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considered so that there will be no conflict with respect to
clauses and punishments. I think the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Burdett) should be on the committee as well as any other
hon gentleman in charge of a similar Bill, and that they
should go with their Bills before the committee, if their
mames are not already on it.

Mr. BOWELL. Is it mot a fact that the Premier of
Ontario has given notice of his intention to appeal from the.
decision given by the courts below? HRe bas declared, I
understand from the public journals, that his Act is not
uttra vires, that the decisions of the courts are not correct,
and he intends to assert the rights of the Province of
Ontario in that regard, and to re-enact the law.

Mr. BURDETT. I think, for two reasons, this House
ought mot to be deterred from taking action in this matter
notwithstanding the fact that the Attorney General of
Ontario may have made the intimation which the Minister
of Customs las stated. The first reason is, that it is doubt-
ful whether there can be an appeal from the decision given.
In the second place, if a matter of this character affecting
the butter and cheese industry was to be delayed until it
could be carried through the different courts, the summer
would be wasted and farmers would lose the summer
business, by reason of the fact that many of them would
mot sell their milk to the factories, fearing they will be
cheated. It is thus desirable that a Bill should be passed
through the House this Session, otherwise great injury will
be done to that interest, as I am instructed by those who
are most interested in it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have added the names
of Mr. Burdett and Mr. Madill to the committee.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

ELEVATORS AND HOISTS.

Mr. MADILL moved second reading of Bill (No. 18)
to require the owners of elevators and hoists to guard
against accident.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

PROHIBITION OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS.

Mr. JAMIESON. In resuming the adljourned debate, I
desire to offer a very few remarks in reference to the
amendment and the amendment to the amendment pro-
posed to the resolution which I moved a few days ago in
this House. I am not at all anxious to enter at any great
length on the discussion at this stage, and my sole object
at the present time is to lay the issue before the Houe. in
order that we may take an intelligent vote upon the ques-
tion. In the first place we have the resolution which is on
the Order paper in favor of the prohibition of the traffle in
intoxicating liquors with certain exceptions, and also in.
dicating the lines on which a prohibitory measure should
be formed. We have then the amendment of the hon.
member for Brockville (Mr. Wood) which is simply
for the effect so far as I can understand it of sugar
coating the question in order that those who have no
very strong or fixed opinions on the subject may be
enabled to vote upon it. What I want is that we
should have a square vote upon the question of prohibition.
On a former occasion when a motion of this kind was
made in the House we had an amendaient much of the
same character as that proposed by the hon. member for
Brockville (Mr. Wood). We had an amendment to the
amendment on that occasion also bringing about a square
isue upon the question of the liquor trafic. We are not

Sir JoHN A. MAoDONALD.

placed in that position to-night, but I trust that the issue
shall be thoroughly understood so that hon. members in
voting on this question will understand the effect of the
vote which they are about to give. For my part, as the
mover of this resolution, I cannot accept the amendment
proposed by the hon. member for Brockville (Mr. Wood).
In my judgment it is too much of a milk and water
character, and there is more water than milk in it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. gentleman ob-
ject to water ?

An hon. NEMBER. He would like it qualified.
Mr. JAMIESON. Water is very well in its own place.
An hon. MEMBER. But not in the stomach.
Mr. JAMIESON. But not in a principle when we are

dealing with an important question like this. A word in
reference to the amendment to the amendment of the hon.
member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor). It is double bar-
relled and I cannot accept it in its present shape, neither
could I accept it under the present circumstances were the
two propositions separated and placed before the House
in an independent form. So far as the proposition to sub-
mit this question to a plebiscite is concerned, I would
remark that the temperance people of this Dominion have
had some experience of a proposition of that kind in the
past. The largest and most representative body of prohi--
bitionists and temperance workers ever held in the
Dominion was held in the city of Montreal in 18'15, and
the outcome of that convention was that resolutions were
adopted asking the Government of the day to submit the
quesfion to a plebiscite. These resolutions were carried to
the Government of. the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) and he took exception to the propositi m, as we
were afterwards informed, because there was no consti-
tutional precedent for any such thing under the British
Crown. Inasmuch as governments are very likely to
follow in many respects the precedents set them by a
preceding Government I apprehend that we would bave a
like answer from the present Government should this
louse accept this proposition. However if the motion for

a plebiscite were proposed as a single proposition it would
not be objectionable as it is in its present shape, where it is
submitted in connection with the question of the compen-
sation of those engaged in the traffic in intoxicating liquors.
I am not here to-night to pronounce upon that question
and I have no desire to enter into a discussion of it. My
judgment is that the question of compensation as has already
been decided by this House will more properly come up in
connection with any measures that may be submitted to
Parliament by the Government ofthe day for the prohibition
of the traffic in intoxicating liquors. I trust that all who
are in favor of the prohibition of the traflic will vote both
against the amendment and the amendment to the amend-
ment and in favor of the main motion which embodies the
principles of prohibition pure and simple, and provides that
it shal be carried into effect within a reasonable time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mrý MACDONALD (Huron). Before the question is

put I wish to express my views on this question. I am
very much in favor of the resolution as moved by the mem-
ber for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), and I am opposed
to the amendment, as well as to the amendment to the
amendment, on the ground that they are very indefinite in
their expressions, and make no provisions for a plebiscite. I
think, during the remarks made by the hon. gentleman who
moved the amendment to the amendment, that he said the
voice of the people might be taken in any way the people
pleased: by municipal councils or any other way. If this
were done it is certain to my mind that a plebiscite would
not be taken at all, and, therefore, we would not get the
voice of the people. Another clause in the amendment to
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the amendment which I cannot support is the one which
bringe up the question of compensation. It appears that
the mover and the seconder do not agree with regard to the
meaning of their own amendment. One wishes to compen-
sate those engaged in the manufacture only, and the other
wants to compensate all those engaged in the manufacture
and sale as well. That is beyond the power of this Govern.
ment to do. At all events, it involves a complex question;
and what we want to-night is to know how many members
in the House are favorable to prohibition. If they are favor.
able to the principle of prohibition, then when an Act is
brought down based on that, we will diseuss all these ques-
tions, and no doubt be led to a wise conclusion. I am under
the impression that if a good measure were brought before the
country, that the sentiment of the people would be found in
support of a reasonable prohibitory bill. As everyone knows,
a large proportion of the people of this country has favored
even the Scott Act, and the Scott Act is only partially pro.
hibitory, because it is a local option bill, and there are
several circumstances which surround it and which prevent
it from being so effective as a regular prohibitory measure
would be. A measure that will prevent the importation
and sale of intoxicants in this country would have a strong
and efficient effect in subduing that ourse of our ocuntry,
and we all admit that intoxicating liquor is a curse to this
ceuntry. We all believe that this is a system of iniquity
that should be removed, and we ought to put our wisest
judgment together to devise some means by which it can be
removed. There is nothing in the amendment objection.
able, for we are all in favor of prohibition when the country
is ripe for it, but it does not go far enough. I will support
the main motion, which, if carried, will lead to a prohibi-
tory law, and oppose the amendment which raises issues
which I am not able to decide upon until the Bill comes
before the House.

House divided on amendment to amend ment (Mr. Taylor):
That all the words of the amendment be struek out, and alo all the

words in the main motion after the word "purposes," and the following
substituted therefor:-" If it be found on a vote of the qualified electors
of the Dominion bavbi first been taken and a majority thereof are in
favor of a prohibition iaw which shall also make full provision for
compensating those engaged in the manufacture of such liquors."
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Mr. HOLTON. I notice that the hon. senior member for
Halifax did not vote.

Mr. JONBS ([balifax). I am paired with Mr. Car ling.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before the amondment is put I

beg to move in amendment to it, that the following words
be added:-

And that a vote of the qualified electors of Oanada be taken at a
convenient time to ascertain the opinion of the country upon the quel-
tion.

He said : It seems to me that the proposition contained
in the amend ment, that such a measure Is necessary as soon
as public opinion will support it, is not a fuir proposition.
We want to know what the public opinion on the question
is, and in order to ascortain that, it is necessary that a vote
should be had. I quite admit that on the great majority
of publie questions it is desirablo that Parliament itself
should assume the responsibility of logimlation ; but Parlia-
ment has already pronounced its opinion that prohi-
bition legislation is desirable, but it bas said that, in its
opinion, publie opinion is not prepared for it. That may
be the opinion of some hon. mombers of this louse ; but it
is possible to settle that question, and to ascertain what
public opinion is boyond all controversy, by taking a vote
of those qualified to vote at an ordinary election. Thon,
when the House shal have ascertained by a vote taken at a
convenient time, when it can b donc without seriously
interfering with the industries of the country, we shall
know what the public opinion is ; und if it is found ready
to sustain prohibition legislation, we shall be prepared to
egislate in accordance therewith.

Mr. CASEY. I cannot altogother agree with my hon.
friend who has just sat down. I quito agree with the
proposition contained in the amendmont offered by my hon.
friend from Brockville (Mr. Wood) that prohibition might
properly be enforced as soon as public opinion were ripe
for it; but I question whethor you could ascertain by a
plebiscite such as is proposed by the bon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) whether publie opinion were ripe or
not. We have had local plebiscites in many counties upon
the Scott Act. In my own county, for example, that law
was carried by a tremendous majority, between 700 and
800, and in spite of that fat it bas Übu fOund impossible
to efficiently enforce it, notwithstatndirng the best efforts of
everybody concerned. Now, I beg leave to suggest the fear
that, even though a majority of the duly qualitied electors
of Canada, were found to be in favor of the enforcement of
total prohibition, it night be impossible to carry it into
effect, as it bas been locally in the case of the Scott Act.
Now there is a difference as t euse of enfor-'mont between
a general act and a local one ike the S:ot Ad;; but thie
great difficulty, would be the same in both cases, the difi-
culty amounting to an impossibility almost, of obtaining
satisfactory evidence to prove infraction of the law,
and getting the generai support of the publie in carrying
it out. I believe these objections are so serious that it will
be assuming a tremendons riak, even if we find a majority
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of the duly qualified electors voting for it, to attempt to
enforce prohibition. It might be, as has been the case in
many counties in which the Scott Act has passed, that a
large majority would be in favor of it one year and the
next in favor of repealing it. I think it would be a serions
bMander to make this experiment of general prohibition
unless we were absolutely certain, that not only the
majority of the electors were in favor of it in a theoretical
way, but such a mass of public opinion as would enable the
Act to be carried out after its passage. I believe the only
way in which we cun ascertain whether that can be doue
is the ordinary way in which a member ascertains the feel-
ings of his constituents about other questions; and I see
no reason for changing our mode of procedure with regard
to prohibition any more than with regard to other matters.
I shall therefore vote against the amendment of the hon.
member for Bothwell, and in the future I shall endeavor to
ascertain in the best way I can whother the sentiment of
my constituency is in favor of total prohibition or not, and
such as to secure its enforcement if passed.

Mr. FREEMXAN, It is evident that all those amend-
monts are moved with a view of defeating the motion upon
which we are called on to pronounce. The movers of these
amendments can have no other object in view. We have
here a square resolution for prohibition, and I hold that it
is a question of so much importance that it does not become
this flouse, frore its practice in the past, to ask whether
the count;ry is prepared for it or not. A few nights ago
we had a question before this House with respect to one
item among hundreds in the tariff; and this House spent
two sittings in corisidering that question, and I presume that
those hon. gentlemen who are opposed to a prohibitory
measure thought that that time was well consumed. When
to-night we ask to have discussed a question of greater
moment than any question that bas ever come before this
House, hon. gentlemen are uneasy. They think we should
not come here again because we discussed this question two
years ago. I hold that it is unbecoming of the members of
this flouse to refuse to listen or take part in the discussion
of this question. To ascertain whether the country is ripe
for a question that cornes before this House in not the
practico of thc House. Last Session a measure was intro-
duced into the Senate to prohibit the bucket shop business.
The country was not asked whether it was ready for that
measure or not; there had been no expression of public
opinion upon it; but the one consideration pressed upon the
House was this: Is it for the benefit of the country that this
measure should be passed ? Will it be promoting the
best interests of the country that the bucket shop busi-
ness should be suppressed ? It was not asked that there
abould be a vete of the people taken to ascertain
whether they wanted bucket shops or not. The Parlia-
ment of the country decided the bucket shop business
was injurious to our best interests, and that it was
their duty to legislate it out of existence, and they did so.
I think this liquor traffice is injurious to the best interests
of the country, and I defy any hon. gentleman to stand up
in bis place here and show me one good that comes from it.
I defy him to show me one advantage we derive from it.
I defy him to show me one man made botter by it.
And I hold that as mon sitting bore, holding the future of
the country in our bands, as it were, sent here to legislate
for the benefit of the people, we should not treat this matter
as lightly as we have been in the habit of treating it And
I ask hon. gentlemen whether in their consciences they
dare to regard this as other than a matter of vital importance.
Take the statisties of crime that were published in the news-
papers a few days ago, and then tell me whether the liquor
traffic is of any benofit. One-third of the cases in the police
courts arose out of drunkenness. Was that a benefit to the
country ? A few nights ago, we had a discussion hore with
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regard to the cost of the penitentiaries. Well, if yon will
give as a prohibitory law, we will reduce by one-third, at
al events by one-third, the cost of your penitentiaries, the
cost of your gaols, the cost of your police. We will lessen
the cost of putting down crime and of sustaini ng good order
by two-thirds; and unless it can be shown that the liquor
trade ives us some offset to this, some compensating boue-
fit, I hiold it is our duty to pass a prohibitory law. It is said,
and I believe the statisties prove it, that to-day there are half
a million families in the United Kingdom of Great Britain
who know nothing about home comfort. They know noth-
ing about home happiness; everything that makes a home
a place dear to the human heart, is unknown to them.
What is the cause of that? The liquor traffie. The liquor
traffic produces everywhere the same results. How many
miserable families are there in Ottawa, made miserable
through the liquor trafflo? fHow many men in the peniten-
tiary to-day who have reached there through the liquor
traffic ? How many destitute children in Ottawa made desti-
tute through the liquor traffic? How many men whose lives
have been wasted, men of great, noble, shining talents,
whose talents have been lost to the country because of the
liquor traffic ? How many young people growing up to-day
in this Dominion on the way to be drunkards, pursuing a
course which must of uecessity lead them to be drunkards,
through the liquor traffle ? I say, therefore, this House
in duty bound to vote for a prohibitory law. I know full
well, and this country knows full well, that there is an ad-
verse majority in this louse against the Bill; and I feel
great embarrassment when I speak on this subject before
hon. members, knowing that a number of th2m are opposed
to this prohibitory measure. The advocates of prohibition
are in a great minority to-day, but the country is looking
on. In 1874, petitions were presented to this House con-
taining about 10,000 names, asking for a prohibitory law,
these names representing 59,000 inhabitants. To-day that
10,000 has been multiplied very largely. I will not say
just what number, but I say that 10,000 has been multiplied
very largely, and the multiplication is going on. The prin-
ciple of prohibition was recognised in the House at the
time. -We were told that we would have a step-
ping stoue to prohibition. We were told that Parliament
would give the Scott Act, and that from the Scott Act the
stop would be easy to prohibition, But we are told to-day
by the opponents of the Scott Act, by the friends of the
liquor traffic, that the Scott Act has failed. Well, if the
Scott Act has failed, give us a full measure of prohibition-
the principle which you recognised in 1874. The House is
bound, if the Scott Act has failed, to give us something that
will in some measure put down this terrible evil, some
measure that will answer the purposes of prohibition. Some
hon. gentlemen ask for compensation. Compensation for
wbat ? I would like to ask hon. members who voted for
compensation, who is it who deserve compensation? I
believe it is not disputed, that, in business, anything that
disturbe the peace and harmony of the people, anything that
is injurions to the commerce of the country, and to the good
order and well-being of the Government, is a nuisance. We
have proved, time and again, that this liquor traffic is an
injury to the peace and happiness of the people and there-
fore a nuisance; and yet we are asked to give the men who
have inflicted this nuisance on the Dominion, compensation
for not being allowed to continue the evil. la that the
principle which is to be recognised by this House ? I say
we are willing to share compensation with you-compen-
sation for the families ruined, compensation for the poverty
and distress brought upon the country,.compensation for all
the property which the liquor traffic has taken out of the
hands of those who were deluded by it, compensation for
the outlay of this country on reformatories, gaois and
prisons-compensate us for all these things, and then we
will compensate the liquor sellers for the loss of their
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custorn and business. Compensation is a thing which the
people of this country will never agree to.

An hon. MEMBER. Amen.
Mr. FREEMAN. No doubt the hon. gentleman who

said "amen " is a teetotaller. I hope I am right. If he
would practise teetotalism, he would utter his amens in
some other place than the House of Commons, I am sure.
Now, while I vote for prohibition pure and simple, and that
is my motto, and I am happy to say it is the motto of a
majority of the people in my own Province. I have been
forced ont of the contention that I have made in my own
Province that this country is ripe for prohibition. If I take
the representatives of the people here as fairly representing
their constituents in this great question in Ontario and
Quebec, I am compelled to the conclusion that the people
of these two upper Provinces are not ready for prohibition.
In my Province, I believe a large and overwhelming majo.
rity of the people would to-day vote for prohibition, and I
should be pleased if the vote were to be taken in my own
Province, and I believe in the Maritime Provinces gene.
rally. If the question of prohibition could be left to the
Provinces bordering on the sea, I am satisfied that in less
than l2 months hence we would have a prohibitory law in
those Provinces, and the people favoring it would be able
to enforce it thoroughly. But I am not so sure, and my
hopes fail me, when you put it to the whole Dominion of
Canada. I feel, therefore, in duty bound to my convictions
and to my conscience to vote for nothing but the pure and
simple, clcar and distinct question. Shail we have prohibi-
tion or shall we not ? I shall vote for the prohibitory
measure.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I desire to make a few ob-
servations on this question, although, by my arrangements
with Mr. Carling, I cannot vote on it to-night. I was
rather surprised at the observations made by the hon.
member for Queen's, N. S. (Mr. Freeman), because I think
the hon. member should be aware, and doubtless is aware,
that the temperance bodies of Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick presented petitions to this flouse last Session, asking
for the passage of an Act similar to the proposition em-
bodied in the amendment to the amendment now before the
House. The temperance bodies of Nova Scotia, Prince
Edward Island, and New Brunswick presented petitions to
the Minister of Finance of that day, asking that the tem-
perance question should be submitted to the people of the
Dominion at a proper time, and that the result, if it were
favorable to their views, should be embodied in the legisla-
tion of the country. I think, therefore, the hon. member
is mistaken in the views he takes of the public sentiment
in his own Province. They may, or may not be in a ma-
jority in that Province. I am not prepared to express an
opinion on that, though I am prepared to state that I en
tertain a very moderate difierence of opinion with the hon.
gentleman as to the extent of public opinion in that Pro-
vince on the subject. Be that as it may, and it is not
material at present, if the temperance organisations in
that Province asked that the,.question should be submitted
to the people of the Dominion, and that their verdict
should be embodied in the legislation of the country, I think
the hon. gentleman is hardly consistent in opposing the
resolution of my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr.
Mills). I think, it is very desirable that we should-
know to what extent the public opinion of this Dominion
favors prohibition. We have had that question brought
forward at different times under different circumstances,
and it has been said, though I do not say it was the case,
that it has been brought here for party purposes alone, and
that many votes have been given in this House on the
merits of the question itself which did not fairly reflect the
opinion of the hon. members who gave those votes. Be
that as it may, this question would be set at rest in a fair'

and proper manner if the amendment of the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) should meet the approval of the
House to-night. We are anxious to know how far public
opinion would favor prohibition in this country, and having
once ascertained the strength of the hold it has on the
country, the Government of the day, whether Conservative or
Liberal, would be bound to respect the verdict of the country
taken in that way. For that reason I should strongly
favor the amendment to the amendment, bocause I believe
it would be a most satisfactory way of setthing a question
which is a very difficult one, as we all admit, a question
which it is very desirable should be settled on the basis of
intelligent public opinion, which eau only ba ascertaned by
going to the people themselves. For that reason I hop
the amendment of the hon. member for Bothwoll (Mr.
Mills) wil be passed.

Mr. TAYLOR. I stated my views fully when I moved
the amendment to the amendment which hasjust been voted
down. The amendment movcd by the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mir. Mills) differs from mine ii this respect, that
it does not carry with it compensation to the nanufioturera.
Now I believe that, if this question is ever submitted to the
electorate of this country at all, it should be submitted
having in view the legislation which is to follow it. I stated
before that I would yield, to no man in regard to my tem-
perance views, but t believe in dealing fairly with those
who are engaged in the manufacture of liquors, who have
been so engiged ever sinco we had a Provinceo of Canada,
who have been co-partners with the GoverI nmonts that have
been in power ail that time, and so have built up these
industries. It would be unfair for the temporance people
to say to these mon to morrow : You must clos iup your
factories that have been built up uider the diferent Govern-
monts of this country. The eifire, if 1 ho temporance people
desire to act fairly, they should, when they submit this

question to the pople, propose cenprstiion to theso men,
so that, no matter what Governmont may be in power, that
Government will make compensation to thoso who are
engaged in the manufacture of laquor. The hon. member
for Bothwell (MNr. Mills) voted against my reolution, and I
must differ with him in regard to his. My views are that
we should vote on a fair and square isto and that, if the
people are prepared to carry prohibition, they shaould carry
compensation Ulong with it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not vote against the hon.
gentleman's proposition becjauso I thought the parties were
not entitled to compensation, but because 1 do not think that
is a proper question to refer to a plébiseite.

Mr. TAYLOR. Lot us go fairly buforo) the pOople 8o
that they may not aiterwards say this is going to cost too
much. Let them, when t boy vote for proliabîtion, vote for
the expenses necessary to carry it out.

Mr. BgCHARD. I cannot vote for the amendrent pro-
posed by hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) bocause I
am on principle opposed to the agitation of this question
before the country. I voted f)r the amaeridment just now,
although I did not like the part of it which proposed to
provide compensation, but in order to dofoat the main
motion, and because there is in that amendiment a strong
restriction as to compensation to muanufacturers of liquor,
a restriction which provides that this compensation shall
be paid only wnen the principle is adopted by the clectors.
But I have no fear that the electors of thim country would
adopt such a measure. I am prepared to vote for ail amend-
monts that tend to cefeat the main motion, because I think
it unnecessary and uselep to agitate this question, either in
this Hlouse or in the country.

Mr. KIRK. For the very same reason given by the hon.
gentleman which has just taken his seat 1, too, intend to
vote against every amendaent which has been offered.
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It appears to me that the sentiments expressed by the hon.
member for Queen's, so far as the feelings of the people
of Nova Seotia are concerned, the Province from which we
both come are very nearly correct. I think that I can en-
dorse every word he says in regard to that sentiment. We
have very good evidence of the state of feeling in that Pro-
vince from the fact that although we have a very stringent
license law in Nova Scotia, there is not a single county in
the Province in wm-hich a license exists to-day or the sale of
intoxicating liquors by retail, except in the city and
county of Halifax. I think there cannot be a better evi-
dence of the fact that the people of Nova Scotia are
prepared for prohibition pure and simple, and prepared for
it now. For that reason I shall vote for the resolution and
against every amendment which bas been placed in your
hands, to defeat the object which the resolution bas in
view.

Mr. BERGIN. I cannot see the necessity for the amend-
ment proposed ,by the bon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mill@). I think ail must be blind who cannot see that
public opinion is strong at the present moment against
prohibition in this country. The general elections showed
to every member of this House bow the public pulse beat1
in his county. I know that in my county, and in the(
counties adjoining, the prohibition question and the Scott1
Act question-practically the same-were strongly urgedi
by the tumperance people against my election and against1
the election of my colleagues, but we succeeded by large1
majorities. Since then we have had throughout the Pro-g
vince votes upon the repeal of the Canada Temperance Act,
and in every county that Act, after a fair trial, so far as the
temperance people were concerned, was overwhelmingly
defeated and consequently repealed. Now, the general
elections throughout the Dominion, and the Scott Act elec-
tions, have proved to a demonstration that there is no
strong feeling for prohibition in this country, and that we
would be putting the country to a very large expense,
to a very great inconvenience, and to a very great
loss, by taking the people from their labor to vote
upon this question because, forsooth, some people who
do not like to vote fairly and squarely against prohibi.
tion, desire to dodge it by calling for a plebiscite... We
desire nothing of the kind. When the time comes that the
people of this country demand prohibition, as shown by
their votes at general elections, I shall be prepared to vote
for it. I am willing to go further, and to say that I believe
prohibition is the only cure for drunkenness, but I do not
believe that it is practicable, or that it can ever be carried
out. We must resort to a good license law, and a good
license law properly enforced, will, I believe, lessen drunk-
enness in this country and lessen the evil effects of it. And
whilst I speak of the evil effects of drunkenness, let me say
that to the temperance people of this country more than to
any other class, la it due that drunkenness las been in
excess during the last few years. During the time that
the Scott Act was uin force we had, as we are told by
reference to the statistics of the country, little or no
crime in comparison with the crime before and since
that period. Why, Sir, there were few or no convictions for
crime, causcd by drink, during the period of the Scott
Act. It is notorious that in every county where the Scott
Act was in force, the policy of the temperance men, or
the so-called temperance men-for the majorityof them
were not sincere-was to show to the people of this
country that there was little or no crime, that crime
had decreasad, that drunkenness had decreased, and as
a consequence it was almost impossible to get a con-
viction, and indeed it was almost impossible to secure
the arrest of any man, or bring him before a police
magistrate, during the existence of the Canada Temperance
Act. But the Canada Temperance Act had not beer.-re-
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pealed a day till every poor wretch who happened to take a
glass was bauled up before the police magistrate and fined;
and now they point to the increase of convictions since that
Act was repealed. It is this dishonesty, it is this intemper.
ance on the part of men who have been leading agitators
in the different counties, that have done the temper.
ance cause so much harm, and it has a great deal to
do with the want of success in that cause. Men like
myself, who are total abstainers, but who do not feel that it
is part ofour mission to take our neighbors by the throat and
prevent them from taking that which they honestly think
they have a right to take-feel that it is this intemperance
on the part of temperance agitators which bas prevented the
success of a license law in this country. And the Scott Act
bas done much in another direction to injure the temperance
cause. It bas led to the opening everywhere of unlicensed
shops and unlicensed taverns that demoralise the public
sentiment; and to-day, in every county where the Scott Act
bas been in force, we have a large number of this sort of
groggeries, and, as a consequence, more or less drunkenness,
although the number is gradually diminishing, I am happy
to say, and with the enforcement of a license law I am sure
it will continue to diminish until we have a comparatively
happy state of affaira, such as we had before the initiation
of the Canada Temperance Act. Still, we are suffering from
the evil effects of it to-day. I yield to no man in this flouse
in my temperance principles, but I rise in my place to pro-
test against this thing being brought up Session after Session,
until we have some evidence that the people of this country
call for such legislation.

Mr. SCRIVER. Before this question is submitted to a
vote, I desire to say a word or two. I do not see for my
part how the temperance men of this flouse can do any-
thing else but vote against any amendment to the broad
resolution moved by theb hon. member for North LEnark
(Mr. Jamieson). In all the public representative gather-
ings of temperance men at which I have been present, or
taken a part in, or of the proceedings of which I have read
an account, this question of submitting the advisability of
having a prohibitory law to a plebiscite of the people, has
never been raised, and has never been entertained for a
moment. The temperance men have taken the ground
that public sentiment is ripe for such a law, at all events
that the representatives of the people assembled in Parlia-
ment should pass such a law. They have taken that
position for a long time past. I do not see how they can
consistently take any other position than that. For my
own part, while I admit there ais a certain plausibility in
the motion, representing that it would be advisable to ar-
certain public sentiment with regard to this matter, I must
say that I doubt whether any practical good would result
from it. I believe in the educational influences of a pro.
hibitory law, and upon that ground, as well as upon the
ground that it is right and proper such legisiation should
be enacted, I think temperance men can do nothing else
than vote directly and squarely in favor of the immediate
enactment of a prohibitory law. That is my position, at
ail events.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). It is not my intention to de-
tain the House at any length on this subject. I was some-
what surprised at my hon. friend from Bothwell (,Wr. Mills)
proposing the amendment to the amendment now before
the House. No man in this flouse knows better than he
does, few know as well, that the method he proposes for
eliciting the opinion of the people upon this subject is one
which is if not unconstitutional, I do not think it is uncon-
stitutional, is at all events opposed to our system of legisla.
tion. We never since the period of Confederation, I do not
believe in any one of the Provinces before Confederation-
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Mr. WOOD (Brockville). We have never submitted in

advance te the people the question whether they wish legis-
lation of a certain character to be adopted by this House,
we have never tried te ascertain the views of the people by
means of a plebiscite. That is a system which is in vogue
in the country to the sonth of us, one which is a part, I may
say, of their constitution, almost every amendment to their
constitution heing first submitted to the people. Ai i under-
stand it, we elicit the opinion of the people upon all public
questions by having tbem submitted at the time the represen-
tatives of this Parliament go'to their constituents. That is the
constitutional method of eliciting public opinion upon any
question that is likely to come before this Parliament. No
man knows this better than the hon. member for Bothwell
(Ur. Mills), and I am surprised, as I. have said before, that
ho should have proposed this as a measure for eliciting the
opinion of the people. Suppose that a vote of the people
was taken upon this point in the manner proposed. Sup-
pose that Ontario carried it by a majority and Quebec did
net carry it by a msjority, that New Brunswick carried it
by a majority and Nova Scotia did not carry it by a major-
ity, would we in this Parliament, in the face of such a state
of things, in the face of such an expression of opin-
ion, be justified in passing a prohibitory liquor law
for the people of the whole Dominion, legislating as
we are here for the whole Dâminion, for all the
Provinces, and not for any one. Province in par-
ticular? For that reason, among other reasons, I am
opposed te the amendment of the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills). 1 am opposed aiso te that amendment bccause
it does not carry with it the principle of compensation. As
the hon, member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) bas said,
and said truly, for years past, ever since we were a coun-
try, so te speak, we have licensed breweries and dis-
tilleries for the manufacture of liquo-, ale and beer. We
have derived large revenues from both institutions. We
bave got the money from the brewers and distillers and it bas
become a part of the Consolidated Revenue Fund. Portions
of it have gone into our public works, and it can be truly
said that te that extent we bave been partners in the traffic.
Rightly or wrongly, we have taken this money, and have
encouraged them aiso by ilicersing them and taking their
money for the manufacture of liquor, however objectionable
that may be. I am not going te say one word against pro-
hibition. I believe every honest man will böglad when the
day comes that public sentiment is ripe for the reception and
proper enforcement of prohibition. I believe there is no man
if he is honest with himself, whether ho believes in the
principle or not as an abstract question, but will be glad
if tie time should arrive when the public sentiment of
the country would welcome any measure that would do
away with the evils of intemperance. But we have had
during the past two or three years an experience we bave
never bad before, at all events, in Ontario. Ve have had
an experience here of a measure very prohibitory in its
character-the Scott Act. I believe t!ie effect of that Act
bas been te retard the progress of true temperence in a
great many parts of the country. lu the face of that, 1
can say safely to this House that any man desiring te
see prohibition does not desire te see it until the
time does arrive when the public sentiment of the coun-
try will be not only ripe for its reception but for its
enforcement, as is embodied in the amendment I have
moved. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
from his place during last Session of Parliament, drew
an analogy which te my mind was complete, when speak-
ing on this subject, or a subject very similar. He said
it vas not alone a question as te whether the people
voted for or whether they were fit for the reception of
the measure, but it was a question also whether the people
were fit for the enforcement of it. That is a very import-
ant point to consider in connection with this wbole ques-1
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tion. It may be said, it bas been said, that because there
are violations of the criminal law in this country and of
other lawe, that therefore nothing could be said against the
Scott Act or a prohibitory liquor law if there were viola-
tions of theo laws. The analogy is not complote. The
public sentiment of the country, the moral sentiment of the
country is at the back of the police force in enforcing all
infringements of the criminal law. But the moral senti-
ment of the country is not at the back of the police force
or of liquor inspectors in endeavoring to enforce a prohi bi-
tory liquor law or the Scott Act, and until the time arrives
when the moral sentiment, the honest public sentiment, is
just as anxions and willing to assist the officers of the law
in punishing any violations of a prohibitory law, equally
as they are ready to enforce other laws made criminal, it
never will be a success. For these reasons I believe the
amendment I proposed and to which I have roferred is a
proper amendment for this House to adopt.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman will see
that his leader just voted for a plobiscite.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I did not.
Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I do not think I would have

offered any observations on the question before the House
had it not been for a statement made by the bon. member
for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin). I utterly object, as a represen-
tative on the floor of this House, that the statement shculd
go abroad that if no great progress bas been made, as is
asserted by that hon. gentleman, by the temperanco cause
during the last few years, the fault lies with the temperance
people. I entirely object to that statement, and I would not
have risen to say anytbing except for the fact that the bon.
gentleman made that assertion, and made it very strongly
indeed. I do not know but that the hon. gentleman who has
just resumed his seat has, in effect, made the sanme state-
ment. I believe that if there has been a slow growth of
temperance sentiment in this Dominion for the last two or
three years, it is not the fault of the temperance people ;
but it is due rather to the exertions made by those opposed
to temperance sentiment for the purpose of preventing that
sentiment prevailing in this country, because the temper-
ance sentiment is endeavoring to make strides forward
and to enforco the law has been strenuously op)posed by tha
liquor interest by all means in its power. When it is said
that the moral sentiment of this country is not behind the
police force in carrying out the law, I believe that is not a
proper statement. I am satisfied the moral sentiment, or
at ali events a very large proportion of it, is behind the
officers in carrying out even the Scott Act ; but while that
is tr.e, and while the moral sentiment is quite strong, yet
we find perhaps that the interested sentiment, the pecuniary
interests of the persons engaged in the liquor traffie is some-
what stronger than the moral sentiment put forw#%rd, and,
therefoie, the moral sentiment bas been checked. The moral
sentiment having to oppose the liquor interest bas, perhaps
tired too soon of conducting prosecutions under the Scott
Act, in trying to carry out the law ; and the pecuniary
interest bas proved much stronger and has not been forced
back from the fact of its being a pecuniary interest. They
who opposed the carrying out of the laws ftt that they
would profit if they could eventually prevent the carrying
out of the Scott Act or any other probibitory law. What
has been the great argument used by the opponents of the
Scott Act wherever it has been in force? The greatest
argument in our Province was that, if it was a gencral pro.
hibitory law alIl over the Dominion a large number would
support it, while they did not feel bound to support the
Scott Act because it was only partially prohibitory.
If it was a general prohibitory law which the Government
would feel bound to carry out the sentiment of the people was
that they would give it their moral and active support. A
portion of the same people who made use of this argument
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thon, now hold that as the Scott Act bas to soffie extent
been a failure and has not met the entire expectations of
those who wished to see that Aet in force, so a prohibitory
law would not be successfal. That is the sentiment of some
of the people, but for my part I am in hopes that a prohibi-
tory law would bo successful if carried out. While I am
not prepared to say whether it would be successful or not
I bolieve the principle to be a correct one, and believing the
prineiple of prohibition to be correct I am bore as the re-
presentative of a constituency in this Dominion to vote in
favor of that principle which I think is correct. I
am bore to record my vote, if it be any example to the
people I represent, in favor of prohibition. The amend.
ment submitted to this House is a very plausible one, but I
shall feel it my duty to vote against it and against every
amendment tbat may be proposed which will prevent a
direct vote on prohibition, because I feel that any such
ameridment is an impedient put in the way of arriving at
the point which we are discussing and on which I at any
rate desire to vote.

Mr. JAMIESON. With reference to the amendment of
the hon. member lor Bothwell (Mr. Mills) I must say that
at firet, wben the proposition was submitted by him, it
seemed to me not to be an unfair proposition. However,
on reflection, I have corne to the conclusion that the botter
course for those who favor prohibition will be to vote
squarely on the resolution arid against all the amendments.
I think that the bon. member for lantingdon (Mr. Scriver)
is quite correct in reference to the position taken by the
temperance men of the Dominion on this question. I quite
agree with him that since 1875, at all events, I bave not
heard the question of a plebiscite mooted in any temperance
body. It seems a fair proposition that the sentiment of the
people should be taken on a law of this kind, but while I do
not agrce with all that bas been said by the bon. member
for Brockville (Mr. Wood) I agree with him to this extent,
that a plebiscite is not a usual course to adopt in this
country. I have a word to say in reference to the
position taken by my hon. friend from Cornwall
(Mr. .Bergin). My hon. friend is, I fear, backsliding some-
what on this question. If]1 recolleet correctly sometime
ago ho was an ardent prohibitionist, but his opinions seor
to have changed on this question. 1 am not here to charge
that he is acting disbonestly, for I believe ho is above that,
but just take one ot the united counties which my friend
represonts and I believe that the county council have sent
to this Hlouse a petition in favor of prohibition and I am
glad to say it was presented by my bon. friend. That
would indicate at all events that he does not represent the
sentiment of his constituents on this particular question
In addition to that my hon. friend bas taken me to task
because we have been introducing figures here which have
gone to show that drunkenness and tbe punishment o
drunkenness have increased since the Scott Act bas
been repealed in several counties of this Province. 1
arm not aware that figures of that kind have been
presented to this Hiouse. Although I used figures to make
a comparison between the state of public morals before the
Scott Azt was in force and the state of public morals during
the time the Scott Act was in force, I used no figures of
the character referred to by the hon. member for Cornwall
(Mr. Bergin)

Mr. BERGIN. Isai: figures wore used before and since,
by temperance people. I did not say that the member for
North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) was the whole temperance
party, or that ho used ail the figures.

Mr. JAMIESON. Probably my bon. friend is correct in
saying that parties have used these figures, and in my judg.
ment perhaps very correctly. So far as publie sentiment is

Mr. LANDrny (Kent).

concerned upon this question, I may say that I believe it is
our duty if we deem a law correct in principle to pass that
law, to use that law as an educator and to bring publie
sentiment up to the support of such a law. I believe
that if this House was to pass a prohibitery law to-morrow
the public sentiment ot this country would support such a
law, and we in this House et ail events reflect the public
sentiment of the country to a large extent. I betieve it is
our duty to ascertain if the principle is correct, and if the
principle is found to be correct we should crystallise it
into the statute law of the country. Thon when that is done
let us by every reasonable and proper means in our power
endeavor to enforce that law, if it be in the interest of the
public at large to do so. After giving the matter mature
reflection I have decided to vote against ail the amendments
and in favor of the original resolution. As the mover of
this rosolution I am glad that it bas brought about .a very
general discussion on this question which will do good in
the future. I am not so unreasonable as to say that we
ought to force our opinions on the people, for I believe, as a
deliberative body, it is our duty to canvass every measure
submitted to this House, and to give it a fair and reasonable
consideration. In my judgment it is in the interest of the
people that we should support this motion, and I trust that
the hon. members of this House will take the same view.

Mr. EDWARDS. I am a temperance man, but one of
those temperance men who is going to vote for the amend.
ment of the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille). I do so be-
cause I believe that legislation of this kind should not be
carried in this country adverse to the sentiments of the
majority of the people. I will give the hon. member for
Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) a practical illustration in my own
case of the fact that in some degree, at all events, a vote of
this House does not represent fully the sentiment of the peo-
ple. 1 am a temperance man, and have voted and will vote
for every resolution in favor of temperance. I do so because
I believe there is no measure that would be so greatly in the
interest of this country as a prohibitory measure; but I
also believe that this country is not ripe for prohibition, and
I will give you an illustration in my own experience. I
represent a county which, with the county of Prescott, gave
an anti-Scott Act majority of 2,000. Now, do I repreïent
the people of my constituency when I get up here and vote
for prohibition?' I say I do not. Ndw, I am going to sup-
port the amnd ment moved by my hon. friend froin Bothwell
and, at the same time, if the main resolution cornes to a vote,
I will vote for it. The hon. member for Brockvillesad that
a prohibitory liquor Act would be a very queer piece of
legislation for this House to adopt, if there were a majority
for it in Ontario and a majority against it in Quebec. Is
not ail our legislation legislation of that kind ? Are there
not many measures adopted in this country which if left to
single Provinces would be rejected ? Furthermore, I be-
lieve in being governed by majorities. Hon, gentlemen
opposite have been sent bore by the people to enact certain
measures, and it is perfectly right that they should carry
them into effect. But this question of temperance is one
that bas not been referred to the people, or that the members
of this ieouse are sent to vote upon at ail. I am a temper-
ance man, but not a temperance cran k, and I do not believe
in bothering this louse with this question every Session.
Let it be threshed out in one Session of each Parliament;
that is sufficient; we do not require to vote on it every
Session. I will vote for the amendment proposed by the
hon. member for Bothwell, because I think we should not
legislate in advance of the sentiment of the people, and
the only way to arrive fairly and squarely at a decision is
to let the entire people vote upon the question.

1 House divided on amendnent to amendment (Mr. Mille,
Bothwell):
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Barron,
Brien,
Burdett,
Campbell,
Carpenter,
Oartwright
Charlton,
Colter,
Cook,
Edwards,
Eisenhauer,
Flynn,

YaAs:
Messieurs

Guillet,
lunes,
Labrosse,
Lang,
Larivière,

(Sir Rich), Livingston,
Macdodald (Huron),
Mcoulla,
McMillan (Huron),
McMullen,
Mills (Bothwell),
Moncrieif,

Amyot,
Armstrong,
Audet,
Bain (8oulanges),
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Barnard,
Beausoleil,
Béchard,>
Bell,
Bergeron,
Ber gin,
Bernier,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Bryson,
Cameron,
Cargill,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Ohisholm,
Cimoa,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Corby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coulombe,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison,
Desjardins,
Dessaint,
Dickey,
Dickinson,

Platt,
Roomne,
Rowand,
Semple,
Somerville,
Trow,
Waldie,
Watson,
White (Cardwell),
Wilson (Elgin), and
Wilson (tennox).-35

NAYS:

Messieurs
Doyon, Madill,
Dupont, Masson,
Edgar, Meigs,
Ellis, Mills (Annapolis),
Fiset, Moffat,
Fisher, Montplaisir,
Foster, Mulock,
Freeman, Neveu,
Gauthier, O' Brien,
Geofrion, Paterson (Brant),
Gigaulit, Perley,
Gillmor, Perry,
Girouard, Porter,
Godbout, Prior,
Gordon, Putnam,
Gran dbois, Rinfret,
Guay, Riopel,
Hale, Rykert,
Hesson, Ste. Marie,
Hickey, Scriver,
Holton, 8hanly,
Hudspeth, Skinner,
Ives, Small,
Jamieson, Smith (Sir Donald),
Joncas, smith (Ontario),
Jones (Digby), 8proule,
Kenny, Stevenson,

Kirk, Taylor,
Labelle, Temple,
Landry, Thérien,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Thompson (Sir John),
Laurier, Tisdale,
Lépine, Turcot,
Lister, Vanasse,
Lovitt, Wallace,
Macdonald (Sir John), Ward,
McCarthy, White (Renfrew),
McDonald (Victoria), Wilmot,
McDougald (Pictou), Wilson (Argenteuil),
McDougall (C. Breton), Wood (14rockville),
McKay, Wood (Westm'i'd), and
McKeen, Yeo-18.
McMillan (Vaudreuil),

Amendment to the amendment negatived.
Mr. LABELLE. I noticed that the hon. member for

Northumberland is in his seat and bas not voted.
Mr. MITCHELL. I can only say that if I had been frac

to vote I should have voted for the amendment of the hon.
member for Bothwell; but as I have been paired with Sir
Adolphe Caron, I could not do so.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. Before the amendment is put, I
would like to address a few words to this House. The

*motions before the House on this occasion are practically
repetitions of the motions we had two years ago. The main
motion we hadt then was framed in similar terms to the one
we have before us now, and an amendment was moved to
the effect:

" That this House, while admittiig that braady, gin, whiskey and
other alcoholic liquors might be prohibited, is of opinion, that the deal-
ing in and sale ot ale, porter, lager beer, aider, claret and other light
wmnee should be exempted from the operation of the Canada Temperance
Âct."
That motion was defeated. That was a motion made for
the purpose directly of amending the Scott Act, and
was in effeet that wherever the Scott Act had been
passed by the people, light wines, eider and beer should
not come within the operation of the Act, and the vote
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against that amendment was absolutely a vote against an
amendment of the Soott Act te that effect. I also voted
for a measure of prohibition the same as I intend te do to.
day, if the louse will permit me; but hon. members must
know that thore are two things, at any rate, which this
fouse has not been in favor of so far. it has not been in
favor of a vote of the people being taken when the question
of compensation to manufacturers accompanies the question
of prohibition, and it is also neot in favor of a vote being
taken at p'res3ent on the question of prohibition. I voted
for the amendment that the voto of the people should
be taken in each of those instances, because I believe it is
the people who should have the final say in this matter.
flowever, this temperance question is not a new one, and
if the personnel of this Parliament is any reflection of the
opinions of the electorate of this country, it is evident the
electorato are not in favor of prohibition just now. In
addition to what I said a moment ago in reference to
our Parliament being a reflection of the opinions of
the peuple, let me call the attention of this louse te the
results of votes taken upon the Scott Act in 1888 in ditIor-
ont counties. I see by the returns from the Socretary of
State that there wore twelvo eloctions in 1888 for the pur-
pose of considering the advisability of ropealing the Scott
Act. In elevon of those the Scott Act was directly defeated.
In the other the old Dunkin Act was sustained, and in every
one of those elections, except the one in which the Dunkin
Act was sustained, the people repealed the Scott Act by
large majorities. There is net one instance last year of
the question being submitted te the people for the repeal
of the Scott Act in which they did not repeal it by large
mnjni ties. ln Arthabaska, Quebe, the majority against
the Scott Act was 228; in Bruce, Ontario, 1,392; in Dufferin,
Ontario, 213; in flalton, 197; in Huron, 1,310; in Nor-
folk, 722 ; in Stanstead, 142; in Simcoe, 3,102; in Stormont,
Dundas and Glengarry, 2,143. That is evidently an expres-
sion showing that the people in all those coanties were dis-
satisfied with the Scott Act. We have had an expression of
opinion in the House to-day by the hon. member for Queen's,
N.S. (Mr. Freeman), which may be the reflection aise
of the opinions of a number of his supporters on this par-
ticular question, and he stated that he would vote for
nothing except prohibition pure and simple. Well, I agree
with the hon. gentleman that ho bas the right te vote for
prohibition pure and simple. I intend to do the saine on
this occasion. i am in lavor of any legislation that will
promote the interests of temperance; but, ut the same time
I bolieve that progress is generally accomplished piece by
piece, and that when people cannot obtain everything de-
sired-total prohibition either with or without compensa-
tion-they should, if there is a midway, give that a trial.
I will net take up the time of the House in discussing the
advisability of light wines, beer and eider being drunk te
the e'sclusion of strong liquor. That subject was very fully
discussed in 1887. I would much prefer seeing the people
indulge in nothing else but eider, light wines and beer,
than have them indulge in the strong beverages that do
se much barm. And I am sure every temperance advocate
will be of the same opinion. Thore may bo in this country
counties where the Scott Act would not be carried, and
yet the people of such cournties might ho in favor of
the use of light wines, beer and eider under a license sys-
tem. I know I shallh be met at once by the objections of
one or two temperance people, that it is all nonsense te try
and sell light wines, beer and eider alone, and that in such
case ail other liquois will be sold at the bar. If it is true
that intoxicating liquors are sold in the counties where the
Scott Act is in force, it cannot be much worse to try the
experiment of light wines and beer. I intend submitting
to thA House a resolutton to the effect that when the Scott
Act is being voted upon, the electorate will have the choice
of three alternatives. One, to vote for the second part of
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the Act just as it is ; the other, against the Act in toto; the
third, for an Act prohibiting the sale of all intoxicating
liquors with the exception of light wines, beer and eider.
And if the people chose to carry the Act, exclud'ng from its
operation light wines, beer and eider, it is possible in those
11 counties I have just read to you, many of tbem would
have taken the alternative. I intend to move, therefore:

Tbat aIl the words after 4lthat " in the amendmeqt be struck out and
the following substitute :-

That inasmuch as the result of recent votes taken under the canada
Tenperance Act have been in favor of repeal, and inasmuch as the
electors of some coun ies in Canada may be in favor of a license system
for the sale ofe ider, light wines and beer only,

Be it resolved that, in the opinion of this 1fouse, the said Act should
be amended so that, upon any vote of the electorate being taken under
the Act, either for its adoption or ifs repeal, it shall be competent for
the electors to vote on any one of the three following alternatives :-

1. Either for the Act; or
2. For the Act limiting the sale of intoxicating liquors, but excepting

cider, light wines and beer from the operation thereuf; or
3. Against the Act.

If this amendment should be defeated, I still reserve my
right, and 1 will vote on the main question in favor of pro.
hibition.

Mr. LISTER. That is not an amendment to this mo-
tion.I

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I anticipated that such an objection
might be raised, but I find that, in the last Parliament,
when this question came up, and the sane resolution was
moved by the hon. member for North Lanark (Mr.
Jamieson), Mr. Girouard moved in amendment that the
Scott Act should be amended by exempting beer, eider and
claret, and other light wines. A suggestion was made to
the Speaker that that was not a proper anendment to the
motion, and the Speaker ruled that it was in order, and the
question was voted upon on that occasion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That amendment is not in order.
It is not germane to the motion.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think myself, it is not
relevant to the proposition now before the House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It might be a very proper
motion to make, in order to amend the Scott Act, and to
give an opportunity of voting for an intermediate proposi-
tion, but that is not a question now before us, and cannot
be dealt with on the motion now before the House.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I have sent you down the Votes and
Proceedings.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The objection may not have
been raised upon that occasion.

Mr. MONCRIE1 F. The objection was raised, and the
Speaker ruled the amendment was in order.

Amendment to the amendment (Mr. Moncrieff ) ruled
out of order, and question put on the amendment (Mr.
Wood, Brockville.)

Mr. FISHIER. We have already had one or two amend.
ments before the House upon which votes have been taken,
and perhaps it has been observed that those who were
responsible for the original motion proposed by the hon.
member for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) and seconded by
myself have voted consistently against all amendments
that have been proposed. It was necessary for us to take
that course, after having, with due deliberation and consul-
tation with the temperance bodies of the country, adopted
the course we had. We conceive it to be our duty, as well
as toe in the truest interests of the cause of temperance,
to get the resolution in its entirety, as we proposed it,
adopted by the louse. In pursuance of that view,1
we voted against the amendment to the amendment
proposed by the hon. member for South Leeds (Mr.
Taylor) and against the second amendment to thei

Mr. MoNCIEFp.

amendment proposed by the hon, member for Both.
well (Mr. Mills), and now we have corne to the amend-
ment itself. I would rather, on some grounds, have support-
ed the amendment, of the hon. member for Bothwell, but,
believing it necessary to come to a straight vote on the
original motion, I deemed it my duty to vote against that
amendment, and 1 see no course open to me, or to those
who wish to see the original motion carried, other than to
vote against the amendment of the hon. member for Brock-
ville (Mr. Wood). If that amendment should carry, I con-
sider it would practically nullify all the good that would
arise f rom the adoption of the original motion. It is in the
memory of many of us that, in 1884, practically the same
motion which is now before the House was made, and an
amendment was moved which was practically, tbough not
exactly in the words and form, the same as that of the hon.
mem ber for Brockville. If we are not to advance one step
beyond that motion in the course of four years, I think we
must consider that the temperance cause has stood still. I
am not prepared to believe that that is so, or to support any
motion which would lead the country to believe that such
is the case. 1, therefore, consider that the test vote on the
temperance question must be taken on the amendment of
the hon. member for Brockville. If that carries,
and it may cLrry, it will practically nullify the original
motion. We have already had such a motion carried, and
now the temperance people want something more. For
this House to reaffirm that motion of 18d4 would be of no
avail, and this House would be wanting in dignity to so act.
If that resolution meant anything, the House, and the
Government having the confidence of the House, ought to
have acted upon the resolution. If it meant nothing, there
is no reason for us to adopt it in any shape. I, therefore,
call upon those who are desirous to see the temperance
cause advanced and to see the original motion proposed by
my hon. friend from North Lanark adopted, to vote against
this amendment, and I tell them that they will be judged
by the temperance people of this country according to the
votes which they give on that amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hcar.
Mr. FISHER. The right hon. gentleman says "hear,

hear." He knows perfectly well that in 1884 the temper-
ance people of this country did not accept the vote of those
who voted for the rosolution of my hon. friend who sits
opposite me, as it was amended by the amendment of
Mr. White, at that time member for Cardwell-I say they
did not accept the votes of those who voted for that amend-
ment as being in favor of the cause of temperance. The
right hon. gentleman knows it very well, and I can tell
him, if ho does not know it now, that the temperance men
will take the same view now, and they will not accept the
votes of those who are in favor of the resolution of the hou.
gentleman for Brockville (Mr. Wood) as being votes in
favor of the cause of temperance.

House divided on amendment (Mr. Wood, Brockville):

Y]CS:

Amyot,
Armstrong,
Âudet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Barnard,
Béchard,
Bell,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Bowrell,
Bowman,
Bryson,
Burdett,
Campbell,
Oargill,
Carpenter,

Messieurs
Denison,
Desjardins,
Dessaint,
Doyen,
Dupont,
Fiset,
F-ster,
Gau- hier,
Gigault,
Girouard,
(iodbOUt,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Uuay,
Guillet,
Hesson,
Rickey,

McKay,
MMeilian (Vaudreuil),
Madil,
Masson,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Perley,
Porter,
Putnam,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Rykert,
semple,
shanly,
Skinner,
Small,
smith(Sir Donald),
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Oaaey,

asegrain,
Ohisholm,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Corby,
Uostigan,
Coughlin,
Coulombe,
Ourran,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davin,
Dan,
Dawiou,

Bain (Wentworth), Freeman,
Baird, Geoffrion,
Barron, Gilimor,
Beausoleil, Hale,
Boisvert, Holton,
Borden, Jamieson,
Bourassa, Jones (Digby),
Boyle, Kirk,
Brien, Landry,
Oameron, Lang,
Cartwright (Sir Rich ),Lépine,
Colter, Lister,
Cook, Lovitt,
Dickey, Macdonald (Huron),
Dickinson, McKeen,
Edgar, McMillan (Huron),
Edwards, McMullen,
Eisenhauer, Meigs,
Ellis, Mills (Annapolis),
Fisher, Moncrieff,

Mulock,
Neveu,
O'Brien,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Robertson,
Roomne,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Bomerville,
Stevenson,
Turcot,
Waldie,
Watson,
Wilson (Elgin),
Wilson (Lennox), and
Yeo.-59.

Amendment agreed to.
Main motion, as amended, agreed to on a division.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourn ment of

the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11:10 p.m.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAT, 22nd February, 1889.

The SPzAE za took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 57) to incorporate the Cobourg, Northumber-
land and Pacifie Railway Company.-(bir. Guillet.)

Bill (No. 58) respecting the Berlin and Canadian Pacifie
Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Bowman.)

Bill (No. 59) respecting the South Ontario Pacific
Railway Company.-(Mr. Sutherland.)

Bill No. 60) respecting Steam Vessels to be used in con-
nection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.-(Mr. Kirk-
patrick.)

Bill (No. 61) to incorporate the Manitoba and South-
Eastern Railway Company.-(Mr. LaRivière.)

Bill (No. 62) to incorporate the Lake Manitoba Rail way
and Canal Company.-(Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 63) to enable the city of Winnipeg to utilise
the Assiniboine River water power.-(Mlr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 64) respecting the St: Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Company.--(Kr. Rall.) J

Hudspeth, Smith (Ontario),
Iunes, Sproule,
Ives, Taylor,
Jouea", Temple,
Kenny, Thérien,
Labelle, Thompson (Sir John),
Labrose, Tisdale,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Trow,
La Rivière, Vanasse,
Laurie, Ward,
Macdonald (Sir John), White (Cardwell),
Mccarthy, White (Renfrew),
McCalIa1  Wîlmo;
McDonald (Victoria), Wilson (Argenteuil),
McDougald (Pictou), Wood (Brockville), an
McDougall (O. Breton), Wood(W'stnorel'd)-9l

Messieurs

1889.
Bill (No. 65) respecting the Atlantic and North-Western

Railway Company.-(Mr. Hall.)
Bill (No. 66) to ratify an exchange of land betwoon the

Ontario and Quebec Railway Company and the Land Secu.
rity Company.-(Mr. Small )

Bill (No. 67) to incorporate the Assiniboine Water Power
Company. - (Mr. Ross)

Bill (No. 68) respectiug the Canadian Pacifio Railway
Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

d Bill (No. 69) respecting the Kingston and Pembroke
9· Railway Company.-(&r. Kirkpatrick.)

DE BATES COMMITTEE.

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD moved:
That Mr. Prior be substituted for Mr. Baker on the Iansard Com-

mittee,

Motion agreed to.

STANDING COMMKITTEES.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That Mr Ferguson (Welland) be appointed a member of the Stand-

ing Committee on Public Accounts, that Mr. McCullough be appointed
a member of the Standing Committee on Aigriculture and Colomiaation,
that Mr. Bryson be appointed a member of the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, instead of Mr. Colby in each case; and that Mr. Edwards
be appointed a member of the Standing Committee ou Banking and
Commerce."

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yesterday, bofore adjourn-

ment, ihe hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) asked what we wero going on with to-morrow,
and the answer given was that we will go on with Supply
early. Subsequently a communication passed betweon the
hon. gentleman and the Minister of Finance, in which it
was stated that the Opposition would probably move an
amendment on going into Supply, and this afternoon the
hon. gentleman gave notice to my hon. friend that ho was
going to move on au important subject. We think it would
be well that the discussion, whieh must be an important
one and would most likely be a lengthy one, should not
be undertaken on Friday, when we have to adjourn until
Tuesday ; accordingly, we wiJl ask the bon. gentleman to
allow us to go on with the Estimates, and agree to take oip
any tmotion that may be made on Tuesday and let the dis-
cussion proceed on Thursday and until it is finished. I
throw out this suggestion to the hon. gentleman.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I do not think the
motion which we propose to make will occupy anything
like the time tbe hon. gentleman supposes. It will proba.
bly be disposed of in from two to three hours, likely, I think
by six o'clock. I do not like to interfere with the hon.
gentleman's arrangements unnecessarily, but there are a
good many reasons which would make it inconvenient to
defer the amendment till Tuesday, when, I nay intimate
to the hon, gentleman, we probably shal have another mo-
tion for the consideration of the flonse. I think it will
save time to the House if we carry ont our intention. No
doubt the subject we propose to introduce bas a bearing on
the whole question, but it is not our intention to discuss it
at any great leigth on the present occasion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
could not control the discussion, and as hon. gentlemen on
botb sides are very apt to make arrangements to go away
on Friday night, unless there is something specially keep-
ing them here, I would press the hon. gentleman to allow
the matter to stand over and allow us to go into SQpply to-
night. I think it will expedite business if these little cour-
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tesies across the floor are exchanged, and I will also say
that we shall be exceedingly obliged to the hon. gentleman,
if it is convenient, if, before the discussions come on, he will
give us the points of the amendments. Of course, I cannot
press it, except as a matter of convenience. It would enable
us to be ready to meet the hon. gentleman, and as he is a
formidable foe, we require to be well armed to meet him
successfuliy or on equal terms. I shall be very much
obliged to the hon. gentleman if ho will allow us to go on
with the Estimates to-night and put on our armour on
Tuesday and fight it out. I should also be obliged if they
would lot me know on what grounds they are going to
fight. It would be very convenient if the hon. gentleman
would inform me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may just say to the
lon. gentleman that our arrangements were a little dis-
concerted by the temporary indisposition of my hon.
friend, Mr. Laurier, who has not been able to bo in his
place for a couple of days, otherwise the hon, gentleman
should have in very good time the ipsissima verba and aill
the rest of the motion that wo had intended to bring for-
ward to-day. I must repeat to the hon. gentleman that
the motion is one which could be disposed of in a short
time if ho will use the undoubted and very great influence
which he possesses on bis side of the House not to prolong
the discussion. I think it would be for the public con.
venience to be done with the motion at once.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think there are some other gentle-
men in this House besides the rigbt hon. the leader of the
Government and the acting leader of the Opposition,
who have something to say about the progress of' publie
business.

that parliamentary courtesy requires that we should yield
to his request, particularly as I did not state to him the
exact character of the motion to ho made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope my lon. friend
from Northumberland (bir. Mitchell) will follow the ex-
ample of my hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir Rich: rd
Cartwright), and that he will ho Christian enougli to forego
any rudeness, which I hope was not designed, or any rude-
ness that was felt-

Mr. MITCHELL. That I " experienced," not "felt."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I hope the hon.
gentleman will forego all that. It is a new year, and we
have a new Session, and I hope that ho will now allow us
to proceed with the Estimates. I think, if he does so, that
it will not defer or prolong this Session very much.

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose, after such a recognition of
the importance of the Left Centre in this House, that I can
scarcely refuse to accept the influence which the tongue of
the charmer bas, not only on the House at large, but upon
myself in particular. Therefore, I will have to follow the
suit of the acting leader of the Opposition (Sir Richard
Cartwright).

Mr. COOK. I regret exceedingly that the hon. the
leader of the Government should object to this motion
coming on now. I do not know exactly what the motion
is myself, but I suppose that he must be in the secrets
of our party, because ho appeared to have some great fears
that the motion is of great importance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad my hon. friend
appreciates what very justifiable apprehension I have of
this motion. and I am glad that he is going to help us in

Several hon. MEMBERS. Hlear, hear. The Third party. having the matter postponed.
Mr. MITCHELL. I recollect an occasion last year when SUPPLY.

business of importance called me to Montreal and when I
was excessively anxious that some questions in relation to House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.
the Customs Bill should be postponed, but I met with a de- (In the Committee.)
cisive denial and refusal from a Cabinet Minister who went Salarypof the Deputy Speaker.. .... ........... $2,000
so far as to show an entire absence of courtesy to me. So
much se was this the case that I was, practically, insulted Sir RICHAI D CARTWRIGHT. Always reserving to
by a member of the Cabinet because I remonstrated with myself the attitude that I have expressed as to the expe-
him for pushing forward the matter and not assenting to diency of having a Deputy Speaker, I beg leave to say that
consult the convenience of a member of this House. The if we are to have a Deputy Speaker, I am inclined to think
leader of the Opposition, the mem ber for South Oxford that we canngt fill the doputy chair botter than it is at pro-
(Sir Richard Cartwright), bas stated what everybody sent filled.
knows to be true. He has made that statement, speaking Some hon. MEMIBERS. Hear, ar.
for himself and his party. and now I wish to speak for
myself. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. I am very ccrtain, Mr.

An hon. MEMBER. And your party. Chairman, that you have very thoroughly deserved some

Mr. MITCLIELL. I have bard some slight wlisperings recognition at the hands of the members of this House,
a te what the motion is te heand alhought isapetin although I must not be understood as in any way approving

as o wat hemoton s t b, ad athoghI a no i of the office itself.
the confidence of the gentlemen who initiate these thunder-
bolts, I have had some slight intimation of the motion. 1Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, as you are the item
will take up but a short time of the louse, because I.have that I have to speak to, I will say that if we are to have a
something to say aboutit, as I think it is an important thing. Deputy Speaker I do not think that we could have one who
Everyone knows, judging from the exhibition shown the could deal out more courtesy to every hon. member of this
other night on an important matter, how easy it is for the House than you do. Therefore, neither I nor the party
right hon. gentleman by a wave of lis hand or a nod of bis which I represent shall offer any opposition to your occupy-
head to kep the gentlemen who follow him in their seats ing that office.
and to prevent them from speaking. We had an example Mr. LANDERKIN. There was a time, Mr. Deputy
of that the other night in a most marked manner. I hope, Speaker, when I had an objection to the office of Deputy
however, the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Speaker, but under the present circumatances I will heartily
Cartwright) will not give way, but that ho will go on with withdraw my previous objections.
lis motion, for if he does not ho will probably compel me to Salaries per Clerk's Estimate.......... ... .. $70,050
proceed with it in his place. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is god-father for

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sorry that my hon. this increase? It seems to me a considerable increase.
friend of the Left Centre (Mr. Mitchell) should differ from
me in any one point, but as ho very rarely differs with us one Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker will explain.
eannot complain. After the statement made by the First Mr. SPEAKER. The increase is made up as follows -
Minister, if he still persista in pressing it upon as, I think $50 each to twenty clerks, annual statutory incroase al-

Sir JoHN A. MAODoNALD.
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lowance to deputy sergeant-at-arms, in lieu of living rooms
$200. There was such a demand for rooms for the ceor
mittees and for some other purposes, that we took from the
deputy sergeant one of his rooms, which the Deputy
Speaker bas occu pied during the last two years, and we
gave Mr. Smith this increase of salary as an indemnity. Th

=ollowing clerks were promoted:-J. Dalton, to first class,
8150; J. A. Polkighorne, to second clase, $200; E. P
Hartney, to first clasE, $200; R. Brewer, the assistant ac
countant, to first clase, $200; C. E. Clarke, to second clases
$150; J. Stansfield, to first class, $200. Then there are
increases to T. Ouimet, $200 ; H. P. Macdonell, $100 ; W.
Dube, $50; and N. Robidoux, $100, making a total increase
of $2,800. I may explain, that at the end of last Session
there was a demand on the part of many hon. members
which seemed to be receilved very cordially by the House,
for some of these increases. Besides, a question usually
arose at the end of each Session, as to extra allowances for
clerks of the different committees. The committees were
accustomed to recommend to the House bonuses to their
clerks, varying from $100 to $400, for extra work. The sense
of the House seemed to be that that practice should cease,and
it was suggested that the salaries of the clerks should be re-
adjusted, so that there would be ne occasion for them to try
and influence any of the members in favor of such bonuses,
For that reason I suggested to the Commission on Internal
Economy that there should be a kind of readjustment of
falaries all around, so that every clerk would receive a
permanent salery in comformity with the character and
amount of his work. The House will readily understand
that the work of these clerks varies according to circum.
stances. For instance, a third class clerk may be acting
as an assistant to a first class or chief clerk whose powers
of working, on account of aga or illness, become impaired,
so that the assistant bas sometimes work of greater import-
ance and responsibility than one would expect from an as.
sistant with a small salary. These are the reasons why
the salaries of these different clerks have to be ad-
justed every three or four years, and it is what has been
done this year. In the Sergeant-at-Arms' estimatcs you will
observe a small increase of $420. This is made up of the
following increases:-$100 to the chief messenger, who had
no increase for many years, and whose affability and effici-
ency everyone knows; $90 to Claire Hugg; $50 to the bank
messenger; $50 to the clerk's messenger; $30 to
the doorkeeper; and at the suggestion of some of the
members, I also recommended an increase of $100 to the
salary of Mr. Turgeon, the assistant chief messenger.
You will observe that these increases produce a very
small total increase in the expenses of Legislation, because
there have been decreases amounting to about 82,500 in
ether branches of the service. Through good management
and increased surveillance in the stationery office, the clerk
thought we might reduce the expense of that department
by about $1,500; and other decreases have been made in
different departments, so that I think, on the whole, with a
relatively small increase, greater efficiency in the service
will be brought about to the great satisfaction, I hope, of
hon. members.

Expenses of Committees, extra Sensional Clerks, &c.. $13,200

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How many extra clerks are there
employed this year ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The regular number, twenty-five.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Are they employed as private
seeretaries to hon. membersopposite, or are they generally
distributed ?

Mr. SPEAKER. There are none that can be se employ-
od, unles in their spare time. We have seen that only the
regular number have been employed, according to the

resolu Lion cf the Houa., sud up te the present time twenty-
3, resolu tion of the House, and up to the present time twenty-
- five clerks have been able to do the work efficiently.
e

Printing Voters' Listea........,..............1 ,500

Mr. POSTER. I will ask the House to allow me to
e reduce that to 810,000, and it is not certain that the whole

of the reduced amount will be required.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGBT. Before that vote is

carried, I would like to ask the hon. gentleman whether
any of these voters' lists have been distributed or not to any
parties ?

e Mr. IBOWELL. I answered that question the other
day very fuliy. There had Leen none distributed, accord-

, ing to the memorandum given me by the Queen's Printer,
, except in counties where a vote was to be taken on the

repeal of'tbe Scott Act, and in one or two instances which
at present I forget. I think my reply is fully recorded in
olansard.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Some bon. members
of this House asked, and a reasonable request it appeared
to be, to be allowed to buy one or two of those for their
own couvOnience, and it appears very odd they could not
obtain copies of the voters lists if they were actually
printed in such a shtipe that they could e distributed in
other cases.

Mr. BOWELL. I was not aware of application having
been made for the purchase of voters' liste, until the
Queen's Printer called my attention to the fact that appli.
cation had been made for them, After consultation with
the Minister of Justice, we came to the conclusion that it was
not advisable, nor did the law justify, giving them to any
person except in the cases to which I have referred, and
had the Queen's Printer applied for permission in the
first place, it could not have been given. The hon. gen-
tleman will undorstand that the placing of the old voters'
lists in type was simply to enable the department to for-
ward them to the proper authorities, when a revision of
the list would take place. Those that were given, were
given upon the responsibility of the Queen's Printer
himself, and after the attention of the Government was
called to this, it was stopped.

Mr. TROW. Are the voters' lits enow ready for ditr;-
bution, and can they be purchased ?

Mr. BOWELL. They are ready, but I do not understand
that they can be purchased or obtained until the law is
amended, and they are required by the proper authorities
in preparing the next voters' lists. Then they will be sont
in accordaace with the provisions of the Act.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is it not possible some of these
lists may have been sent out before thim Order in Council
was passed, because it was cîfrently roported in the city
of Hamilton some months ago-early in the fall-that the
Conservatives of Hamilton had received copies in advanco
of the voters' lists, and were making use of them in their
committees for the purpose of securing good liste for the
next general elections? This statement was made in the
Hamilton Tmes months before the assembling of Parlia-
ment, and it was not contradicted in the Hamilton Spectator,
the Government organ, and the general impression anongst
the public is that the statement is true. is it not possible
tjese liste were sent to the interested parties in Hamilton,
and other places, probably, before the Order in Council was
passed ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is just possible that the lista may
have been obtained by parties not entitled to them, but if
so I have no knowledge of it, and my information from the
Queen's Printer is that the statement made by the Opposi-
tien pres in the west conoerning this matter is not correct.
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I will, however, make further enquiry and let the hon. gen-
tleman know.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If this was done to any
one party and refused to another, it would be very wrong.
I should be very much disappointed if it is found that the
statement is truc.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). As bad as gazetting.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never beard of it

before now, but I do not see there is any illegality in allow-
ing these lists to be issued. However, the Minister of
Justice looked into it, and he is not here at present. Of
course it will not do that the Queen's Printer should ho
obliged to strike off any number of theso in order to supply
either side. It may be a matter for consideration whether,
when the lists are struck off, an additional number should
be issued fur sale at such a price to either side as would
compensate for the extra expense. 1 merely throw that
out as a suggestion, bat, at all events, if any one man gets
the lists his noighbor has an equal right to get them.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I cannot see why there should be
any objection to either party gotting the lists. They are
for the public benefit, and as soon as printed by the Queen's
Printer, they ought to be for sale. I do not see why they
should be kept secret.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. There is no reason what-
ever.

Mr. SOMERVILLE While on this sulject, I would like
to ask the Government if they have caused to be made any
comparative statement with regard to the expense of run-
ning the Printing Bureau as compared with the expense of
getting the printing donc by contract ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA LD. It is too early for that.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. It would not be too early if a man

were in business for himself. In that case he wouîld have
found out by this whether the new system was paying or
not.

Mr. McKAY. I have heard the statement of the hon.
member with regard to advanced voters' liste having been
sent to the city of Hamilton. I saw the statement first in
one of the Hamilton papers. I knew nothing of it nor did
1 hear anything of it, but alter reading the item I made
enquiries and could not discover anyone in Hamilton who
had received such advanced lists. 1 do not believe, from
my enquiries, that any advanced lists came to the city of
Hamilton, and I do not think there is a word of foundation
for the statement made in the press.

Mr. B RRON. i happened to leain that the voters' lists
had been distributed to some of my opponents in my own
riding, and I at once applied to Ottawa to be given a votere
list, and my application was refused. It is truc I was re.
ferred to the Printing Bureau,. and I applied there, and the
answer was the lista were not being dibtributed. 1 thought
at the time there must have been something very curious,
because I was well aware of the fact that some of my op-
ponents had the voters' lists aand were making use of them
for the ensuing election.

Mr. BOWELL. I will make enquiry as to the statement
made by the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Barron),
and, if he can give me the names of those who received
them, I will investigate the causes.

Library of Parliamen..... .............. $34,860

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I sec a vote here of
$2,000 for binding newspapers. What is the rale in regard
to that? What newspapers are selected?

Mr. FOSTER. I have only found in my experience in
the library that a number of the principal newspapers are

Mr. BOWEtL.

kept on file and are bound, such newspapers as the Globe,
Mail, Empire, and others of the principal papers, not, I
think, to a very large extent, but sufficient to keep the eur-
rent records in a permanent form.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not myself object
to preserving the ne wspapers. They may not be of very
great interest to us now, but, 100 years hence, they may
show to the people of that day a curious photograph ot the
affairs of the country at the present time. What I desired
to know was upon what principle these newspapers are
selected ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is entirely in the hands of the librarians.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This seems to be a
tolerably large amount for the purpose.

Mr. FOSTER. I will make a note of it and enquire of the
librarians.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the explana-
Lion of this revote of $2,500 for preparing and reprinting
the catalogue of the library of American history ?

Mr. FOSTER. I have a memorandum from the
librarian, who says:

" The work bas been going on. Part of the contingencies of the
library has been used to pay the expense, and the bulk of the work
remains.over till the Government printing establishment is in working
order. We shall need our vote during the coming year."

Printing, binding and distributing the laws........... $10,000

Mr. BOWELL. The Quoen's Printer tells me that $6,000
will be sufficient.

Vote reduced to $d,000,

Printing, printing paper and bookbinding... ........ $75,000

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to pursue the course they have been pursuing in the
past, of awarding contracts for the supply of paper
and afterwards giving orders for paper to the various
stationers and paper mills throughout the country without a
contract ? That bas been the system in the past to a large
extent, as the examination of the Auditor General's Report
from year to year will show. Very large amounts have
been paid to paper manufacturera and stationers in Hamil-
ton, Toronto, Montreal, and other places, fcr paper which
has been used in the Government service, and which was
not contracted for. I think that is a very wrong system,
and it has resulted, I believe, in a suit being entered against
the Government for damages by one of the parties who
held the contract. I understand flere is a suit now pend-
ing in the Exchequer Court, for damages elaimed on behalf
of some of the contractors, who are asking to be recouped
for the loss they have sustained in not having the oppor-
tunity to supply all the paper the Government required for
the public service. I think the syst em is not a good one
and that it should cease. I would ask if the Government
proposes to continue it ?

Mr. POSTER. I have not heard of a suit being brought
as the hon. gentleman states, and the members of the Gov-
ernment who are beside me have not heard of it. The
system followed now is the same, I think, as that which
bas been followed for some time past. It probably gives a
litt le more facility for buying the exact kind of stock which
is required. Stock is of a varied character, and it may be
that purchases could be made to better advantage in that
way at times, than by getting the whole thing under con-
tract.

Mr. SOMEERVILLE. I have no personal knowledge of
the suit being entered, but I have seen it stated in the pub-
1e newspapers.
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Mr. FOSTER. I think we should know of it if it had

been entered.

Mir. SOMERVILLE. I cannot see how the Government
can make a botter bargain without a contract than with a1
contract. The contract system is the proper one, and the
one under which it is more likely that money will be saved
than the system of giving orders in a promiscuous way
here and there. Not only is the latter injurious in that
respect, but I bave been informed -and my authority in
this matter is undoubted, because it is the authority of a
man who sold the paper himseif to some of the newspapers
who secured contracts for printing immigration pamphlets
-that the party who .purchased the paper from him
required that ho should give a discount of 20 or 25 per
cent.-I am not sure which-on the amount of the pur.
cbase. Thus the newspaper which did the work for the
Government not only secured an enormous price for the
printing, mach more than the work could be done for by
the Government contractors bore, but obtained also a per-
centage or a discount of 20 or 25 per cent. on the paper
which was used in these pamphlets, and the country suffered
to that extent. This is a wrong system, and is not an
honest mode of dealing with the publie funds.

Mr. FOSTER. What city was that in?
Mr. SOMERVILLE. I am not going te give away

the name of the dealer who gave me the information, but I
make the statement deliberately.

Mr. FOSTER. I will make a note of this and will look
into it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am afraid the hon.
gentleman's notes wiIl be overburdened.

Mr. CASEY. I find that this Session there is great
difficulty in getting copies of the departmental reports. We
used to be able to get a considerable number of extra copies
from the Distribution Office, but this year there are no
extra copies there, and we are told to go to the departments
for them. Those reports are printed for the information of
the public, to be sent out to persons in the country who
take an interest in these matters, and who desire to post
themselves and their neighbors in regard to them. The
item for printing is very large, and we ought to have some-
thing for it; we have a right to have accounts from all the
departments in considerable numbers, to scatter abaut
amongst our constituents, and if we are to have them at all,
we had better get them in the Distribution Office as before.
I think it would ho much more convenient. Such a report
as the Auditor General's, for example, I am sure my hon.
friends opposite would be glad to scatter rather more freely
than they have been doing amongst the people. It is a re-
port in which they ought to take great pride as coming from
an cfficial of the Government, and I have no doubt they will
not say that they have Any reason to dread the scattering
of any statements that appear in the document. I would
like to understand from the Minister in charge of this
branch, how it is going to be with the reports in general,
and that one in particular ?

Mr. FOSTER. Exactly the same number of reports in
each of the departments is being printed this year as have
been ordered in previous years, and the same method of
distribution is taking place as has taken place formerly. It
mav be that the wholei numher of' cories which are to h

increase the number which are printed for the sake of scat.
tering them through the country, because there is a demand
which might b cvery difficult to satisfy when once you went
beyoud the rcgulation number. It has beretofore been con-
sidered sufficient.

Mr. CASEY. I am very glad to hear this explanation
from the Minister; but that is not the explanation I got
from the Distribution Office. Mr. Botterell bimsef was
not in, but I asked the gentleman in charge of the office,
how it was they had no extra copies, was iL because they
had not yet beern published ? He said they wore not going
to have any, and that we had to go to the different depart-
monts this year, if we wanted to get extra sopies I am
glad to hear that ho was laboring under a mistake in mak-
ing that statement. As to the total number of copies to be
printed, I do not think the demand for them is altogether
unlimited. Every member knows that ho has certain con-
stituents who make a specialty of one lino or another, and
who want to get a certain number of reports from that tar-
ticular department. These larger reports no oe cares to
scatter very freely; it would be a waste of the public money
to throw them around the country as freoly as yon do the
smaller documents; but there is a very considerable de.
man I from each constituency ; and I hope if the present
number is not found to meet the demand of members for
such literature, that it will be increased. I think if there
is such demand from members for more of that kind of
literature, it ought toe opirovided. Some counties may
want more than others. I think the demand ought to b
met, and I do not think it will b so very excessive as to
make any material difference in the expenses, and it will
make a great difference with those who get thom.

Mr. BOWELL. If such a demand for the Trade and
Navigation Returns were met as the hon. gentleman su-
gests, the edition would have to be quadrupled. There is
scarcely a member in the flouse who is not constantly ask-
ing for additional copies. I do not think there has been
any change in the mode of distribution. The Secretary of
State may possibly have adopted some system by which the
distribution should take place from the Printing Bureau.
I will enquire into that. But it will be very diffioult, I
assure the House, to make a distinctioa botween the coun-
try and city members. If the member who represents a
commercial constituency is given half a dozon copies,
every other momber would be equally entitled to it. The
only deviation I have made in the distribution bas been in
favor of prominent members who reprosent commer-
cial constituencies entirely, and also the leader of the Op-
position who, as a raie, has appliod for an extra number,
and as far as possible we have supplied him with them. If
the HIouse is desirous of having a larger distribution they
must give us a larger appropriation ; for mysof I have no
objection to order the printing of a double niumber, or three
times the number, if it is thought necessary in the intere-ts
of the country. I will only say to the hon. gentleman
with reference to the Auditor General's Report, that it
is very interesting reading, and I am quite sure ho would
like to have a much larger number for use in order to en-
lighten his constituents and the country generally. From
past experience I very sincorely regret that there was not
an Auditur General's Report published, containing ail the
minutiSe of the transactions of the Government, while I
had the honor of' sitting on that side of the House.

&Uby M a LUWV UUUU Uplmwaui v uprinted have not arrived at the Distribution Office. Each Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How you would have
department has a number which are printed off and sent to rung the changes.
the Distribution Office for the use of members alone, in ad-
vance of the to al number. But no different system is Mr. BOWELL. Wouldi't I?
being followed from that of previous years. Then, I may
May, with regard to the general distribution, it is a matter Sir RICHARD CAITWRIGHT. You would not have
for serious consideration, I think, as to whether we are to got through for ten months.
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Mr. BOWELL. I would have done my duty to my
country.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister ofCustoms did his duty
very well as it was; he rang the changes continually on
the items that were put before the House; and I quite
agree with him that it would have made things more spicy
if we had had a similar report in those days as we have now.
Therefore, both sides of the House will agree as to the utility
of this report. The Minister says that it is a useful thing,
and we say so also. Of course, we cannot expect to have
more of the reports of the Auditor General, or of the Trade
and Navigation Returns, without paying more for them.
But I would like to remind the hon. gentleman that even
a quadruple edition, as he speaks of, in tbe case of the
Trade and Navigation Returps, would not quadruple the
expense by any means; it would only cost the price of the
larger quantity of paper used, and the extra presswork;
the composition and the translation, which form the largest
part of the cost, having already been done. It does seem
to me, when we look at the large cost of composition and
translation, that a comparatively small edition is struck off
for such a very considerable initial cost. He says
there is a tremendous demand for the Trade and Navi-
vigation Returns, and I take that to indicate that more of
them ought to be printed. I would urge it upon the Gov-
ernment, and would urge the members of this House to
press it upon them, to have a larger number printed, for
they will find that their constituents care a good deal for
this sort of information, and it is their right to have it. I
have no doubt that the Government will think proper to
accede to the demand. It does not follow that every mem-
ber requires one and the same number of copies. I can
quite understand that in a large commercial centre a great
many more copies of the Trade and Navigation Returns
would be asked for than in my own county, for example,
almost purely agricultural ; but then there are other coun-
ties that want a different kind of literature, and I think
each county should be supplied according to the demands
from that county, and that, practically, a great number of
these reports should be at the disposai of members. They
need not all be printed at once. It might be nccessary
to strike off a few hundred more, or a thousand or two
more, as time went on. I think that members should
not be stinted, especially in such reports as those I have
mentioned. We have a right to know how our own money
is beirg expended, and how our trade and commerce are
managed.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I have a suggestion to make which,
I think, if put into operation, would get over this difficulty.
Ever since I have had the honor of a seat in this House I
have observcd that an unlimited supply of emigration
pamphlets have been furiished to the members to send to
their constituents. Any member can go over to the Agricul-
tural Department and order five hundred, or a thousand, or
just as mary copies of emigration pamphlets as he pleases.
This system has been pursued from ycar to year. Mem-
berR, as every one in the flouse knows, spend a large por-
tion of their time in addressing to their constituents copies
of emigration pamphlets, pamphlets describing British Col-
umbia, pamphlets describing Ontario, Prince Edward Island,
and all the Provinces of the Dominion. My idea is that
these pamphlets are prepared for distribution abroad, not
for distribution among the electors in the various constitu-
encies in the Dominion. This money, if properly expended,
would not be expended in sending these pamphlets
to constituents of members of this flouse. The distri-
bution of this literature among the people of Canada
does no good. They receive these pamphlets and they
are laid aside; it it true they are considered to be a
mark of attention from their member, and the people think
that he remembers the influence they exercised in the

Mr. Bow»LL,

election and they will be glad to assist him again. But all
this is doing no good to the country, it is doing no good to
the public service, it is wasting the public money, it is wast-
ing the time of members of this House in sending ont that liter-
ature, and it has become a burden to the Post Office Depart-
ment, because I am safe in saying that tons and tens of tons
of this literature are sent out ot the House every Session.
The literature intended for distribution abroad is thus
wasted upon our people at home, it is of no use whatever,
and the money expended is thrown away. If the Govern-
ment would make a new dçparture, and if, instead of sup.
plying these immigration pamphlets, they would devote
the money thus expended to providing a sufficient supply
of blue-books, which contain information of value te every
reader, they would be doing a public service. If the
Government would give members more blue-books and do
away with those immigration pamphlets, which are given
te members withont regard te numbers or expense, it
would be a move in the right directio-, and I suggest te
members of the Government that this is a matter which
should receive their s3rious consideration. They should put
a stop te this system of distributing immigration literature
to people te whom it does no good; it does not promote
immigration, we do net want our people to emigrate from
one Province te another, we want people te emigrate from
foreign countries te this Dominion. This expenditure is a
waste of the public money, and I contend that if the
Government cannot sec their way te give members more
blue-books on the ground that that would increase the ex-
penditure, then, at all events, they should curtail the expen-
diture on these immigration pamphlets and allow the
supply of blue-books te be increased. There is no member
who is net receiving from some of his constituents letters
asking for blue-books, and it is impossible te obtaina supply
equal to the demand.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I can hardly agree with the hon.
member for North Brant (Mr. Somerville) in his statement
that the only use of these descriptive pamphlets. of our
country is to have them sent as inducements te foreigners
te emigrate te this Dominion. While I admit that is the
primary use te which they should be put, I think the bon.
gentleman is entirely wrong in his conclusions respecting
their circulation in our own country. We have no objec-
tien te inducing foreigners of the right class to settle in our
country. It should be our object te do se, and if we are
te get them in large numbers we must furnish them with
the necessary information te enable them to form a
correct estimate of the value of our country as one te which
te emigrate, and furnish them with a correct idea as te the
varions parts of the country whither they may bend their
course. But I submit there is another class, the very clasa
te whom the hon. gentleman objected to furnish infor-
mation, that is the young men of our own country who are
contemplating moving from their present place te some
other locality where they can establish themselves in life.
I hold it is a matter of the utmost importance that infor-
mation regarding the resources of our country and the best
parts of our country te which te emigrate should be furnished
to those parties. I need net tell this House, it las been
mentioned over and over again, that there are 1,000,000 of
our own people on the other side of the line. If pains had
been taken properly te open up our own country te settle-
ment, and te furnish correct information. respecting its
resources and the advantages offered to settlers, a great
many of those people might have been saved to this coun-
try. Our friends across the line are well aware of this
fact. Yon cannot enter a steamboat or a railway carriage
but yon are handed a pamphlet descriptive of the country,
setting forth the advantages of this part and the other part,
and making representations se as to induce people to leave
this country and settle in their country. I hold that
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the expanditure made by the Government is not wasted.
It is, on the contrary, absolutely necessary if we are going
to indiec our people, who are being orowded out of the
older portions of the Provinces, or are seeking botter fields'
of enterprise in the new Provinces, to remain in our coun-
try that we should keep theni posted with regard to the
resources of the North-West, and of the different points
where they can settie with advantage, and the Govern-
ment bas been doing this by means of this expenditure.

Mr. CARLING. The hon. member for North Brant
(Mr. Somerville) has stated that members have only to go
to the Depar*ment of Agriculture and give an order for 500
or 1,000, or whatever number of copies they may require
of pamphlets for distribution among their constituents. I
admit that, perhaps, some years ago a numuber of immigra.
tion pampnlets were given to members for distribution in
the different constituencies, but it was done only at their
urgent request, and this literature was to b3 distributed
among young men who intended leaving their country and
going either to ilie United States or to our North-West. We
have discontinued the publication of immigration pamph
lets to a great extent, and I have had more than one com-
plaint from members of the House this Session because we
were not able to give them such supplies as they had re.
ceived in previous Sessions, and because now we are not
publishing any pamphlets for distribution in Ontario
or in Canada, and, in fact, we have discontinued it alto
gether at present. The hon. member for North Brant
(Mr. Sia.crville), judging from the statements he made,
is under a wrong impressiou. One of the objects
we had in distributing the literature to whieh the
hon. gentleman refers, was to give information to
the young men of Canada, who are inclined perhaps
by statements made in the public press and by gentle-
men holding public positions to think the western States
a botter country in which to seule than our own country
in the North-West. I thik on. gentlemen wiil re-
member that, a Se-ssion or two ago, such statements weco
made by hon. genLlemen on the other side of the House,
and it was said that a large ntuber ot people were going to
Dakota instead of our own North-West. It was the duty
of the Governmnrt and this iouse to do everyLhing pos-
sible to retain our young men in our own country, an I to
show that the North- West was preferable to Dakota or Min-
nesota, or any of the northern States. That information
was given to the people through thoir reprosentatives, and
I think it has had a good effect in inducing our young men
to go to our North-West instead of Dakota and Minnesota.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Has that been the effect?
Mr. CAIRLING. I believe it has been the effect. From

information we have received from our agents in the North-
Wet, we learn that a number of people who have gone to
the United States from Canada are now turning their atten.
tion to our North-West, and enquiries are being constantly
made for our land regulations and a statement of the advan-
tages offered by that country as compared with those offered
by the United States. I feel satisfied that the information-
has proved to be of great value.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I am glad to hear the state-
ment of the Minister of Agriculture that this year, at
ail events, the supply of pamphlets in to be curtailed. I
think the hon. Minister is taking a wise stop. This matter
was brought to the attention of the Housoe by me, some
years ago, and I am glad the advice I then gave is now
being acted on by the Minister of Agriculture. With
regard to the statement of the hon. member for Middlesex
(Mr. Armstrong) that it is necessary to circulate such liter-
sture in order to keep our young men in the country, I
May say that in ome respecte I agree with him, but I do
]Rot think it necessary to send the same pamphlet to the

same man every year. The sane pamphlets have been
published every Session since I have been here, at all
events, for several Sessions. An unlimited supply of the
Guide Book have been circulated, Session after Sassion, and
year after year, among our young men all over the Dominion.

Mr. CARLING. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
that the Department of Agriculture sent those books for
distribution, or whether the department was asked by
members for this literature, for the benefit of their constit-
uents ?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I believe that the merbers asked
for this literature, but they asked for it in some cases, not
for the purpose of enlightoning our young men as to the
merits of their own country, but just to have some commu-
nication with their electors. I think that this was the chief
object they had in view.

Mr. CARLING. You cannot get any bettur information
than is contained in the Guide Book.

Mr. SOWERVILLE. Certainly it is gool information,
and it is information that is endorsed by overy momber on
this side of the flouse. Every member on this aide is just
as attached to bis country as any member on that side, if
not more so. I do not bolievo that any statement ovor miade
by a member on this side of the House has had any tenlency
to induce the young mon of this oountry te seek homer in
any other eountry. The members on the opposito qide of
this flouse are not any more loyal than the members on
this aide of the louse. Sometimes it is necessary for us to
state bare, bald facts, but they are distorted by members of
the Government for political and party purposes. We have
stated what we believe to be true, and our statements have
been borne out by facts in the past history of Manitoba,
that many of the people who have sottled in that Province
were driven out of tho eiuntry by the land regulations, and
other impedimenti plauced on the setLLIer.

An hon. MEUBER. Nonsense.

Mr. SOMIERVILLE. It is not nonsense, it is true.
There are hundreds of mon in Dakota to-day who were
formorly inhabitants of Manitoba. That is a fut that
cannot be disputed, and it is a fact that we should ail look
in the face and try to overcome. Therefore, I do not think
it is in the power of any man to say that any momber on
this side of the House has by his statements induced mon
to settle in a foreign country. We have a 'country rich in
every natural resource; our country speaks for itsolf, and
we have a right to be proud of it, but it ill becomes any
follower on the Government aide to charge a member on
this side of the ilouse with uttering statoments which tend
to induce the young mon of this country to settle in the
United States. We are ail anxious to see bthis ,ountry
settled and tohave it a great and growing nation, and in
this respect we are as much intereste on this side o the
flouse as they are on the opposite benches. With regard
to the statement of my friend from Middlesex (Mr. Arm-
strong), I would say that his reasoning would be ail right if
the supply of those books was limited to somo extent, bc-
cause it a supply of books is sent during any one year to
the people of a section of a country it ought to be supposed
that the information contained would be suffilient for some
time to come. But the dose is repeated year after year and
Session after Session. Tons and tons of this literature is
literally wasted and thrown away. Why should it not be
sent to foreign countries where we might secure some
benefit from it. I believe that my suggestion is a good one,
that it is in the interest of economy and in the interest ot
the people of this country, that instead of wasting the
money of the people in distributing this literature at
home we shoald send it to foreign countries, because our
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people have had a surfeit of it in years past. We should
put this money into the blue-books and give the people of
Canada ail the information they ought to have.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. If my hon. friend from North
Brant (Mr. Somerville) is foolish enough to send the same
pamphlet to the same parties year after year, I cannot help
it. I can assure him that I am not foolish enough to do so,
and I do not believe there is another man in ihis House
who is. I can only repeut and reiterate what I said before,
that it is a matter of the utmost importance that we should
keep the merits anid the claims of our country before the
people of our country. Lot me point out that the Ameri-
cans see the importance of this, and carry it out to a much
larger extent than we do. You can scarcely open any of
the leading newspapers of the United States, without seeing
large advertisements about the lands in western Kansas,
in Texas, and other parts of the Union. The people on the
other side of the line are wise enough to keep the matter
before the public, and not only do they advertise in the
papers of the United States, but also in the papers of the old
and this country. A few years ago some acquaintance of mine
in the State of Nebraska sent me a newspaper, and I re.
member seeing in it an account of where they had formed
a new corporation for a county. They had organised a
county council, and although there were only a few scat-
tered inhabitants in the place, the very first thing which the
new county council did was to grant 625,000 for the pur.
pose of circulating information about the county in the
papers of the old country. I believe we will be entirely lack-
ing in our duty to Canada, if we do not take means to keep
its advantages and its greatness before the whole world,
and above ail, before the people of our country, for I hold
that one young man raised in Canada is worth three at
least of those we get from other countries. I cau stand in
my own doorway, and I eau look at the houses of five in-
telligent young mon who have gone to Dakota and Ne-
braska. within the last few vears. Everv inducement that

An hon. MEMBER. The reading of the blue-boqks
would drive any man ont of the country.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I have no doubt that if the
young men of this country studied the extravagant expen-
ditures made by the Government, it would be enough to
drive them away. I agree with my hon. friend from North
Brant (Mr. Somerville), that there has been an enormous
and unnecessary expenditure in printing those pamphlets,
but, of course, we have to remember that it bas been bene-
ficial to the Government of the day. From the statements
made by the Minister of Agriculture, one would think that
the young men are not leaving the country in as great
numbers as formerly, although we know that they are.
All ho has to do is to look at the reports of his own agents.
I would call bis attention especially to the report of the
agent at Winnipeg, who says that when on a pleasure tour
through the western States, ho found a great many people
who had previously been located in Manitoba. I would
advise him to recall that agent, and to restrain the publica-
tion of these pamphlets, and devote the money which
would otherwise be expended u pon them to proper and
legitimate purposes which will be beneficial to the country.

Mr. SPROULE. I am surprised that the hon. member
for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) should raise the objection he
does, for ho, like ail hon. gentlemen, must have been ap-
plied to from time to time by young men in his own local-
ity who wished to change their locations, for these very
pamphlets which ho is now so strongly condemning ; and
such applications do not come from men belonging te one
political party only. My experience is that they come from
the farmers' institutes. Last year and the year before I
received urgent appeals from the farmers' institutes to dis-
tri-bute the pamphlet known as Lynch's pamphlet on Butter
Making, throughont the country.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. That is not an immigration
pamphlet.
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can be offered, should bo held out to those young men to Mr. SPROULE. I refer to this as one of the important
settle at home, and not to leave us to swell the ranks of a pamphlets got out by the Government. I have also had
rival country. I hold it to be the duty of the Government applications from varions members of these institutes, as
of the day, by all the means in their power, to spread infor- well as from the grange societies in my locality, asking
mation regarding the resources and advantages of our me to send them immigration pamphlets containing infor-
country among our own people, and to try to induce young mation about our own North.West, because many farmers'
mon to believe that they should stay in our country in pro- sons belonging to them wished to change their locality.
ference te any ceutry in the world. I have been written to every Session since 1881 for such

pamphlets in relation to agriculture and immigration,
Mr.WILSON (Elgin). My hon. friend from South Middle and I find these applications coming from both politisal

sex (Mr. Armstrong) must know that it would materially- parties. They value and appreciate lhem, and are thank-
militate against the Government if they had those pamphlets ful to the Minister of Agriculture that he has issued so
printed and did not have the opportunity of spreading them many of them.
ail over the country. My friend from South Middlesex ex- Mr. WATSON. I would just like to say that we cannot
pressed a strange idea, when ho extolled the Government overestimate the value of distributing literature which will
for producing such wonderful results in keeping the young show the natural advantages of our country; but I bolieve
mon from going to a foreign country, while at the same the Department of Agriculture might adopt a botter system
time ho remarked that from his own residence ho could see than that of publishing such a book as the Guide Book,
the bouses of several young men who had left their country which in its present form is not suitable for circulation in
and gone to the United States. If those pamphlets are so Canada. It contains a sketch of all the Provinces in the
useful and so beneficial, and so much in the interests of the Dominion. There is no use of sending a description of
young men of this country, why is it that he has to lament Ontario to Ontario settlers, or a description of Manitoba to
the loss of those young men who have gone to the United Manitoba settiers. If a pamphlet were issued to show the
States. He says he was not so foolish as to send the same advantages of our great N orth-West, it would be of immense
copies to the same people every year, so be must have sont value to distribute that in the eastern Provinces, because a
out fresh copies, but, notwithstanding that, the people have great many people leave those Provinces for the west, and
left the country, as he says himself. The very argument unfortunately a large number are settling in the western
used by my hon. frieid from South Middlesex (Mr. Arm- States. We have had frequent instances of mon who went
strong) ought to show plainly enough that those pamphlets, from the eastern Provinces and settled in Manitoba, and
imstea of being cf utility to his section of the country, have afterwards left for the western States; but I am glad to
produced a very contrary effect. I would suggest to him inform this House that many of them are now coming back
that he would send a few blue-books instead ot those pamph- to settle in Manitoba. Before they left the North-
lets, and then perhaps he will not have to lament so seriously West they knew it was a good country to settle in,
and so sadly the departure of young mon from this country. with good soil, if they had been lot alone; but

Mr. SoMEavILLE.
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they were hampered at that time by reetricted North-West is a much better country for him than Dakota
land regulations, by the disallowance of railways, and by or Minnesota. Mr. Webster says that notices much as this
the monopoly which existed from one end of the country can be commonly seen through Dakota or Minnesota: "All
to the other. They left the country; but knowing the parties are warned not to let stock graze on our land." This
quality of the soit, now that monopoly has been abolished, is stuck up on the prairies where there may be noue or very
that lands which were formerly chequer-boarded by coloni. few inhabitants, because the land is owned by speculators.
sation companies have been returned to the country for These speculators will not allow farmers owning stock to
settioment, and that the policy of the Government has been graze their cattle on the land, but in the Canadian North.
changed, I am glad to say they are returning to the West it is just the reverse. If a man has a crop, hoeis
country; and we hope, with the competition in railways bound to put up what is called a legal fonce, and the North-
which we expect in the near future, that the country will West Council passed an ordinance describing what a legal
rapidly settle up. The Local Government of Manitoba force is. If this fonce is put up round a piece of land, the
are doing considerable in their way to induce settlers owners of stock straying within this fonced enclosure can be
to go there from the eastern Provinces. They are prosecuted and made to pay damages; but it appears in
distributing literature at the expense of the Province, and Dakota and Minnesota, although the whole prairie may be
in that way are doing good work. I would suggest that unoccupied, the settler with a few head of stock cannot let
sncb pamphlets as the Guide Book might be divided up, and them run at large, for fear of being prosecuted and
the portion referring to the North-West would be very good mulcted in damages. There are also other matters referred
literature for hon. members to send to their constituent. to. Mr. Webster refers to the case of Captain Comstock,

Mr. SOMERVILLB. It is, of course, within the know. who purchased some land, as ho believed, in Dakota from
ledge of this House that we have a printing bureau estab- the United States Government, He paid the sum of $1.25
lished at an enormous expense, and the understanding was an acre for it, but as there happened to bo, before the pat.
that after its establishment ail the Government printing ent was transferred, a change of administration in Washing-
would be done there at a less cost than was formerly the ton, he was told by the Land Commissioner, that ho could
case under the contract system. I would like to ask the not have the land; and, as hoesaid, they did not giye
hon. Minister of Agriculture if it is his intention to him the land or even return him his money. I do
abandon the practice which has been in vogue for many not think anything of that kind has ever occurred in the
years, of distributing this printing patronage among the North-West. If a man pays for hie land, the patent is is-
varions newspapers supporting the Government, and do sued with as little delay as possible. While on this point,
away with the system by which such papers as the Hamil. I would like to compliment the Departinent of the Interior
ton Spectator got 15,000 or 820,000, and the Montroal on the improved method which they have adopted during
Gazette and other papers got similar amounts yearly, for the last t% o or three years in the issuing of patents.
printing? I think it would be satisfactory to the members These patents are now issued se quickly and so regularly
of this louse and the country to know that it is the inten- that the purchasers of land have not a long time to wait
tion of the Minister of Agriculture to have these pamphlets for them. I would refer to another observation of Mr.
and al the printing of hie department done at the printing Webster, to the effect that in Minnesota and Dakota a great
bureau. deal of land grabbing has been going on, and that the class

of settlers who went in there evidently did not go to make
Mr. MACDOWALL. I am glad to be able to agree on this their homes in the country. They borrowed a yoke of

occasion with the general tenor of the remarks of my hon. steer, plowed a few furrows around the land, which they
friend from Marquette (Mfr. Watson), because they tend to called breaking forty acres, and thon, ai soon as possible,
show that the pamphlets issued by the hon. Minister have they got their patents, merely to sel the land over again,
assisted immigration to the North-West. I am also glad to and go somewhero else where they could repeat the same
be able to agree with him that farmers are returning from performance. The land laws in tho Canadian North- West
Minnesota and Dakota to the Canadian North-West. I will not permit this, and that is a great advantage, because
think that is a sign that the policy adopted by the Govern- we do not want any spoculators i the North-West, but
ment bas been a wise policy and beneficial to the coun- wish to eoe the country occupied by bond ßde settlers.
try-- There is arother point worthy of notice in this pamphlet.

Mr. WATSON. The Local Government. After going through Minnesota and Dakota, Mr. Webster
Mr. MACDOWALL-and now that the people understand says:

it, now that they understaud the advantages the Canadian "I have travelled over the Nelson county and enmined it carefully.
North.West offers, they are wise enough to make use of The Canadians there are generally in some little business; very few of

those advantages. Referring to the pamphlets, I have a ems ao rs alnd these few seem eager to sell out, verything
little paper in my hand, written by a practical farmer, Mr. We can find no such remarks with regard to the Canadian
W. A. Webster. North-West in anyof the United Stato pamphlets or riews-

Mr. MULOCK. In the civil service. papers, because such a statu of affairs doos not exist there.
Mr. BOWELL. Does that make him any the worsee? Canadians and others who bave gone to our North-West
Mr. MACDOWALL. I consider it a very valuable pamph- have settled down, and though at first times were rather

let. We have heard so much discussion in former times on hard, they were mon of iron enorgy and stron. determina-
the comparative value of Dakota and Minnesota, on the one tion of will, who, in spite of alldifficulties, are pushing their
side, as a farming country, and the Canadian North-West way and will make a cauntry of it, whoreas across the
on the other, and we have beard so very much said in favor boundary lino the land is being takon up in the manner
of Dakota and Minnesota, that I think it is just as well the described by Mr. Webster; and 1 venture to say, that after
world at large should have a comparison between these two a few years our Canadian North-West will aanue a much
coun ries made by a practical fariner, and this little pamph. botter position than that of the North-West on the other
let is very usefal and interesting in that way. It gives the! side of the boundary lino. Ris pamihlet atso goes on to
experience of an actual farmer, who makes his living by show that an immense lot of land is held ti Dakota and
farming, and I think anyone who reade this will agree that Minnesota by speculators, while in the Canadian Nortb-
the Canadian North-West is most assuredly a much botter West this is happily not the case. We bave a very large
country for setzlement than Dakotá or Minnesota. One field there for immigrants, and but little land is held by
point alone will prove to the poor man that the Canadian speculators except where it is held in very snall lots, say
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lots of balf a section, and by railway companies, and these
companies well understand it is best for them, as it is for the
country, that the land they hold should be rapidly occupied.
I need only refer to the very able way in which the land of
the Manitoba and North-Western Railway, in our Canadian
North-West, has been administered by their very able com-
missioner. This compary are adopting every means pos-
sible to colonise these laids and have them settled. They
offer the lands to actual "ettlers at a small and fair price,
and offer the settiers every inducement to settle on the
land by giving them length of time to pay and an easy rate
of interest. If we can have a few pamphlets such as Mr.
Webster's distributed throughout the world, it will be the
very bot4 thing we can do. I was an emigrant from the
old country myself, and adopted the cou:o most emigrants
take when coming out. I went to the steamboat offioes and
other places where pamphlets wore o ibe had, and I read,
mot only the pamphlets r iating to our Canadian North-West
and ihe other Provinces, but al o those dealing with Austra.
lia and New Zealand, and the effect produced on my mind
by the emigration literaturo of Canada was such that I
thought this country would afford botter opportunities to
an emigrant than Australia or New Zealand, and botter op-
portunities to an emigrant who preferred to live under the
fag of the glorious old Empire under which he had been
born, than the United States.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What year does the hon. gentle-
man refer to ?

Mr. MAUIDOWALL. I came to Canada in l878, and
there was aun abundance of litorature ut that time--

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes; of the right sort then.
Mr. MACDO W'ALL -and 1 hope to see this immigration

literature, of the same class as that which has been so ably
selected and sent to the old country by my hon. friend the
Minister of Agriculture, continued.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Perhaps the Minister of Agri-
culture will answer the question which I put to him before.
I asked if be intended to pursue the course which had been
adopted in his departmont in the past, in having immigra.
tion pamphlets printed by outside printers instead of at the
printing bureau, which has been established by the Govern-
ment for the purpose of economising in that respect ? I
might say, in responso to the remarks of the hon. membor
for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall), that no one objects to
the circulation of this literature abroad. We all desire that
the advantages of Canada should be known, that it should
be known that this is a good country for immigrants, but
we do not think that this literature should be circulated in
places where it can do no good.

Mr. CA RLING. I believe the system of distributing the
printing of immigration literature to the different news.
papers was started by the Government of my lon. friend
(Mr. Mackenzie) in 1876 or 1877, and is continued by the
present Administration. Since the commencement of this
financial year, no pamphlets ·have been printed outside the
Government printing office, and it is the intention of the
Government to get all the literature of that kind printed at
the Government printing office in future.

Mr. WATSON. I am glad to lie able to agree with my
hon. friend from Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall) on seve-
ral points, as he agrees with me on some points. e con-
gratulates the lnterior Department on the way in which
they are conducting their affairs in the west, but he does
not condemn them for the way in which they conducted
their business in the past. He confines bis remarks to the
last two or three years, and no doubt within the last two or
three years things have improved. But the hon.gentleman
should not be contented with congratulating the Govern-
ment of the Dominion, because the fact that confidence is,

Mr. MAODOWALL.

restored in the Province of Manitoba is due to our having a
Gcvernment there to-day which is fighting for the rights
of that Province, a Government that has taken the Damin.
ion Government by the throat and demanded its just rights,
and the result is that the Manitoba Government is receiving
those rights, and the people who were leaving the Province,
when a miserable servile Government was in power there,
are returning to Manitoba now. As long as we have people
in that Province who will maintain their rights, and a
North-West Council in the Terrilories who will maintain
their rights, and all we ask for is f air play-both Manitoba
and the North-West Territories will prosper.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for Saskatchewan
(Mr. Macdowall) bas quoted Mr. Webster as a reliable
agriculturist, as a witness who satisfies him. I think he
is quite right in quoting Mr. Webster. I do not know
many men who are more extensively engaged in the farm-
ing business than he is. There are some people who are
engaged in farming out the wbole of Canada, and he is one
of them I have seen him engaged in farming in my own
constituency, and I observe that he generally selects the
winter, when we are all here in Ottawa, to conduct his
farming operations. It is always a harvest season with
him. fie was harvesting in Haldimand in December last,
and he was harve sting in alton and East Hastings. In
faet, le carries on his farming operations in every riding
in which there i$ an election. and his farming is always on
behalf of the Government, and of course he carries it on
because it is a very profitable occupation on behalf of the
head foreman of the whole Dominion. The member for
Saskatchewan (Mr, Maciowall) says he hopes the North.
West will develop. I entirely agree with him in that, and,
had the gentlemen who have been farming thaL part of the
country acted in the interest of the country, it would have
been developed before this. But did the hon. gentleman
from Saskatchewan ever do anything to help to develop
the North-West ? Did he ever give a vote in this House to
develop it ? Did he give a vote to give railway competition
to that country ? Did he vote to relieve the people there of
the objectionable features of the landlordism which we con-
tended against from year to year ? No, he only voted to
send an agent of the Government to every elector in his
corstituency when he was running, and to tell the electors
that the manner in which they voted would bo sent down
to the Government here and they had better vote right.
That, of course, accounts for the hon. gentleman's being able
to represent the riding here to.day. That country bas been
kept back by just suc3h a class of men as this immigrant
who came here in 1878. I admit that he showed one glim-
mer of intelligence when he was able to discriminate between
Canada and other parts of Her Majesty's Dominions. He
accepted the statements in the literature published by the
Government of the hon. Alexander Mackeizie, and I eau
sympathise with him when he throws some little doubt
upon the general reliability of the literature which has been
distributed in regard to Canada since that date. If he could
only think of the general interests of Canada and not en-
dorse everything which comes from his party, he would see a
a far greater development, but he and many others will
have reason to regret the unpatriotic course they take now
in simply showing loyalty to their party, in season and out
of season, in the flouse and out of the House, when they
really are the principal obstructors of the progress of the
North-West.

Mr. MACDOWALL. As the hon. gentleman has made
some statements in regard to myself which are absolutely
false, I must rise once more to give them a complete denial.
fie says that I sent Government agents to the votera in my
constituency to cause them by threats to vote for me. The
lon, gentleman will probably be very glad to hear that he
was mistaken when he made that statement, and if anybody
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gave him information to that effect, he will no doubt be
equally glad to hear that he was misinformed. Such was
not the case. As to what I have said in this House or the
votes I have given bere, I have always considered the great
interests of the country when I have spoken on publie occa-
sions, and I have always considered the great future of the
Domin ion whieh it is my hope to see some day a very great
power in the world. I believe that, if the hon. gentleman
had voted and acted as I have done, ho would have done
more to help the future development ofthis great Dominion
than he has by adopting the course he bas followed.

Mr. MULOOK. Last Session we had a little information
on this point, and I think it was clearly established on the
floor of this House that a person in the service of this Gov-
ornm<nt-I have forgotten bis name, but the Hansard will
show it, I think ho was a legal gentleman living~in the
hon. gentleman's own town of Prince Albert-took a great
interest in promoting his election. He attended meetings
of the free and independent electors of Saskatchewan, and
he told them, what? Gentleman, you owe the Government
for certain lands, you have not got your patents yet, you
are under obligations to do certain duties, the time will
corne.

Mr. BOWELL. And that is so.
Mr. MJLOCK. Well, suppose it is.
Mr. BOWELL. I am not talking tu you, I am talking

to this gentleman.
Mr. MULOCK. Very well, you are very well occupied.
Mr. BOWELL. Much botter than I should be if I had

a conversation with you.
Mr. M LLOCK. Mr. Chairman, I entirely agree with

you-
Mr. BOW ELL. Then, there is no dispute botween us.
Mr. MULOCK. Mr. Chairman, ho stated who was the

common agent in his election for himself and the Govern-
ment, and this agent appealed to the "independont elec-
tors " as ho calls them to-day. He said to thom: You have
been sufferers by the rebellion, you have claims against the
Government for compensation, you will in a short time
have these claims adjudicated upon by the Government of
the day, and remember that there is an election coming on,
and under the law applicable to the North-West the voting
is open, and how every man votes is afterwards to be
known to the Administration; it is the duty of the return-
ning officer, the moment the election is over, to return the
election roll to Ottawa, and the Government will understand
how each man has voted, the Government will be obliged
to take notice how every man votes; therefore it is of
extreme importance to consider these facts in connection
with your prospective claim for compensation. The mem-
ber for Saskatchowan, through his agent and the agent of'
the Government, tells these "free and independent elee-
tors": "IRemember that however you vote, your compen-
sation depends which side you vote for," and that is what
ho calls, I suppose, letting them have their own way. He
says that no Government influence helped him. I ask him
now, did not the Government agent distribute a circular
informing them that the way they voted would be made
known to the right hôn. gentleman who presides over the
destinies of this country, and that ho might be compelled
to punish them if they were not good boys and do as they
were told ? He cannot deny it. Now tell us whether
such a circular was distributed or not among those who
sent yon here.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I am sorry that the valuable time
of the House should be taken Up with this little matter, as
it is a very small one indeed. It was fully discussed by
ny hon. friend from Marquette (Mr. Watson) lst Session,

and an explanation was given which, I think, ought to
satisfy any reasonble man. I merely wish te repeat the
explanation that was given last year, and to say that I
have pleasure in correcting the hon, gentleman who has
just spoken. He stated that a circular was issued by a
gentleman who was both my agent and the agent of the
Government, threatening the electors unless they voted for
me. Now I have pleasure in being able to state that T can
deny this.

Mr. MULOCK. What do you deny?
Mr. MACDOWALL. No agent of mine ever sont such a

circular to the electors, and no agent for the Government
ever acted as agent of mine; therefore I think the charge
falls to the ground. With the regard to open voting in
the North-West and the reforence ho has made to the "free
and independent electors," as though ho thought thoy were
not very free and independent, lot me tell him that the
people of the North-West are exceedingly indopendont, and
they know themselves what is best for themsolvos. I think
they have several times assortod thomselves, and whonever
an election cornes round they a!ways will assort thom-
selves; they will pronounceo their own opinion, and I hope
their own opinion will always be pronounoed as wisely as it
was in the last election.

Mr. WATSON. I regret to have to take up any more
time of the House, but wheni statoments are mnade hore that
are misleading, I feel it my duty to corroct thom. There
is no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that a circular was sent around
in the district of Prince Albert and in the district of Sas-
katchewan, by a gentleman there, who was acting on bohalf
of claimants, parties who had claims against the Govern.
ment, and that circular was read in this House last Session,
and was not denied by the hon. member for Saskatchewan
(Mr. Macdowall). That circular was circulated by an
agent of this Government who was acting on bohalf of
parties who had claims against the Goverrn ment. The cir-
cular stated that Lhoy should vote for the Governmont can-
didate bocause the Government wore sustained, and the way
in which they voted would docide upon how thoir claims
were considered. The circular aiso stated that the voting
was open, and the voters' lists had to be returned to Ottawa
to the Government that it might so how each individual
had recorded his vote, whother for or against the Govern-
ment candidate, ard this was to be used as a reason why these
mon should vote for the hon. goitleman who now occu pies
the seat for Saskatchewan district. As for those electors
being independent, I say, Mr. Chairman, iL is a disgrace to
have open voting in our North-Wost. There is no class of
people in the Dominion of Canala to-day who are so depen-
dont on the Governmont, on account of the use the Govern-
ment may make of their votes. They are dependent on
the Government for their patents, for their land for ettle-
ment, and thoir land claims, and when you have an agent
who boldly issues a circular over is own name waroing
these people that they will ho taken to aooouat for record-
ing their votes agains3t the Gover-rnmat cau lidate, I say it
is a disgrace to have open voting, under those ciroum-
stances, in our North-West.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it will be in-
teresting to the flouse to hear exactly what that circular
was, and although, I must admit, the discu.r-ion has taken
a wide range, this is a matter of suffBcient importance to be
recalled to the attention of the louse. The circular is as
follows:-

"<(confidential.)
"Pxou A LEaR?,

"ThrmAso, and Mar-ch, 1ss?.
"DA Sxz,-1 deem it to be part of my duty, as soitor for your

rebenion losses-
" as solicitor for your rebellion losses "-
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-" l inform you, in reference to the Federal elections, that on Friday
lat I telegrap bed my agents in Ottawa, who are attending to your in-
terests there, the following message

" Plase. wire me what seems the real result of elections so far.
"And yeeterday I received by telegiam the following reply:-
" Government majority o far is 12. 204 constituencies have, so far,

elected members; there remain eleven more to be held. It may be as-
anmed that the Government will receive at least half of these.

"Now, in conclusion, I will remind you that by section 51 of the
Representation Act each vote is cast openly and his vote goes one for
or against thi Government in the poll books ; and by section 61 of same
Act the poll books muet be forwarded to Ottawa after the election here.
And it is certain that the Government is not defeated, the loises will
be paid this Session, yours, I trust, with the rest.

"Your obedient servant,
"WILLIA.M V. MAALISE."

Mr. DAVIS (Alberta). The hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson) has made a gravo misstatement with regard
to the independent electors of the North-West. In the
district of Alberta, which t havo the honor to represent, I
must say that I was not the Government candidate, but beat
the Government candidate, and ait hore as one of the in-
dependent men. It is true I did not run as an independent,
but ran as a Conservative, and beat the Government candi-
date. So I think hi@ statement that the people of the North.
West did not know who they wished to represent them in
the louse of Commons, is far from being correct.

Mr. DAVIN. I am very sorry that the time of this
House should be taken up with this sort of wrang!ing. The
faôt is tbis, that the Reform party seems to devote itseolf to
the study of the infinitesimal, to grumbling at cab hire,
uttering elegies on the disturbed old carpets, and talking a
lot of nonsense, such as we have heard to-day, that
doe not bear examination for a moment; this is the
way the great Reform party thinks the time of the
country should be taken up. In regard to the statement
about seed grain made by the hon. gentleman for North
York (Mr. Mulock), I may tell him, as ho was told bore
the very first Session, that his statement made in regard
to the use of seed grain as an election machine has not an
iota of foundation. It was shown, when first this question
was brought up, that Reformers in several sections of the
constituency had the distribution of this seed grain. But
I have observed this about hon. gentlemen on the Reform
aide of the House, that they are like a beetle: if a beetle is
running in a given direction and you turn him aside, still
he tries to go rigbt on ; you turn him on his back and he
more or less wriggles; put him on his feet again and ho
goes right on in the same direction. Place hon. gentlemen
opposite on a certain track, let it be proved that there was
no foundation for the course they are following or the state-
ments they are making, still they run right on and repeat
the same statement Session after Session, and the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) rises
and makes the same speech for ton years successively with
slight variation. Like a celebrated character in Shake-
speare, all the bon. gentlemen on the Reform side
of the House are eloqueut in saying an infinite
deal of nothing; and will anyone deny that in this com-
mittee we have had an infinite deal of nothing ? The
statement was made that the hon. member for Saskatchewan
(Mr. Macdowall), sent round a circular. Tbat was the
statement made by the bon. member for North York (Mr.
Mulock), and the hon. member for Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) refutes bis fellow member, the ruember for
North York (Nir. Mulock), by reading the circular, and it
turne out that the hon. gentleman's statement is wrong,
and that the solicitor of certain claimants, taking bis own
view as to wbat was in the intereste of those claimants, as
ho had a perfect right to do, wrote the circular. What on
earth my hon. friend or the Government have to do with
the fact that that man wrote that circular, I fail to under-
stand. And so it is with everything else. I am sorry the
time of the comnittee has been taken up in this manner,

Sir RIoRDa CaTwRoar.

and I should like, but it is a hope of despair, to say
I trust hon. gentlemen on the Reform aide of the House,
who fulfil a great function here as Rer Majesty's
Opposition, will rise to a higher plane and give us some-
thing better; we are tired of these pettifogging politics,
and I should like, if for nothing else than the fun of the
thing, to see them make a vigorous onslaught on the
Government. What effect can it have on the Government
to be peppering away at tbem with pea pods? Why,
bon. gentlemen only make themselves ridiculous before the
country. I should like to see a vigorous attack made, but
I confess, having observed those hon. gentlemen for two
Sessions and a half, it is a hope of despair. When the hon.
leader is here-I am sorry hoeis poorly-I like to hear his
silvery eloquence, but after all there is no thunderboit in
his thunder, and while the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), talks indeed a little more vigor-
onsly, I will not say it is al thunder and small beer, but I
will say it is all stage thunder and concocted apollinaris.
Sometimes the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) gets into his Bengal-tiger-mood, and deals
very vigorously with us all. He is very sensitive if we say
anything about him, but he does not care a bit how hard
he deals with us, and the fact is that ho deals as a kind of
attack that has lost all interest, because it is a sort of stale
draught of concocted assafotida, and my intellectual
stomach rebels against it. No man ever said more in the in.
terest of the Reform party than what I am saying here now.
I say to tuat party, that unless they change their tactics,
they will not only bacomo smaller by degrees and most un-
beautifully less, but their present confision will become
worse confounded. Why, they have so many leaders that
one does not know what to make of it, and of course what
they want is to extend their numbers, but, as Bigelow
says, what is the use of adding to the tail when it is the
head that is in need of strengthening.

Mr. WATSON, I do not suppose I can say anything as
amnuing to the ieHouse as the remarks made by the hon,
member. ie told us the other day that he was a kind of
funnel which communicated the views of the Minister of
the Interior to hon. gentlenen on this side of the House,
and now hoeis acting as a kind of funnel for the Minister of
Agriculture. He is accustomed to use funnels, J believe,
and hoe is therefore the right man in the right plhce. He is
an example of the loyal men of that party, a loyalty I
might say for revenue purposes, for in the Auditor General's
Report J sce the Regina Leader entered for $4,976 for
printing. I should like to ask the hon. gentleman wherein
he has interested himself in the North-Weat? le has put
notices on the paper in regard to the North-WestL He
introduced a Bill last Session providing for representation
of the North-West, or for the Government of the North-
West, by a Local Legisiature, and ho asked one or two
questions in regard to the subject, and especially as to
what the Government intended to do in regard to that BilL
I would ask the hon, gentleman and this flouse what ho
had to say when the Bill was brought before the louse ?
Not one word is recorded of advocacy by him of the
interests of the people in obtaining the estabtishment of a
Local Legislature in the North-West. I say that the North-
West should have a local representative body and have
within itself the power to govern its whole country, and I
admired the action of the hon. gentleman during the first
portion of last Session in introducing a Bill with that object;
but ho saw fit to quietly withdraw it, I suppose at the bid-
ding of his masters. We find the hon, gentleman on all
occasions ready to rise and defend the Government in this
louse, but when matters are brought up that are of vital
interest to the North-West, tie hon. gentleman is 'not
present to defend them. He is always acting as a funnel
for some representative gentleman on that side of the
House.
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Mr. WELSH. A gas meter.
Mr. WATSON. HA may properly be termed a funnel.

There bas probably been some time wasted in this discus.
sion, but I hope what bas been said may have eftect, and
that the House will be satisfied that undue influence is
brought to bear on electors in the North-West under the
open voting system. No doubt such pressure is brought to
bear in the North-West, although probably I should not say
so. This may b. due in a great measure to the system of
open voting. I know that at the election in East Assini.
boia-I was there during the election-pressure was
brought to bear, not by theb on. member who now repre-
sents that constituency, but by his predecessor who is now
in the Senate. I know that undue influence was brought to
bear there, and particularly on a class of people who wore
induced to come out and settie there on account of our froe
institutions, namely, the Crofters. Undue influence was
brought to bear on them to my certain knowledge. The
son of the First Minister was shown there as a Crofter, to
start with. The people were told they would not receive
any extension of time in connection with Lady Cathcart's
payments unless they voted for Mr. Perley, and also that
they would not receive a second homestead unless they
voted for that gentleman, nor would they receive seed
grain unless they voted for Mr. Perley. All those argu-
ments were used on these poor people, and further than
that, there was a man belonging to a particular religious
denomination brought up there to work on the feelings of
these poor people aIso. They were to lose their heavenly
bread as well as their daily bread unless they voted for
Mr. Perley.

Mr. DAVIN. As a personal reference has been made
to me, permit me in two sentences to deal with the re-
marks made by the bon. gentleman. He says that I ac-
complished nothing last year in regard to responsible gov-
ernment. I put that notice on the paper, and what hap-
pened then ? The right hon. gentleman brought down the
13th clause, and, accordirg to tho oditor of the Edmonton
Bulletin, who is now a momber of the Legistative Assembly,
and who is, perhaps, the strongest Reformer in the Do-
minion of Canada, has stated publicly, and stated in his
paper, that the Advisory Board is practically responsible
governmont. The hon. gentieman (MIr. Watsor) bas made
the statement that in some way I am controlled by the
Government, because, in looking over the Public Accounts
ho finds that a company called the Regina Leader Company,
in which I am supposed to bo interested, is down as having
received certain iums.

Mr. MULOCK. How much ?
Mr. DAVIN. I don't know.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. 1.) Oh, it is infinitesimal to the

hon. member ?
Mr. DAVIN. Does the hon. gontleman know that the

Dominion Government has no power whatever, any more
than if the money was voted in England, to give the print-
ing in the North-West to anybodly. Thai is doae en.
tirely by the Advisory Board. I was able at one time,
when I was proprietor, to actively apply myself to the
conduct of that paper and to manage its busiîess, and I can
say that the profit from work done for the Government was
Very small. Hon. gentlemen rise up here and make a
statement in reference to some items of the Public Ac-
Counts-be it 84,000, or 85,000, or S10,000-and endeavor
to let the public go away with the idea that the man got a
Pi esent of that money, while they seem to forget that work
was donc for that money. In the North-West I know that
-what with the tremendous expense which was gone to in
getting in printing materials and plant and working ex-
-penses you will find a number of books printed for the
Local Government, as your statutes are printed bere, at a
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price which did not leave ô per cent. profit on the capital
and labor.

Mr. WELSH. That is cutting it pretty fine.
Mr. DAVIN, I do not want to go too closely into the

facts of the case, because, if I did, I might be interfering
with the great policy of the Liberal party. Their policy
does not amount to much more than this attack on expendi.
ture, for which value was given to the Government in
return. They have no other poliey to bring forward, and
there they sit, as Mr. Disraeli once said of a number of
great statesmen, "like extinct volcanoes." They can erupt
notbing that will challenge the public ear. They cannot
contrive any policy that will attract the attention of the
people of the country; they are absolutely without a policy,
and, as a consequence of their being without a policy, they
come down here and take up a whole night wrangling about
cab fares. Another time one of those hon. members on the
Opposition side of the House sheds tears about a torn-up
carpet. Let the bon. gentleman not fret about this torn-up
carpet, but lot him dry his tears, because I can ease hie
soul on that matter. The Minister of Finance promised
the other night to tell the hon. gentleman about that car-
pet, but I was so anxious to soothe the perturbed soul of
the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) that I
enquired about the carpet myself. I may tell him that
when a carpet is torn up in one room it is sent to
a less dignified habitation. If it is taken up from the
floor of ore room where there must be a best carpet
it is sent to a comnittee roorm or some place else,
where its old age an.d infirmity are not so roadily con-
spicuous, and 1 can calm the mind of the momber for
Wellington with the assurance that there is net a yard of
carpet wasted in this whole Dominion. I cannot say that
this announcement has taken a plank from the Liberal
platform, but it certainly bas taken some of the carpet off
a plank, or otherwise the platform of the Roform party
might go to the country covered with a ragged carpet
excogitated ont of the agitated imagination of the hon.
member for Wellington (Mr. Mcrulein). Once more, I
repeat this policy of small criticisi 's the only policy they
have on the other side, and it is equivalorit to saying
before they can got to those bonches they will have to
ovolve a man of genius from among them. But I do not
think however that oven tho daring spirit of Darwin would
even conceive tbat as possible. I can tell them that they
will have to change their manners and their methods if
they want to got to the other side of the House.

Mr. McMULLEN. Permit me to tender my thanks to
the hon. member for the information ho has given the
House. He stated to us the other night, when the Minister
of Interior was interrogated, that he was constituted a
funnel through which would pass all the information we
were asking. We see now that he is not only a funnel for
the Minister of Interior, but that ho is also a funnel for the
Minister of Finance, for ho bas given us a littie bit of in-
formation to-night that the Minister of Finance had
promised to give to the House. He did not get the infor-
mation from the Minister of Finance, but ho appears to
have wormed himself into the place where that oar pet was
used, and ho now comes forward as the funnel through which
the information passes to ibis House.

An hon. MEMBER. Where was the carpet?
Mr. MoMUULLEN. I do ûotknow where it was; but the

hon. gentleman is a funnel no matter where ho goes. He
appears to be a political funnel, and, as ho has described
himself, he is the funnel of his own party. We are
grateful to him for the information ho bas given this aide
of the House, ai.d 1 hope that to the end of the Session,
whenever a Minister of the Crown fails to give informa-
tion to the House, ho will prove himsolf up te his under-
taking, and prove himself this peculiar political funnel
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that we will receive all the information needed. We from Calgary to Dunmore is 188 miles, and ï cents per ton
ve nothing to do with a funnel among our party, nor per mile on that distance would be $1.41. That would
ve we one and we do not want one, but I congratulate make the cost of the coal at Calgary, with 8 1 per
party opposite on having this distinguished individnal ton profit, $4.41. But that coal is sold on board the

.o represents the North-West discharging the peculiar cars at Calgary at $8 per ton, which means a total profit
ty of a funnel. He is an admirable one, because he ap. of 84.59 per ton, which I think you will admit is a
are to be able to convey any amount of information, and very large profit. Now, we will take the price at which
at the Ministers are not able to give ho can find out coal is sold at Winnipeg and Portage la Prairie, and
himseolf. compare it with the cost. The cost of coal at Daunmore is

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. 81.90 ; the freight from Dunmore to Winnipeg, a special rate
on coal which is given to the Galt Company by the Canadian

After Recess. Pacifie Railway, is $3.59, making the total cost of the coal,
delivered at Winnipeg, $5.49. The selling price of the

ALBERTA RAILWAY AND COAL COMPANY. Galt coal at Winnipeg, on board the cars, is 7.50, showing

1r. SIIANLY moved third reading of Bill (No. 14) to a net profit to the Galt Company of $2.01 per ton. Now,
Mpr. e H the Alberta Railway and goal (ompany. when yon consider that the average sales at Winnipeg are
orporate nestimated by the company ut 20,000 tons a year, and allow the
Mr. WATSON. Before this Bill is read the third time, Company a profit of 81 per ton, which is a fair profit for so
ish to say that I feel, as representing a district of the large a quantity, you will see that the Winnipeg people are
vince of Manitoba, that it is of the utmost importance contributing to this company, in excess of what they should
t coal should ho laid down ut the cheapest possible rate for their coul, at least $20,000 a year. The output of the Galt
he consumer. At the time the original Bill was passed, in Coal Company, estimated by themselves, is some 200,000
5, granting power to this company to build a narrow tons annually, so that you can easily see what a handsome
ge railway, and granting it a large subsidy of ]and, to profit they are making on their undertaking, and I believe
et it in constructing the railway, it was pointed out, by they intend inureasing their output. Now, I will give you
promoters of the Bill, that it was intendeil to secure the pi ices stated by the Winnipeg Commercial as prevailing
ap fuel for the settlers in Manitoba and the North-West on the 18th of February, 1889. Under the heading of
ritories. At that time, being accustomed to the actions "Coal in Western Canada," it Bsys:
nonopolies, and railway monopolies in particular, I felt ''Five hundred and twelve tons of lump coal were taken out or the
t we should make provision that coal should b" carried mines at Lethbridge, Alberta, on one day recently. 'Tb , with forty
certain maximum rate per ton per mile. I fid Ifrom tons of nut, is the largest output for a single day,' soys the Lethbridge

News, 'since the tnires have been running. The coal induEtry in the
eience that my contention at th'at time was rigrht. ITerritories is steadily developing, and when the Galt railway is con-

that this company did not operate their mine or structed into Montana, as it may be before auotheryear, the industry
r raiiway in the iiterebt of the settlers, but in the will be g'ven a great impetus at Lethbridge. The Lethbridge mine is

the only one which has been worked steadily and cont«xuously since itrest of the coepany.1 suppose we should not was first opened. With the increase in population, coal miniBg will be-
me them for that, because they are business men, and come a vast industry in the Territories. ' # 0 At present
y desire to make as much mon y as they can; but we the Lethbridge is the only native article to be had in this market. Itis

eie i epr senting the pouple, and when we assist used to considerable extent in Winnipeg and other Manitob *-towns, and
i " selle here retail at 58 per ton delivered, in competition with Pennsyl-

company out of the rosources of the country, we sbould vania anthracite at $10 per ton, and imported soft coal at $3.50 per
to it that the people's interests are protected. Now, i ton."
glad to see that thisis composed of men of Allowing 50 cents per ton for delivering the coal, the prico
Drprise. They opened up their mine, and they built a given here agrees with the figures I have given. Now, I
row gaugo railway, although that was a mistake. They th ,k the rate of cents per ton per mile shouId be considered
r come to this Parliament lor power to broaden the a ftir rate for carrying the coul f om Lethbridge to Dan.
ge and to extend the road to the south in order to open more, and from Dunmore to Calgary ; and the rate I bave
a new field for the sale of their coul. I an glad that given from D.anmore to Wnnip3g is the exact rate chargei

are doing so, although this extension will enable the by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to the Galt
tern States to enter into competition for coal with the Coal Company. We find, in comparing rates, that the

ple of Manitoba and the North-West Territories. Now, Government railway, the Intercolonial, carries coal at
ve taken the trouble to ascertain the cost of producing tbree-tenths of a cent per ton per mile. Of course, we all
and the prices at which it is sold, and I will lave this know that that does not pay, but the Government see fit to
se to judge whether we should not ask this company to encourage the mining interest of Eastern Canada, and tax
y coal at a certain maximum rate. I have obtained the whole country for carrying their coal. I will give you
figures from men who have experience in mining coal the figures and freight on soft coal from Pennsylvania de-
his Gait Coal Mine. The cost of minivg is put down ut livered in Winnipeg. Tihe cost of soft coal on points at
ents per ton; the estimated interest on the mining Lake Erie delivered on board is 81 25 pr ton ; the freight
t, and wear and tear, 20 cents; screening snd shipping to Duluth or Port Arthur is $1.25 per ton; and the cost of
ges, 8 cents; freight from Lethbridge to Danmore, 110 wharfage and tranahipment is 12½ cents per ton ut Duluth
s, at î cents per ton per mile, 82 cents. Tnat would or Port Arthur. That makes the cost of soit coal ut Duluth,
e the cost of the coal ut )unmore 81.90. To that we may $2.62½. That includes the freight ; 516 miles from Duluth
81 per ton for profit, which is conside'ed a very fair to Winnipeg, at i of a cent per ton por mile, 83.871. This
t. That makes $.90. This coal bas to be transhipped makes the total cost of Pennsylvania soft coal at
unmore from the narrow gauge cars to the broad gauge Winnipeg $o.50, and the selling price is 88.50. The Pen-
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and 10 cents per ton is sylvania coal commande a little bigher price than the Galt

wed for tbis, which would bring the cost of the coal ut coal in the Winnipeg market, only 50 cents a ton more.
more, with 81 profit, to $3 per ton. I will give the Now, Sir, I do not propose to detain the louse ut greater
ht charges to different points, to show that this iongth. I think I have shown sufficient reason why the
pany are charging an excessive price for coal, and amendment I propose to move should be accepted. There
notwithstanding the fact that the whole country in is no doubt it is of immense importance that we should

vicinity of Lethbridge is a coul bed, the company have have cheap coal in Manitoba and the North-West, and that
tically a monopoly of the supply of coal, because they cheap coal we cannot have so long as there is a coal mono-
the railway and charge what they see fit. The distance i poly ; and there is practical monopoly existing to-day
Mr. MOMULLIN.
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because the Galt Coal Company have the only railway thal
can carry coal from the mines where good coal is turned
out, to the lins of the Canadian Pacific Railway. I
beg, therefore, to move in amendment that the Bill be
not now read the third time, but be referred back to the
Committee of the Whole with instructions to insert a clause
providing that the maximum rate on coal over the com
pany's Hne shall not exceed one cent per ton per mile.

Mr. SPgAKER. Has notice been given of that amend
ment ? I would call the hon. gentleman's attention tc
Rule b7.

Mr. WATSON. The only notice I have given lies in the
fact that I consulted with the promoter of the Bill and told
him I proposed to move this amendment,

Mr. TROW. When the Bill was reported on by the
Coommittee iu this House and application was made for the
third reading, we objected, and 1 made some remarks on that
occasion. 31y objectiug to the Bill was on the principle my
hon. friend has set forth, that it was creating a great mono-
poly, and tbat it would iaflict a great hardship on the
setilers on account of the extortionate prices charged by
the company. I gave rotice then verbally that this ques-
tion would be brought up at the third reading.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the bon, gentleman
should have given notice, according to Rule 67, which says:

" No important amendment may be proposed to any Private Bill in a
Committee of the Whole House or at the third reading of the bill,unless
one day's notice of the same shall have been given."

I put the question whether this amendment is in order.
Mr. SPEAKER. In my opinion the notice must be given

in writing according to the form generally followed-that
is in writing, and then b entered in the Votes and Proceed.-
ings. As to the question whether the amendment is of the
importance required by Rule 67, I think it is. It is really
very important that this company should not be saddled
with a limitation as to its power to charge freight, and this
is what is proposed to be done by the amendment. I think
the objection is well taken.

Mr. TROW. The object of the Government should b Vo
encourage settiers in that country. The Government are
aware, as the promoter of the Bill and most hon, gentlemen
in this House are aware, that there are hundreds cf miles
in that section of this Dominion where the only fuel is coal.
That country. may not fill up as rapidly as we expect, but
there are numerous settlements along the lino of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and it would bo an extreme hard.
ship to them if the Goverument were not to place some
restriction on the company such as that called for by this
amendment. My hon. friend bas just fixed what would be
a reasonable compensation and profit to the comany on
their capital, and understood the other nightrom the
hon. the Minister of Justice that the Goverunment were
prepared to restrict the company in a certain mensure, and
that the tariff rates of the company would be regulated by
the rule which the Government have adopted with regard
to other lines. I hope the Bill will not pass in this shape,
but that some provision will b made in favor of the poor
settliers along the lins.

Mr. SHIANLY. With regard to one point to which my
hon. friend refers, the scarcity of fuel, that country was
without fuel until the Galt Coal Company solved the fuel
question, and in solving the fuel question it also solved
the question of settlement. The coai is delivered to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway at Danmore. It is delivered,
practically speaking, at the mine. The railway and the
mine are ail one, and you might just as well ask this House
to fix a market price or the coal as to fix the price of
carrying it along the mine railway. The company are not
coai Oarriers. The coais carried by the Canadian Pacific

,t Railway to the different points along their railway. The
Galt Company, I repeat, practically deliver their coal at
the mine, and their road is simply a switch frem the mine

a to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and the coal company eau
a in no way control the carrying cost of the coal beyond Dun.
e more,

- Mr. SPROULE. While every one would desire to soc
the settiers of that country get their coal as cheap as

. possible, the amendment proposed by the hon. momber for
o Marquette (Mr. Watson) is a very unreasonable one. Tho

calculation he made is not a fair one as to thoecost. It is
entirely unreasonable since be fixes a rate bolow the rates
in Ontario, where 100 tons areocarried to one that is carriod
in the North-West. From Toronto to the section of coun-
try from which I come, 100 miles, the freight is over 1 cent a
ton, taken by the car load, yet the hon. gentleman proposes
that in this North-West country, a country but sparsely

t settled, and where there is but little froight, coal must bc
carried at ¾ of a cent per ton. It costs over a cent a ton in
our own country, and yet the hon. gentleman pretends it
eau be moved in that country at ï of a cent per ton. The
hon. gentleman also says it can b transhipped at 10 cents
per ton. Well, I was in Port Arthur while a vossel was
being unloaded, and on enquiry I found it cost 40 cents to
take the coal out of the vessel and pile it on the
wharf; so that 10 cents for transhipment is an entirely
unreasonable price. I always understood that tranship-
ment coat 40 cents to 50 cents per ton. Tako those two
items into account, and ascertain, as you will by comparison,
that they are far bolow the actual cost, and judge the other
items in the calculation by them, and I think it will be seen
how unreasonable the hon. gentleman's calculation is. In
a country where there is very lttle freight to carry, and
where the money expended cannot bring any reasonable or
adequate interest upon it in carrying freight, I think the
company should be allowed a reasonable latitude. They are
doiug a great good to that section of the country, they have
reduced the price of coal very much, and they are making
improvements now which will reduce it still more; and I
think they ought to have some return for the money which
they have invested.

Mr. ILLS (Bothwell). I am rather surprised at the
argument which has been used by the hon. gentleman who
is promoting this Bill. Hc says the mining company aro
the proprietors of the mine, and the railway is merely a
secondary matter in connection with the mine.

Mr. SHANLY. It is a part of the mine.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It can hardly be said to b a

part of the mine. lowever,this railway received aid from
this Parliament in the same way as other roads which were
constructed in the North-West, and it is only on the ground
of the public being interested in a railway that Parliament
would be justified in giving aid to it, either in the form of
land or of money. There muât be some advantage to be
derived by the country, beyond the more interest in the
construction of the road, before Parliament would be justi-
fled in giving aid to that road. When any company comes
here for a charter which is to enable it to exercise rights

-of sovereignty, such as the expropriation of landa or the
receipt of parliamentary aid, Parliament has a right to
exercise a controlling influence and to declare how far the
company shall be allowed to exercise those rights, which,
in the case of a company which receives no aid and has no
special right granted by Parliament or the Crown,
would be granted. 1 would be sorry to see any
restriction placed upon this or any other company
which woul make it a profitless investment, but
Parliament is bound to sec that it is not operated in
sncb a way as to shut ont the development of other mines,
and that it is to be used for the carriage of the products of
other mines to the market. If the position taken by the
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promoter of the Bill is sound, the company would have an
absolute right to refuse to carry coal for any other company
whatever. It would have a right to say to any other com-
pany, or to the owner of any other coal mine ; You shall
not be permitted for any sum you may choose to offer to
send your coal by.our road. It is certainly the duty of
Parliament, in the public interest, to interfere, and to say
how far, without sacrificing the interests of this company,
without doing it any injustice, it will detormine upon what
terms it shall be a common carrier for the whole of the
community. The hon. member for Grey (Mir. Sproule) has
declared that Parliament has no right to interfere in
these matters. I say ibat, the moment a railway company
is given the power of expropriation, or recoives aid from
the public Treasury, or recoives a donation of public lands,
it bas invited the oversight of 'Parliament, and Parliament
would be wanting in its duty if it permitted such a railway
company to make exorbitant charges after roeeiving such
aid from the country. Take, for instance, the Interco'onial
Railway, I think the charges there are three-tenths of
a cent per mile. I do not say that would be a sufficient
charge in the North-West. I do not say that a cent a mile
is an adequate charge to mako the road profitable, but the
promoter of the Bill is bound to show that it is not a
sufficient charge, that a higher maximum charge should be
fixed, and I would not distinguish this road from any other
that bas received aid from the public Treasury, but some
charge or other should be fixed by Parliament in order to
prevent the company sacrificing the public interest of the
shareholders for the time being, no matter who they may
be. I am pleased, as every hon. member must be, with the
enterprise and energy which induced these persons to
invest their capital and construct this road, and develop
these mines in the public interest, but it was their own
private interest they were promoting, it was with the view
of putting money into their own pockets, and they served
the public interest with that object. I do not find fault
with that, but it is the duty of Parliament to see that
the power given to them is not abused ; and there is
no doubt whatever that every railway corporation in
the country, if it enjoys a monopoly will make the
most of its opportunities. This road, I apprehend, will
be no exception to the rule, and 1 would like the H8ouse
to say how other mines in that section are to be do
veloped, how persons are to be induced to invest their
money in other mines, and enter into competition in the
production of coal at the pit's mouth if no facilsty is given
u them to bring their coal to market. Parliament does
not want to aid a railway company for every coal company
or every mine in that country. Tbe railway ought to be
raun not only in the interest of this mining corporation, but
in the interest of every other mining corporation that may
undertake to work coal mines in that region. In the end
that will be a benefit t> the railway. It will certainly be
botter for the public because there will be no competition in
the pioduction of coal. If we were to-day to fix tho price
at 1 cent or even 2 cents, or at whatever the hon, gentle-
man might establish before this flouse to be a reasonable
freight charge, the company, as long as they are the
sole coal miners in that country, might put on the price
of ceal the amount which they would have to pay for the
freight, allowing always for the coal which might be im.
portod from abroad. Bat that would lead to the establish-
ment of other mining companies and the development of
other mines, and the cost of production, with a reasonable
profit addeu, would fix the price of coal to the people of the
North-West Territories. It would not, however, have that

effect if one company bas the control of the road which the
public have in part built, and if they control it in such a
way as to interfere with rival companies that may be en-
gaged in mining operations. If we want to secure the
settlement of that country, and we all desire it; if we want

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

te develop the minerai resources of that country, and we
certainly desire that, it is only right and proper for Parlia.
ment te exercise the powers it possesses, and, as in this
case, te exercise the right in a reasonable way, net te the
rain or the absolute injury of those who have invested their
money in it, but in such a way as te secure te the company
a fair compensation for the capital they have invested, but
at the same time secure the public against monopoly and
oppre2sion,

Mr. SHAN LY. I think my hon. friend has misropresented
what I said, in one particular at ail events. I have not said
that the Alberta Railway is net prepared te carry all the
business that will come te it from whatever source. It is
ready to do it, it must do it. We are not asking for a char-
ter, the charter is already existing; the road must accept
whatever traffic comes te it. What tbe hon. gentleman
proposes now is that woehould make interference such as
never bas been made by any goverument in the case of
any other chartered railway-that we should fix by Act of
Parliament the rate at which the railway should carry
coal. I would like to ask my hon. friend if ho knows of
any railway charter in this country or anywhere else that
undertakes te fix the rate of freight. We have the right,
of course, of appeal te the Privy Council ; but as for Parlia.
ment dctermining what the rate shall b, I repeat what I
said in the earlier part of the evening, that it would be bet-
ter te strike at the root of the thing at once, and let Parlia.
ment state distinctly what shall be the price of coal in the
market.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. I think the local rail-
ways are compelled te carry cordwood at certain fixed
rates.

Mr. SHASLY. They are local railways net chartered
by this Dominion.

Mr. DAVIN. I am sorry te say that I cannot agree with
my hon. friend that the Galt Mine bas solved the fuel ques-
tion in the North-West. The fuel question in the North-
West cannot be said teobe solved when, in the capital of
tbe North-West, the lowest price charged for soft coal
is $8.50 a ton, coal inferior in burning and staying
qualities te the soft coal that comes from the United
States. I think it is teobe regretted that the company,
whose enterprise we take pleasure in contemplating, have
not sought to solve the fuel question in the North-West.
Now, vhat happons ? My hon. friend from Marquette (Ur.
Watson) has told the louse that soft ceal sellein Winnipeg
for $8 a ton. Why is that ? IL is because when the
coal gets to Winnipeg it comes into competition with coal
from the United States, sold at a lower price than that coal
is sold i aRegina. In Regina the anthracite coal from
the United States is loaded with the freight from Win-
nipeg te Regina, and, as a consequence, we pay 813 to
$13.50 a ton for anthracite coal against $10 in Winnipeg.
WeIl, the Galt caal immediately is put up 50 cents a ton.
I think myself that as the Gevernment is opening up that
territory, and the fuel question being one that the Govern-
ment has te grapple with, we might have expected that the
Galt Company would, at least, have sold coal at Regina at
the same price as they sell it in Winnipeg. Because what
that comes te is this: that they wili put on the very last
ent that they can put on. When anthracite coal was 814

a ton we paid more than 88.50 for soft coal.

Mr. WATSON. Even 810.
Mir. DAVIN. Yes, as high as $10 for soft coal from the

Galt Mine ; and when you pay 89 for sof t coal and 813 for
hard coal, you are burning gold, and you cannot be
said te have solved the fuel question. Now I will aay that
probably we are on a wrong line when we charter branch
lines in this louse. My own opinion is that it would be
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far wiser for this Government to give to the Government
of the North-West Po many acres of land for the purpose
of subidising branch lines. This Local Assembly being on
the spot, and being under the immediate control of the
people of the Territories, would keep a watchful eye on
every line of railway they charter, and would undoubtedly
soe that the interests of the people were more closely
guarded than they can possibly be expected to be
in this House. I am not fond of looking at analogies
from the United Statos, but we may learn something some-
times from those enterprising and wide-awake Yankees.
What happons when they organise a territory ? They doas
we do, they give the territory a governor, but they give it
also an elective legislature, they pay the judges out of the
federal fund, as well as the other officers, and they give so
many hundred miles of land for the purpose of branch linos.
Sec what was done in Minnesota. Minnesota bas about
83,000 square miles. Assiniboia bas about 93,000 square
miles. When Minnesota was organised it got its governor,
it got its legislature, its judges and officers, ail paid out of
the federal treasury, and it got 1,800 square miles of land
for the purpose of chartering branch Unes. And what bas
been the result ? The branch lines chartered by that state,
are paying 3 per cent. on the gross earnings into
the treasury of the State of Minnesota, amounting
to $600,000 a year. Therefore, I eay that tho sys-
tem that we have pursued in dealing with the North-
West is radically wrong. Our system bas been to
skim the cream and lot it go into the pockets of the
Canadian capitalist, or the English capitalist, or the Scotch
capitalist, as the case may be. Our system has bcn
not to strengthen the young territory, to coax it into
vigor and leave it what native energy and physical
resource might properly belong to it; on the contrary,
we have taken away the strength that should be
there, the milk that should have been there to nourish it, and
thon we have left it to fight the battle of life and struggle
into existence as best it could. What is the resuit ?
The resuit is that we find rich men, rich companies, have
hold of the North-West here and there, they have in fact,
p eked the eyes, to some extent, out of the North-West.
We find the country full of interests of persons hundreds
and thousands of miles away from the country; ani when
you come to a town like Regina, or any other town along
the line of railway, yon find a lot of struggling mon,
whereas, if you had pursued the system you ought to have
pursued, of allowing the wealth of the country to remain
in the country, while it was young, you would have in all
those places at the present moment rich men to help
them forward, and you would have had the profits of their
early enterprise helping to build the country up. There is
no one in this louse, on elther side of it, can blame one
party more than the other for the policy that bas been
pursued; because in the manifesto issued by the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), in 1882, one of the
planks was the land for the settler, the profits for the
public. But who are the public, Sir ? That was to say
the profit for the Government; and how was the profit to
come to the Government but by selling the land to sorne
person wha would have the money, and the man who
would have the money to pay would not be the man who
would settle there ? The same policy bas been puraued by
both parties. It is a mistaken, it is a short-sighted policy.
l regard to the railway such as my hon. friend is promot.
ing, 1 think it is a short-sightedpolicy on the part of that
company to pursue to go on the ine of the bighest possible
profit; because, as sure as I am speaking here, when more
pe)ple come into that country, and when w. get control
over the country, as we are boun I to have, then it will not
be conducive to the welfare of such companies that, in the
earlier days of the Province, when the settlers were in
itruggling oiroaistances, they shavod us as close s ever

they eould. My hon. friend is quite mistaken lu supposing
that the fuel question has been solved. This is a very
important thing for Parliament to take up; and let no hon.
member here, from whatever part of the country he may
corne, regret any time that is taken in discussing a matter
like this, beeause 1 tell yoen bore, you are bound to give up
all possible time to the discussion of North-West affairs, for
you are our Government, you are the closest Government we

a have. It is your duty, we say. We are not yet in a position
to deal with our own affairs in those Territories, and there is
the more neocessity that you should willingly give your

a time and attention to the North-West, becauso the
majority of yon, I say it with all respect, can know
very little of the country you are bound to govern. There-
fore, whenever any member, knowing anything about the
North-West, presumes with great diffidence to speak to you
on that question, you are bound to listen to hum or cIse be
false to your duty and misapprehend the issue ho
may put before you. What makes this still more serious
is, that along that lino cf railway the noarest timber is at
least from fifteen te twenty miles away. The farmer along
the lin. of railway, where is he to get his fuel ? The arti.
san, where is ho to get bis fuel ? l bas to pay 83.50 per
load; I do not know whother it amounts to a cord, but I
know it burns away pretty quickly; and he cannot get bis
timber anywhore else. The coal question is, therefore, a
most serious matter, and one the Government is bound to
consider, and if it eau alleviate the position of the settier
either in dealing with this railway or any other railway
or any other company, the G.vernmont is bound to do it.
So I have a great deal of sympathy with the vitew takei by
the bon. member for Marquette (MIr. Watson), and I am
not sure that if proper notice had been given I would not
have agreed with his motion. I think the proper way to
have put it, if it is a wise plan at all-I am not disoussing
it now, for it is not necessary to discuss it as it bas beon
ruled out of order-but if we were doing so, then what I
think would be fair would bo to have insisted that this rail-
way company should carry coal at the same rate as it
would bo carried on other lines open to freight. That
would, I think, have been fair, but thore is a danger, if
other mines are opened near Lethbridge, that this company
controlling the lino night possibly put on a froight rate
that would be practicialiy an ombargo. I bop the House
will excuse me for having trespassod on its time in regard
to a matter like thiA, but it is a maLter of vital importance
to us in the North West, and I cannot emphasise it too
strongly that this Parliament of Canada is the real Parlia-
ment dealing with our affairs in the North-West, and it is
bound not te b. impatient, but on the other hani to be
patient and thoughtful in dealing with our affaira, because
i here is no part of the country to which they owe a more
conscientious duty than that great Territcry.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think bon. members from other
Provinces in the Dominion have undoubtedly an interest in
matters relating to the North-West as well as thoso mem-
bers who live in that Tcrritory. We have already contri-
bated a very large sum of money towards the construction
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway and to the developmenit of
that country. As bas been stated by the bon. gentleman
who bas just spoken, we are bound to protect the interests
of the people of that country in regard to matters of legisla-
tion. A great many of our young men from the older Prov.
inces are going into the North-West. It is, therefore, highly
desirable that we should guard legislation so as to keep tem
free. as far as possible from monopolies. The land regulations
in the North-West undoubtedly have been a detriment to
it. There have been a great many complaints with re-
spect to the manner in which large sections of land have
been looked up by speculators. That has undoubtedly in-
jared the oountry, and now it id proposed to paus legiulation
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wbich will vitally affect the interests of the settlers; and
under these circumstances it becomes the duty of members
to look carefully into cvory Act passed here, in order,
if possible, to prevent corporations being formed bere
that would unreasonably and unjustly levy on the people
exacting rates for commodities they require in excess of their
value. This is apparent when we consider the tact that
in the development of that country coal is one of the most
important factors, and one upon which the development of
the resources of the couritry will chiefly depend. The cli-
mate is cold, and great facilities should be afforded for de-
lhvering coai at different places where it will be required by
the settlers. In that view of the case we should bu very
guarded in seecing that any miasuro, giving a charter for
the construction of any railway for carrying coal or run-
ning to coal mines, should contain provisions and restric-
tions in the public interest and that the people should not
be made suhject to extravagant rates. The promoter of
the Bill has drawn the attention of the Houso to the fact
that no such restrictions have hitherto been inserted in
Bills. We are propared to admit that we have not been in
the habit of restricting the powers of railways in that
regard, but also it must be remembered that we have not
acted towards the North-West, as we have acted towards
other sections of the Dominion. It is well known that the
fuel question iu Toronto has been a very important one,
especially that of supplying cordwood. It is well knowo,
and the hon. senior member for Hamlton (Mr. Brown) will
remember it, that in the charter for The Toronto, Grey
aid Bruce hailway, granted by the Ontario Legislature,
a provision was inserted that wood should bu carried
to Toronto at a fixed rate per car per mile. The reason
for inserting this provision was to secure to Toronto cer-
tain advantages, in the shape of cheap fuel, in reLurn for
the grant the city gave towards the construction of the
road. If it was right in the case of Toronto, aind in order to
protect the interests of that trade centre, that she should
guard her interests in the wood eupply, aun see that it was
dehivered at a reasonable rate per car per mile, is it not
highly desirable that we should protect the interests of the
settlers in the North-West in regard to the coal question in
a similar way? It is nothing but fair that we should insert
in this Bill a maximum rate which the company should be
ablo to charge. It bas been stated that three-tenths of a
cent per ton per mile has been charged on the Inter.
colonial Railway for carrying coal. As a Dominion we
have contributed to the development of the coal mines in
Nova Scotia for the purpose of working up an in(bercolonial
trade, and it was declared by the Minister of Railways last
year that the road had actually been carrying coal at a losq,
and that it was doing it, in the first place, in order to lay
the coal down to consumers in M >ntroal and other points
east, at the lowest possible cost, and, secondly, for assisting
the coal miners of Nova Scotia. We, undoubtedly, have au
interest in this lino, for the country has contributed to
wards its construction in money and land grants. Although
the company bas the charter, we have a joint interest and
we should see that the company properly handle that road,
and that they will operate it and fix the rates in the
interest of the public at large. We have a joint interest
with them and, if we in our wisdom, and in the interest of
the consumers of the country, choose to dictate that they
should carry coal at a certain maximum rate per mile, we
will take a step towards securirg to the people who may
become settlers of that country some advantage in return
for the money and land grants we have.given towards the
construction of a railway. If that company was m-erely
asking a charter and not asking for a land grant or a money
consideration it would be quite a different thing, but
when we consider that the country has contributed a
great deal towaids that line it is but fair that we
ahould aak that company to consent to a reasonabled zd
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rate for the carriage of coal to such a city as Winnipeg,
and boyond which rate they should not be perrmitted to go.
We are laying the foundation of a great country in the
North-West, and in doing so we should be careful to guard
the interests of the people there. We all admit that we
have made mistakes in the past in our land regulations and
other legislation connected with the North-West. The hon.
gentleman says that the Mackernzie Government made
mistakes. It may be so, and I am not prepared to isay
whether it did or not, but if misiskes have been made it
is an undoubted fact we have been forewarned by such
mistakes. Had we not botter be cautions as tqwhat we
should do in the future ? If this coal mine is going to supply
the people of a large district with coal, had we not better
make the necessary provisions to prevent those people
being imposed upon by high rates? The instances given by
my hon, friend from Marquette (Mr. Watson) show plainly
that the company is makirg a great profit at the present
time. When we consider the fact that in the city of Win-
nipeg alone some forty thousand tons of coal are consumed
in a year, and that as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Watson)
pointed out, after the cost of mining and carriage, the com-
pany has two dollars a ton clear profit on that coal, we must
see that they already enjoy an enormous mine of wealth. If
in granting this charter we give them a further advantage
and monopoly in addition to what they now enjoy we are
only st i engthoning their hands and legalising what we all
muet sce is an injustice to the people of the North-West.
If we look at the matter in this light it is our duty to call a
hait in the direction in which we are procecding. If we see
that the people are called upon to pay more now for coal
than they ought to pay, is it not right that Parliament
should interfere for their protection? Those people are not
legislating for thenselves, we are legislating for thom, and
they will have j ist right to find fault with this House if we
place a law on the Siatute book that wiil prove vexatious
and oppressive to those people for all time to come. I hope
that the hon. member from Grenville (Mr. Shanly) in view
of these facts will not pross this Bill to a third reading at
present. I think that ho should consent to hold it over
in the hope that he and the representatives from
that country should agree on a clause that would
be mutually satisfactory, and which the members for
the North-West would consent to accept in the interests of
their people. I am sure the hon, gentleman has confidence
in my friend from Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), and after
having made the speech ho did make on that particular
question it will be readily seen that there must be some
cause for complaint. The hon. member for Grenville (Mr.
Sbanly) must see that the members fram the North-West
on both sides of the House, who are conversant with the
whole lacts of the case and condition of things as they are,
have plainly stated that there are just grounds of complaint
snd that advantage will be taken of the people there if this
ularter passes in its present form. I think the member
for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) should suggest to the North.
Webt members that he will give them an opportunity of
agreeing upon a clause which will meet their views in re-
gard to this coal question and I am sure it will be a pleasure
to the House to realise, that an amicab'e settlement has
been come to. I impress this suggestion on the hon. memr-
ber and 1 think that it would be the proper course for him
to tako.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I must confess that I see no just
reason why, after the facts of the case have been placed
bkfore the hon. member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) by
the representatives from the North-Wost, ho should not
consent to some concessions to the people in this Bill. I
believe that it certainly would be in the interests of the
,country that a concession should be maie by this company.
I am perfectly well aware, ase stated by the hSi, momber for
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Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), that we all ought feel a great dea
of interest in whatever may conduce to the prosperity o
our great poaessions in the North-We. If this railroa
company is going to ask this Legislature for certain right
and privileges they ougbt b wilting in return to mak
certain concessions in the interests of the people. It i
hardly a year since the country was asked to plpdge it
security to a very large amount for the purpose of removing
a 1 ailway monopoly fram this very section. This,1
believe, is the first charter, since that time, tha
has been asked to grant power to run a railway
in connection with the American lines. Aithougi
we pledged our security for $15,000,000 at that time to re
move this monopoly we are now asked, by the very firs
charter that bas come before this flouse, to place in the
hands of another railway company a monopoly over th
people of the North-West. I say that there is an inconsis
tency in the course that we are pursuing in this respecte
and it certainly will prove a hardship on the settlers there
if we pass the Bill in its present form. We have already
made great coLcessions to this coal company. They have
an extensive territory, they have rich mines, and they arc
now in a flourishing condition on account of the great
benefits they have obtained from the country. They have
obtained this from the people of the North.West, and il
they come to us to ask us to grant them this charter, in
oider that they may impose on the people whatever rates
they choose, I say it is very unreasonable and unfair,

Mr. TROW. I wish to call attention to the fact that the
time for Private Bills bas expired.

SElZURES IN BERIRING'S SEA.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I desire, with the permission of

the House, to put a question to the Government. I see in
to-day's Empire the following announcement:-

"The Department of Fish-ries has received information that the
Canadian vesels se zd by the United States in Behring Sea in 1887,
and which have been held until this time ending negotiatiols on ih.
question of disputed right uf seizure, have been advertised to be sold in
March. Tbose vessels were seezed, it will be remembered, while tbey
were on the h gh seas, many miles from land, peacefully pursuing the
sealing business. They w, re towel to Sitka, Alasta, by the United
8tatei revenue cuiter corwin. The veielsin question are the Caroine,
the Onard anl the Rilton."
I would like to ask the Government whether there has been
any correspondence with the Foreign Office on the subject,
what is the nature of the communications, whether the
Canadian G)vernment bas asked the British Goveriment to
send a cruiser to Behriig's Sea for the purpose of preven ting
Canadian vessels from being maltreated, what answer bas
been received, what is the present state of the correspon-
dence between the American Governament and the Foreign
Office, and what representations have been made by the
Canadian Government with the view of protecting Canadian
interests frou depredation ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am afraid we cannot give
the information to the hon. gentleman this evening. There
bas been some correspondence, and if the hon. gentleman
wants to know what it is, he had botter put a notice on the
paper.s

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would ask whether the
Government will bring down the correspondence as a
matter of course without a motion, because il I put a notice
on the paper it might never be reachod, and 1 think every-
body in the flouse is anxious to know how the matter stands.

Mr. TUPPER. I may say that all the correspondence
that could be brought down before this session was printed
and brought down; and it is a question whether the corres-
pondence which has occurred since can be brought down.
.Now that the hon. gentleman bas mentioned the matter, it
bas to be considered how much more can be laid on the
Table of the House.

il SUPPLY.
:f
d House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

e (In the Oommittee.)
s Expenses in connection with Realth Statlati,..... sio,ooo
s
g Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Perbaps the Minister having
1 charge of this item will explain wàat has been done during
t the past year, what success ho bas met with, and for what
y purposes the moneys have been expended.
à Kr. CARLING. The same system that bas beon in
- vogue for the past few years was carried out last year of
t obtaining from the different cities and towns the returns
e which the hon, gentleman will find in the annual report.
6There ias been no change since last year.
, Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Have any new cities or towns

been added ?
Mr. CARLING. I cannot say positively, but I think

e thrce or four towns have been added to the list since last
e year.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Well, I have no doubt the hon.
gentleman carefully reads and thoroughly examines his
reports in order to satisfy himself of their truthfulness and
correctuess before ho allow8 his name to be attached to
them. But I find in his report that instead of there having
been three or four towns added, there has been only one,and
that is St. John's, in the Province of Quebec. The bon.
gentleman also says we can find full particulars in bis an-
nual report. If hon. nmembers will turn to that annual
report in regard to health statistics, they will find that
it amourts to about half a-dozen lines; and this is the or-
planation he offers to us when ho asks us to appropriate
8(0,000 for collecting these statistics. I will guarantee
that the hon. Minister himsolf will hardly be prepared to
say that he actual]y bolieves that there bas been any material

•advantage derived from the expenditure of this money.
It is true, there are a number of mon in different parts of
Lhe countly where there are boards of health who make a
littie money out of it, but I think 1 can challenge the bon.
gentleman to state what material boncfit the public derives
from this expenditure. I think it is a waste of money. It
may not be a large amount, but whother it is Jarge or small,
if the expenditure is to b econtinued, we out to have fuller
explanations of the reason we are abked to make this appro-
priation. I can see no good in it ; perbaps the Ministor
can. He may have sorne friends to benefit by it. I cannt
understand in what way we are benefited iu the least by
the report coming down in the form in which it does, or by
the money expended.

Mr. CARLING. This matter was discussed very fully
last Session by the hon. member for Elgin (Mr. Wilson) and
other hon, gentlemen opposite, and I think it was admitted
that the information procured from the different cities and
towns in the Dominion was of great beneßfi to the country;
and I think the House and the country will ho satisfied with
the information which bas been obtained by the expenditure
of a very amall amount of money. We are adding to the
number of cities and towns. 'i here have been applications
in my offee by two or three other towns wishing to have
modical mon appointed to take the statistics. I am quite
sure that the people are in favor of having statistics of this
kind published so that they may know the general state of
heaith in all our important centres.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I have no objection if the hon.
gentleman wants ato expend a certain amount of money,
that those appropriations should be expended in the wy
that will be most beneficial. I called the hon. gentlemîn's
attention a few years ago to the fact that in Ontario at
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least, almost every municipality had boards of health, and
that if he felt disposed to unite with those bards his
expenditure might prove of some material benefit. The hon.
gentleman did not see his way to do that, because in some
of the other Provinces there might not be similar boards of
health, but if he wiIl now adopt the system of utilising those
boards of health he might find great benefit from that sys-
tom. In Ontario those boards of health are rendering useful
service.

Mr. CARLING. This money does assist the boards of
health in the different cities and towns. The doctor who
collects tho statistics for us is a doctor appointed by the
municipality. They pay him a salary, and we pay him so
much for collecting the statistics, and I am sure that is of
assistance to those boards of health.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). That is a very strange assist-
ance. It may assist the doctor.

Mr. CARLING. He is the officer of the municipality.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). le is the one who profits by it.

Is that the assistance you desire the public should have-
merely putting more money into the doctor's pockets ?
The bon. gentleman says, that he i assisting the boards of
health. But these boards are established by the munici-
palities on their own responsibility, and their officers are
paid by the municipality. If I should happen to be a
health officer, I should like the Minister of Agriculture to
come to ry assi5tUcc by adding to my remuneration.

Outlay towards the establishment and miintenance
of Experimental Farme.............. ,......... $70,000

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). Some explanation is due with
respect to the amount of money spent on that farm. Thore
is a sum of $20,816 for drainage and labor. I bave looked
over this very carefully, and 1 think we are entitled to some
explanation of the amount of drainage thl t has been done,
and the arnountexponded in improç iîg the farim. 1 fin i here
is a very large amount of drainage made over six miles,
and making a libera allowance for the cost of the diff;rent
items, i find that the drainage to this extent ought to have
cost about ýii00. i put the figures at 40 cents for cutting
the drain, 5 cents for putting the ti!es, 5 cents for putting
in the earih and covering up. But taking the statements
of the cost of drains on other farms, I find that 40 cents per
rod for two inch tiles would cover the whl.ole expeuse or'
cutting the drains, putting in the tiles and covering up. I
am astonished at the large sums espenied on this farm.
Boesidcs this, I find for men with teams at $3 a day, $3,015
were expended, and for men with carts at 83 a day
62,316. Now, when we take these items and the amount
for labor expended during last year on this farm, we find the
total amount to ne the nice little sum of $60.80 per acre
during the present year on 450 acres of land. This is
certainly an enormous sum of money to have ex-
pended on that farm during the year, for labor, for drainage
and for teams. I would ask the hon. the Minister how
many teams belonging to the farm are employed on it? I
find that 18 horses have been bought since the farm was
purchased, to be used on the farm. I expect those horses
are still employod thore, and that their labor has been put
on the farm last summer, but not included in this item.
During the year, the large sum of $212 commission has
been paid for the purchase of horses to go on the farm. I
maintain that if the foreman is at all capable, he ought to
be able to go out into the country and purchase the neces-
sary horses himself. If he is not, ho is not fit for his
position. A farm of that description ought to be carried
on in pretty much the same manner as wauld be that of a
sucossful farmer. lu the matter of drainage, I would say
there is almost no farming operation carried on in
which the country at large requires so mueh

Mr. WiLsoN (Elgin),

information. I was engaged during lut fall for
a length of time attending Fariners' Institutes, and I found
in almost every part of the country one of the
questions put was: What will be the cost to put in a drain
i wo or three feet deep ? I think that the depths of the
drains on this farm, should be given, the cost of outting
them, the cost of putting in the tiles, and the cost of cover-
ing up, so that the country may be benefited by the exp-
rience of those carrying on the Experimental Farm.Do
tails of ail the operations should be given to the country.
Then, with respect to the keeping of horses. I say that ail
the feeding on this farm, however it may be onducted,
ought to be conducted on an experimental basis. During
my visits to the Farmers' Institutes I was continually
asked the question: What is the best method of feeding
horses ? Should al the grain be crushed or fed whole ?
If crushed, should it be fed with crushed hay or straw ? I
hold if the work is to be of benefit to the farmers, every
operation carried on should be experimental and be mon.
tioned in the annual report, and I am sorry we have not
had the annual repert, such as it is, given in the appen-
dix to the report of the lon. Minister of Agriculture.
I was only anxious that we should have the report before
the subject came before the House. I would also like to
ask the Minister whether they have experimented during
this last summer in regard to green corn, and in reference
to ensilage. I have found at every Farmers' Institute that
I have attended that these are questions which excite great
interest, and I think that experiments in reference to these
subjects should be carrieI on every experimental farm in
the country. I would also ask whether they have growa
corn for green fodder to cattle; if more than one variety
bas beensown what are the varioties and what have been
the results ? These are ail matters of great interest. I
fin-I also that a great amount of money lias bean spent for
arbitrations and valuations, and I dan hardly understand
why. I flnd that 16 individuals have been engaged at the
Experimental Farm in arbitrating and valuating, and their
remuneration has çaried from $356 to $22. There are two
Mr. Cunningham's and a Mr. Masson employed. I understood
from a conversation last year that these were farmers who
were called in, and I would like to know if they were all
employed at the samie time, what wore the servioes l1hey
rendered, and what is the reason for the difference in their
pay ment. A sum of $1,161 wasispent for arbitrations and
valuations last year, aud $193 was spent for the sane purpose
the year before, but I understood it was the Government
arbitrators who were called in then in respect to some
difficulty in purchasing the land. There is another matter
to which I called attention last year, and that is the large
sum paid for manure taken on the fart. In 1887, the
amount was $1,6821, and inl 838, 81,379wasspent. It may
be necessary that manure should be taken on the farm at
the commencement, but it should be experimented with very
carefally, and I think the particulars in regard t> this3
should be given, especially as I see that some fertiliïers
have also been used. This is the only money which the
Government has set apart for the benefit of the farmers of
the Dominion of Canada, ani, unless the farm is conducted
very carefully and economically, and the experiments are
carried on in such a manner that the whole resaults can be
given to the country, the expenditure will be of no benefit
to us. One of the first things which the farmer has to stuly
to-day is cheap production, how he eau make a farm pro.
duce the greatest amount for the least outlay. If these
large sumas are neoessary to be spent on this farm, it will
put the farmers of the country or those who have the in-
tention of engaging in farming out of the idea of going into
agriculture. If it is necessary that these large sumas should
ho expended in order to put a farm in order for experiments
to be made, what in the general farmer to do ? I think a
strict account should be given of the expenditure of those
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large sums of money. I have every belief that the Ministe:
of Agriculture and the manager at the farm are doing every
thing they can to make the farm a success. I believe tha
is their earnest desire. But I now desire to put a straigh
question to the Minister: ELow many mon aie engagec
permanently on that farm at the present time ?

Mr. CARLING. I can hardly answer that question a
the moment, but I am sure there are not more than 25 al
told.

Mr. MoMILL AN (Huron). Are there mon specially se
' apart to look after horses ? I see they are experimentin

with cows, and I should like to know if they are testing
the feed, and what are the results ?

Mr. CARLING. The hon. member has asked me a great
many questions, and it would b. almostimpossible on the spot
to answer them all, but I have every desire to give the hon
gentleman all the information ho can possibly wish, and, if
I have not all the information now, I shall be glad to fur-
nish it to him at a later date. The hon. member for South
Huron (Mr. MeMillan) I am glad to know, is a practical
agriculturist, and is also one of the directors of the Agri-
cultural College at Guelph, and ho must have some idea of
the cost of keeping up a farm like that. The Guelph farm
bas been in operation for the last 15 or 16 years, if I am
not wrongly informed.

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). Fourteen years.
Mr. CARLING. I am sure there are a great many im-

provements to be made yet on that farm. I am sure that
they have not arrived at perfection in managing the farm
at Guelph. We have only had the Experimental Farm at
Ottawa for two seasons, and during that time we have
cleared 150 acres of rough land. All the underbrush, stumps,
boulders, &c., have been cleaned off and the land brought
under cultivation within a year or fifteen months. Thon we
have put in somethirg over ten miles of tile drains. The hon.
member says hoecan get drainage done for so much a rod. I
dare say hoecan in the county of Huron, and perhaps on his
own farm, but you cannot get drainage put down so cheaply
were there is rough land, perhaps part of it rock, two feet
below the surface, and where you have to put large main
drains to run your side drains into, and perhaps have to
blast a considerable amount of rock for that purpose. I
assure the hon. gentleman that every dollar that has been
expended on that farm bas been expended with a view to
economy, and, were it to be done again, it could not be donc
at a less expense than it bas been. The faim is an experi-
mental farm, and hon. members on both sides of the House
have given a generous support to the votes whieh have been
asked for carrying it on. I am satisfied that, when
the chief director and the officers have the opportunity of
making the experiments that will be made, they will give
entire satisfaction to the country. In regard to the infor-
mation the hon. gentleman bas asked for, I can state to
him that we have experimented with different kinds of
manures. We have experimented with so many different
varieties of wheat, so many different varieties of barley, of
peas, of oats, of fruits and vegetables. Al these experi-
ments have been çnade, and the results will be given in the
report prepared by Prof. Saunders. I am sorry the appen-
dix to the report bas not yet been laid before the members of
the House. It is not the fault of the department nor the fault
of Prof. Saunders, but it is because the printing could not bo
doue as rapidly as we expected. The bon. genti3maan will un-
derstand that the report ot the Department of Agiicultu, e
Ïa made for the calendar year, and not for the financial year;
the report is made up from the first January in each year,
it is now only the middle of February, so I think we have
doue remarkably well in bringing down the annual report,
and I hope to be able to lay the appendix to the report on
the Table of the Houae next Wednesday. I can give the
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r hon. gentleman the quantity of oats, wheat, barley, rye,
- peas, fall wheat and fruits, and all the different articles that
t have been grown on the farm, and 1 will be able in a short
t time to give him the resuits, to show on what kinds of soil
d the wheat, or the barley, or the oats, were put, what kind

of manure was used, and with what results. That is the
t information I believe that the hon. member for Huron
l wishes to obtain, and I shall be only too glad to give it to

him, and I am sorry I cannot do so to-night.
Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I would say that my experi-

g énce at Guelph bas, perhaps, caused me to be a little more
particular with respect to the questions I have put bore. I
have found that in respect to a public institution like this, it
is important that it should start on a right basis first. Whon

t the employés of an institution get into a false system of
t carrying on the operations, it is very hard indeed to intro-

duce a reform. That is one reason why I ask whether ex-
f periments were being made in foeding cows. I saw two or

three bon. gentlemen on the opposite benches laughing at
that question; their conduct only showed me the know.
ledge they have got of agriculture as a pursuit. That is
one of the most important questions to-day engaging the
attention of farmers-how can we succeed in feoding cows
so that we can get the very best results; because the dairy
interest is second in importance to no other, for the farmers
in the Province of Ontario at least. I believe that every
animal kept upon such a farm should be fed upon an exper-
imental basis, and the produce of the animals, as compared
with the feeding, should be riven to the cour try. There is
another question I would put - hon. gentleman may laugh
at it-it is one with which we have had considerable diffi.
culty at the farm at Guelph. It is this: Whether those
employés who live upon the farm have any perquisites
besides salary and the house they live in ?

> ir. CARLING. No perquiiites whatever are given to
the officers of the farm. We pay them salaries and furnish
them with houses. That is ail.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I am happy to know that is
the case, bocause some difficulty has been experienced at
Guelph in that respect. There is another question. I find
but littie revenue bas been derived from the farm. I would
like to know from what source that revenue cornes ?

Mr. CARLING. It was from the sale of some of the
produce, wheat or barley I think much more than that has

con paid credited to the Receiver General. According Lo law
ail moneys received for fruits sold are paid to the Recoiver
General, and I think at present there bas been ton times
that amount paid h-'; coming from the sale of a horse, per-
haps, or a cow, or of grain.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron.) Can the hon. gentleman tell
as how much revenue bas been received from all sources ?

Mr. CARLING. Tbe hon. gentleman will readily under-
derstand that we could not expect to have much revenue,
as it bas been really the first year that we have been in
full operation. We cleared 150 acres of land last year, and
have put in some ton miles of drainage, and are just com-
mencing to get the farm in good working order. I will be
only too glad to givo the hon. gentleman ail the information
ho asks in regard to how much money we have received
for what bas been sold up to the present time. I know
that we sold this year some 2,000 quart of strawberries of
different varieties, I think some 50 or 60 varieties, also rasp.
berries and fruit of different kinds. These are sold and the
money is paid to the Receiver General.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the cost of
the farm ? It amounts to 400 acres, as I understand, and the
hon. gentleman mentioned just now that 150 acres were in
a rough state and required to be put in order at a consider-
able cost.
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Mr. CARLING. The original cost of the farm, i think,
was considerably over a hundred dollars an acre. We pur-
chased from Mr. Booth something like 140 acres, at 8 iOO
an acre, and it was necessary to negotiate with some of the
owners of adjacent property, and as we could not come to
terms we expropriated the land and the matter was referred
to arbitration. The arbitration was conducted in the De-
partment of Justice, witnesses were called, and the arbitra-
tors decided against the Government, and we had to pay the
costs.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What did the whole
farm costs ?

Mr, CARLING. I think the original cost of the farm
was between 870,000 and 880,000 for the land, exclusive of
other expenses, such as for procuring title.

Mr. O'BRIEN. is the Minister prepared to lay before
the House an account of the results of the experiments with
the new kinds of Russian wheat that were distributed last
year in Ontario, the North-West Territories and Manitoba ?

Mr. CARLING. The report and the bulletins are now
in course of preparation, and I expect to give the hon. gen-
tleman full information some time next week.

Mr. MULOCK. The lon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
O'Brien), las referred to a matter which I also intended to
take up. I entirely approve of the action of Parliament in
establishing experimental farms, which I hope will prove
successful, and that the House will not be unduly economical
in helping on towards their success. Whatever will tend to
their succees will no doubt reccive the support of every hon.
gentleman. Havirg reference to the item of spring wheat,
I venture to say that the superintendent of the experi.
mental farm should be extremely cautious in issuing with
his recommendation any samples of grain of any kind what-
ever. Unfortunately, in this particular case, we have a
superintendent of the farm here, and on allIthe Dominion
Government farms an officer who is not himself a farner.
Re is a theorist like many other good men, but he is not a
practical man, and what makes the matter still worse, is the
fact that the lon. gentleman who is Minister of Agriculture,
happens to be very much the same kind of farmer as is the
superintendent. Had it been different I think the reputa-
tion of the farm would not have suffered in the way it bas
suffered in the last year. A short time before the incident
to which I intend to refer, a number of letters appeared in
the Toronto press, and perhaps elsewhere, speaking some-
what favorably of what was called a Russian wheat, and
the result was that the superintendent of the farm, I
assume, led on by what he had read in the press, sent to
Russia and obtained a large quantity of the wheat referred
to in the press. Having got it to Canada he sent out
notices to the public that the wheat was now ready for dis-
tribution and that such as applied for it could obtain it, I
presume in small quantities. The wheat got more or less
into distribution, and a quantity of it was submitted to the
grain men of the Toronto Board of Trade. With what
result ? That this wheat issued by the superintendent, as
what he calle Kubanka, turned out when examined by ex.
porta to be nothing but our old familiar wild goose wheat.

Mr. CARLING. I think the hon, gentleman is mistaken
as to the name of the wheat. Kubanka was not the wheat
distributed by Professor Saunders, it was Ladoga wheat.
Although the Board of Trade of Toronto made an unfavor.
able report with regard to that wheat the Board of Trade
of Montreal took a different view and reported favorably;
and I may add that the greatest care las been taken with
respect to the distribution of that particular kind of wheat.
I think the House will agree with me that if we can uintro-
duce a particular kind cf wheat from Russia or from any
northern country in Europe, and that wheat proves equal11
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to the Red Fyfe wheat in the North-West, and it will ripen
from ten days to two weeks earlier than the Red Fyfe, we
have accomplished a great deal for the country. Professor
Saunders, as I have said, has taken very great care in send-
ing out these samples of wheat, not in five, ton, fifty or a
hundred bushels, but in three or four pound samples ail
over the Dominion, to leading farmers recommended by
members of this House. Wheat has been sent, I bel eve,
to Prince Edward Island, to Nova Scotia, to New Brun@-
wick, Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, the North.West Ter.
ritories and British Columbia, and we have returns
from the farmers to whom the samples were sent telling
the department that they received the wheat, that the
wheat was sown and harvested at particular times, the
particular kind of soil and the yield. Professor Saunders
bas all these returns in his possession at the present time.
In addition, this wheat has been thoroughlyanalysed by
an expert, the chemist of the farm, and ho pronounces it as
good in quality as the Red Fyfe, that it contains the same
quantity of g luten, that he bas lad some ground and made
into bread, and the bakers pronoance it as good quality of
wbeat, although not quite so white in color as the Red Fyfe,
but equal in every other respect. I think, as I have before
said, if we have been able to bring out a sample of wheat
from northern Russia suitable for our North-West, and
which will ripen from ton days to two weeks earlier than
the Red Fyfe, we have accomplished a groat deal which
will not only be advantageous to the North-West but to the
whole Dominion, even if it should not be quoted on the
market at quite so good a price as the Red Fyfe.

Mr. M ULOCK. I am glad to receive the explanation ofthe
Minister of Agriculture, although I hardly think it meets the
case which ho las sought to anticipate. I care not whether
the wheat which ho says was the Ladoga was that variety or
not, but what I wish to say is this : that the superintendent
distributed a wheat-I am informed by a practical man, a
grain man, and a leading member of the Toronto Board of
Trade-called the Kuban ka, which proved to be only Lhe old
wild gooso. I am unable to accept the hon. gentleman's
explanation, honestly made as it no doubt is. The samples
of wheat to which I refer were, I presume, issued by his
department. They went to the Board of Trade, Toronto,
and the grain section of that Board declared that this wheat
brought out by the department from Russia was nothing
more than the old wild goose wheat, which we have had in
Canada for years, and which is very deficient in the most
valuable element of wheat, namely, gluten. In fact, I am
told to-day that the kind of wheat grown from this seed
recommended by the department would not have been
worth in the North-West within forty cents a bushel of the
bard Fyfe variety.

Mr. CARLING. I can only say that the hon. gentleman
had been misinformed. No such wheat has been distributed
by the department.

Mr. MULOOK. Then I can only say that the Board of
Trade of Toronto will have to settle that point with the
Minister. They issued their warning to the farmers and to
the public to have nothing to do with the hon. gentleman's
wheat. I suppose he saw that notice?

Mr. CARLING. No.
Mr. MULOCK. It was published in the prose of the day,

in ait the Toronto papers, and a warning was issued, similar
to that given in regard to $15 a bushel wheat, that it was a
dangerous article for farmers to experiment with. It is
extraordinary that the report of such an important section
of the Toronto Board of Trade is unknown to the Minister
of Agriculture. It was his duty to have seen it, and to bave
called the attention of the superintendent to that report.
If the report was incorrect hoeshould have published
a correct report; but until enquiry was made and an
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investigation held, and the publie correctly informed, the
statement made must be accepted. I sympathise with every
movement that will assist the North-West in the develop.
ment of that country in the growing of grain ; and the bon.
gentleman must not assume, because Ihave called attenLion
to these matters, that 1 would disapprove of any effort in
the direction that has been made. But, again, I repeat that
the grain section of the Toronto Board of Trade examined
samples of wheat which came to them. They said that this
wheat came from the Experimental Farm, or, at al events,
from the Government. I believe it came down from the
North-West. Would the hon. gentleman say whether it
was sent from the farm here or from one of the agenciesn?

Mr. CARLING. I cannot say.
Mr. MULOCK. They stated in their report that it was

the wheat issued by Professor Saunders, and they con-
demned it, for the reason that it was said to contain too
little gluten. The hon. gentleman is aware they made
such a report, because he says that the Toronto Board
made an unfavorable report, and that the Montreal Board of
Trade made a favorable report. When did the hon, gentle-
man get information that there was an unfavorable report
in regard to this wheat, for be says that ho did not see it in
the press ? Since it came to his knowledge that a respon.
sible body of men had condemned the wheat it was his
bounden duty to have the analysis made, that he says has
been made now, and to give to the public the benefit of
that analysis. Was it not manifestly his duty to correct
any misapprehension that may be created in the minds of
the farmers of the country, through their thinking that the
wheat was not sound on account of the report of the
Toronto Board of Trade? The hon. gentleman tells us that
he took the precaution to get an analysis to disprove the
statement of the Toronto Board of Trade, but he has kept
that report secret in his own bosom, and allowed the public
to be misled up to the present time.

Mr. CARLING. I am sure that the hon, gentleman does
not wish to misrepresent me. What I stated to the House was
that the particular kind of wheat he mentioned was not the
kind of wheat we distributed as having been imported from
Rumsia, but a sample of Kubanka wheat obtained from Mani-
toba, whieh was sent with the Ladoga to the Toronto Board
of Trade; and although Ihave every respect for the membors
of the Toronto Board of Trade, as business men, understand-
ing the different kinds of grain, yet they, like the hon.
gentleman and myself, are not practical farmer. I think
the hon. gentleman ie a fai mer, and I have hoard of his
farming on a very extensive scale, but I do not suppose
that he claims to be a practical farmer. I was told by Professor
Saunders that a report had been made against the Ladoga
wheat by the Toronto Board of Trade, and that a report had
also been made by the Montreal Board of Trade in its
favor. I askod Professor Saunders to enquire into the
particulars with regard to this kind of wheat, to make ex-
periments that he could rely upon, to have it thoroughly
analysed, and to have reports from practical farmers to
whom ho had sent samples. This wheat has been grown on
the farm at Indian Head in the North-West, it hu been
grown in Nova Scotia, and it has been grown on the cen-
tral farm liere; and, as I said, an analysis has been made of
it by the chemist who has reported to the director of the
farm that this wheat is equal to the Re. Fyfe wheat.

Mr. MULOCK. What was the name of the chemist ?
Mr. CARLING. Mr. Shutt.
Mr. MULOCKà A very capable man.
Mr. DAVIN. Io this the Ladoga wheat?
Mr. CARLING. Yes. It is only a few weeks ago since

that analyuis was completed, and in the reports of Proles-
0or Saunders and Mr. Shutt, which will be laid before the

House, the hon. gentleman will get all the information ho
is anxious for.

Mr. MULOCK. Will the hon, gentleman b. good enough
also to lay on the Table of the louse the report of the B>ard
of Trade of Toronto, the report of the Board of Trade of
Montreal and the analysis in question ?

Mr. CARLING. Yes.
Mr. MULOOK. Do I undet stand that this analysis was

made froin the original seed or from what bas been grown
from it ?

Mr. CARLING. I think, if I am correct, that it was
wheat grown from the seed brought from Russia. I shall
be happy to give the hon. gentleman all the reports that
have been received and all the information in my depart-
ment.

Mr. MULOCK. Can the hon. gentleman tell when he
learned that the Toronto Board of Trade had condemned
this wheat ?

Mr. MoNEILL. We alil heard that long ago.
Mr. CARLING. I cannot recollect exactly.
Mr. MULOCK. Was that immediatoly roferred to the

chemist for analysis, or is it for the first time that this
analysis has been made?

Mr. CARLING. The chemist was instructed to make an
analysis some two or three monthe ago.

Mr. MULOCK. Will there be a report on the original
seed, and on what has been grown since ?

Mr. CARLING. I think the report is on the whoat
grown in the North-West and on the farm.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman sees now what ho
has done? This soed wheat was distributed long before the
analysis was made, and the hon. gentleman does not wake
up to have an analysis .made until after a whole season's
growth. It was the product of the seed in question, and not
the original seed that ho analysed. Helost a whole sea-
son, and I don't think that this is properly discharging the
duties of hie office.

Mr.. CARLING. How soon does the hon. gentleman
think that an analysis can be made of wheat grown last
season ?

Mr. MULOCK. Well, the hon. gentleman imported three
hundred bushels--

Mr. CARLING. Why does the hon. gentleman say
"three hundrod ? "

Mr. M ULOCK. I have been informed that. How many
bushels did you get ?

Mr. CAR LING. One hundred bushels. There is no use
exaggerating this matter. It is my object to get at facts
and 1 want to give the truth to this flouse, and I hope the
ion. gentleman does not want anything but the truth.

Mr. MULOCK. I want the facts, and the facts brought out
now are that when this hundred bushele were distributed
to be used an seed he mut have known that a very impor-
tant body of mon had condemned the seed, and a body of
men whose opinion is entitled to respect.

Mr. CARL[NG. Doos the hon, gentleman know at what
time they condemned it ?

Mr. MULOCK. At the time of its distribution.

Mr. CARLING, What time was that ?

Mr. MULOCK. The hon gentleman ought to have the
information in his department. My friend from Marquette
(Air. Watson) says it was in March. It was the original
seed wheat that should have been analysed before it was
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grown, and the Minister admits that he neglected a whole
season in this matter, and only a short time ago awakened
to the fact that he ought give attention to it. I call that
negligence of his duty to his department. If not I hope
that he will clear it up by letting us know when he distri-
buted the seed wheat, when the Board of Trade made the
report, and when he had the analysis made.

Mr. DALY. I regret very much that this House should
be treated to the kind of bosh and ignorance that the hon.
gentleman who bas just sat down is guilty of-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh!1
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Oh!1
Mr. DALY. I can call it nothing else, with all due

respect to the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). I think that when the Minister of Agri-
culture replied as he did to the member for North York
(Mr. Mulock), and gave him all the facts in connection
with the case, he should be satisfied. This Ladoga
wheat-not Lagoda as the hon. gentleman terms it
-was distributed by the hon. Minister of Agriculture in
the year 1887. I had the honor of distributing it among
my constituents within two weeks after I came to Ottawa
in 1887. This wheat was sent to a number of farmers in
Manitoba and the North-West, who sowed it and made their
reports to the Minister of Agriculture in the3 ensuing fall.
Those reports were very satisfactory. As the hon. gentle-
man has stated, the Board of Trade of Toronto did make
an adverse report; but, as the hon. Minister of Agriculture
has stated, the Board of Trade of Montreal made a report
favorable to the wheat. It may be that the bon. Minister
of Agriculture bas not paid that attention which he might
have done to a report from such a body as the Board of
Trade of Toronto; but no doubt he considered that the
report of the Board of Trade of Montreal had as
much weight as that of the Board of Trade of
Toronto. I know, and the hon. member for North
York will bear me out, that when we met the Boards of
Trades of Toronto and Montreal in the Tower Room last
year in connection with the grading of our wheat, the Board
of Toronto were opposed to a reduction of the grade, and
the only opposition offered to the Board of Trade of Winni.
peg was offered by the Board of Trade of Toronto. There-
fore, as one coming from the Province of Manitoba, I can.
not place any reliance on the report of the Board of Trade
of Toronto with regard to the grade of wheat. The people
of Manitoba have been desirous of obtaining some grade of
wheat which would overcome the difficulties which the
farmers in that country have to endure. We were very
much pleased when the Minister of Agriculture sent to
Russia for this wheat. It came from a latitude almost
the same as that in which we grow our wheat. The
experiments made there were satisfactory; but the grind
ing of the wheat was to be the crucial test. It was
ascertained that it ripened as early as the Red Fyfe
and in some cases earlier; but the question was whether
when ground it would turn out as good an article
of flour. As I have not seen the report of the grind-
ing, I do not know what the result was, and we shall
not be able to form an opinion as to the quality of the
flour until we see that report. But I know oLie thing, and
that is that the farmers of Manitoba are satisfied that the
Red Fyte is the best wheat they can possibly grow. I do
not think this Ladoga wheat is equal in quality to the Red
Fyfe; but if it is shown on experiment that it will ripen
earlier, that it is equal to the circumstances surrounding
farming in Manitoba, and that it will produce as good
flour, then we may be satisfied to adopt it. But i hope the
hon. member for North York will not rise inb is seat and
accuse the hon. Minister of Agriculture of dereliction of
duty in not paying attention to the representation of the

Mr ,nLuLog,

Board of Trade of Toronto, when the hon, gentleman bas
stated that the Board of Trade of Montreal presented a re-
port directly opposite,

Mr. MULOCK. Since this discussion began a memor-
andum has been placed in my hand which I will take the
liberty of reading to the flouse. It is from a person who
is an authority on this subject; I do not feel at liberty to
mention his name.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh!
Mr. M ULOCK. Well, ho is a competent man. Hie is a

member of the Board of Trade of Toronto. The memo.
randum has been sent down to me from the gallery, and I
will read it:

" Two samples of wheat were submitted to the board, Ladoga and
Kubanka. They are quite different in character-"
1 did not refer to the Ladoga wheat, but the hon. Minister
bas attempted to direct this discussion to it-

" The former was considered by the Toronto Board a fair average
spring wheat--"
That confirms what the Minister said-
" while the Kubanka was nothing more than wild goose."
That is what I stated in the beginning. This memo-
randum is by a grain man, a responsible person who knows
what he is talking about, and I suppose there are a dozen
in the gallery at this moment who know the truth of what
I am saying. I repeat, relying on information which I
received, that Kubanka wheat was issued by the depart-
ment, and was found on examination to be wild goose, which
bas been cultivated in this country for years, and whieh
would not be worth more than 60 cents a bushel at Brandon
to-day; and had the farmers of the North-West turned
their attention to the growing of that wheat instead of
Scotch Fyfe or some other suitable wheat, a very great blow
would have been given to the farming industry of the
North-West. That is the point which I made in the bigin-
ning, and which 1 adhere to until the Minister clears it up.

Mr. CARLING. I can safely say that the Kubaoka
wheat was not tbe wheat distri bated throughout the country
by Professor Saanders as Rassian wheat. He may have had
samples of both Kubanka and Ladoga wbeat and sent them
to the Board of Trade of Toronto for inspection, but I know
that Ladoga wheat was the wheat which was distributed to
the farmers throughout the country to experiment and
report upon, and that is the wheat that bas been analysed
by the chemist, whose report will be sent down to the
liouse in a few days.

Mr. MULOCK. Did you bring in some Kubanka with
it?

Mr. CARLING. I do not remember. Prof. Saunders may
have obtained a small quantity of Kubanka wheat, but I
have heard him say over and over again that it was what
is called goose wheat throughoat the country. I know that
the wheat distributed was the Ladoga and not the Kubanka.

Mr. DALY. For the information of the hon. member for
North York I may say that a man named Johnston, the
manager of a farm near Winnipeg, was the man who
imported this Kubanka wheat and distributed it, and not the
Department of Agriculture.

Mr. DAVIN. There is evidently some slight confusion
in the mind of my hon. friend from North York about the
wheat. Ie is anxious about the North-West. I have only
to say that, so far as I know, no Kubanka wheat was sent to
any of the farmers.of the North-West. I happened to travel
around among the larmers of the North-West last summer,
and the varieties of wheat I found them using were Judkett,
Red Fyfe, Ladoga and White Fyfe. Now, bir, I can bear my
testimony to the good the Experimental Farm is doing in the
North-West. It is making every farmer there who is a man of
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enterprise and intelligence an experimenter, not only for his
own sake but for the sake of the country. Now, Mr. W. C
Sander s-he is nothing to the Professor -lives near Moose
Jaw, and is a very intelligent farmer. He experimented last
year with Judkett wheat, with Red Fyfe, with Ladoga and
with White Fyfe. He found that the Judkett ripened 15,
and, in some cases, 19 days earlier than the Red Fyfe. 1
saw, the day after the Moose Jaw Agricultural Show, that
wheat in the presence of leading agriculturists of that dis
trict, and they pronounced it fully equal to the Red Fyfe,
just as hard as flint, with a fine kernel, and in fact very like
the Red Fyfe. The experiment my hon. friend fiom Selkirk
(Mr. Daly) speaks of bad not been made, namely, manufac
turing it into flour; but the opinion of these men, who were
experts, was that the Judkett, which had ripened 19 days
carlier than the Red Pyfe, and had produced a very large
amount to the ratio of the quantity sold, was destined to
be the wheat of the North-West. With regard to the
Ladoga, Mr. Sanders and Mr. Smail had aliso experi.
mented on that. They found the Ladoga, while pro.
ducing a kernel just as fine as the Red Fyfe, ap-
parently as har d, had ripened fron 10 to 14 days
earlier than the Red Fyfe. I need not tell the House
that if you have a wheat that will ripen 10 or 12 days
earlier than the Red Fyfe and will give you a kernel as luit,
a body as large, and with as much gluten as the Red Fyfe,
3 ou have a wbeat that will be of incalculable advan tage to
the North-West, for 7 days is a great gain in the North.
West, the race of our farmers being with the frost. If we
can outrun the frost, we have a country the most fruituil
in the world to deal with. The resuits of the farms that 1
visited were most satisfactory. In fact they took a few
bushels of grain, and in a few months the fruit thereof
shook like the cedars of Lebanon. Now, we are only
speaking of the Experimental Farm here. It is in touch
with the farmers of the North-West Territories. Bulletins
are sent to the leading farmers and published, and in this
way all the farmers of the North-West Territories are
inbtructed by means of this farm; and I was very glad to
hear the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), who
is always so fair, say he hoped these farms would not
be starved.· While on the subj-3ct, I will say a word
about the Experimental Farm we have in the North-
West. There expeiiments are being made in tree plant-
ing. Every kind of tree that would be supposed to
have the best chance bas been brought from Rassia ad
elsewhere and planted there, and the most vital experi-
ment to the North. West, to its prosperity, its comfort, and
what will please the eye in that counti y is being made by
Mr. McKay in the planting of trees. ie is also planting
apple trees and various fruit trees which are not yet grown
in the North-West. We are not badly off for fruit. We
have rasl berries, strawberries, currants, wild cherries, and
the Saskatoon berry, but we have not apples yet, and that
is one of 1he thir gs which iS experimented on in the fuMar
there. He has also exporimented on varions kinds of oats
and wheat, the different times for sowing these and the dif-
forent ways. He has experimented on fali wheat, and the
resuit cannot fail to be of the greatest possible advantage
to our farmers. Those gentlemen, who might be inclined
to carp at a little expenditure in this matter, must remen-
ber that our farmers are not in a position like that of the
tenant farmers of England. We cannot make a history such
as the tenant farmer of Scotland made-the Midiothian
farmers-whose example was imitated in England and Ire-
Jand, until you had regularly established, so to speak, an agri-
Cultural university, teaching the farmers in the old country
how best to fari, and to drain, what manures are best, what
portable manures can be used and so on. We cannot expect
that. Yet even in England the people have called on the
Governament to take some action, and one of the most
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eminent writers bas blamed the Im perial Government for
not spending more money, and taking more interest in the
development of agriculturo in Great Britain ; so that with
the evidence we have before us in regard to the experiments
in growing wheat and the experiments that have been made
in other portions of agric.ulture and forest culture, I hope
that t be hon.gentleman who is at the head of the Agriculture
Departiment will receive the strong support of this House
in trying to do something for our farmers #l1 over the
Dominion. It must be remembered that it is a common
cry that so mu<h is being done for capitalists, so much for
railway people, so much for the manufacturers, but nothing
for the farmers. It would look very bad therofore if when
an expenditure, which is so palpably and directly on behalf
of the farmer, is proposed, we should cavil ut it and show
ourselves ungrateful in tiustaining the nieans of knowledge,
for knowledge in farming is power as in other walks.

Mr. WATSON, This is rather an interesting question
to representatives from the North-West, and, as stated by
the hon. gentleman, theio cannot be too much attention
given to the different varieties. We are glad to know that
the Experimental Farm is experimenting in that dirention.
I hold to some extent the view expressed by the hon.
member for York (Mr. Mulock) whon ho said that an
analysis should have been made ot the whcat when it arrived
from Russia. That wheat, the Ladoga, was pronounced by
judges of wheat to be not so bard as Red Fyfe wheat and not
of as good a color. This wheat, which was received from
Russia, was worth in the markets at least 10 cents less a
hushel than the Red Fyfe. It was claimed hy Professor
Saunders ut that time that it would hardon for climatie
reasons in our North-West Territories, and that ail wheat
would be hardened by being grown there, I think Mr.
Saunders should at that time have made an analysis of
this wheat, and then from the proceeds iof that seed
have made another analymis and found out whether
that wheat was improving in quality or not. The Govern-
ment have been asked to bring down the report of the
Board of Trade of Montreal. I should like to ask them. to
bring down the report of the Board of Trade of Winnipeg.
They also reported on that wheat, and thoir verdict was
that It would grade about No. 1 Northern. Well, as the
hon. gentleman knows, that is a third class wheat in the
Manitoba market, and worth about eight cents a bushel los
than the Red Fyfe. The hon. gentleman for North Perth
(Mr. fiesson) supported the Mxni.4ter in his pretension that
this wheat was good and reported favorably on by the
Board of Tiade at Montreal. The hon. gentleman had a
memorandum placed in his hands by some gentleman, no
doubt a good judge of wheat, who stated ho would consider
this Ladoga wheat a fair sample of spring wheat.

Mr. HESSON, lear, heur.
Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman says "heur, hoar,"

as if a fair sample of spring wheat is a good sample of wheat.
le is in error. There is No. 1 lard, No. 2 lard, No. 1

Northern, No. 2 Northern, and No. 1 Spring. That is the
fifth grade of wheat. Surely that is not to be considered a
good grade of wheat, or to be compared with the Red Fyfe
we grow in the North-WesL. I believe, as a rule, that any
new variety of wheat which is for warded for experimenting
gets rather a botter chance than ordinary wheat. If there
is a good place for it in the corner of the field, it is put
there, and I have not heard of much difference in the ripon-
ing of this wheat and Red Fyfe. The best variety of soft
wbeat we have in Manitoba which will ripon early is the
Golden Drop. The hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr.Davin)
speaks of Judkett as a hard wheat, but ho is not an experi.
enced judge of wheat. There is the lRed Fern wheat, and
there is no harder whoat grOwD, but the millers will noc
purchase that if they eau get the Red Fyfe.
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Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Ogilvie's man pronounced this Judkott

wheat equal to the Red Fyfe.
Mr. WATSON. I am glad to hear it, but you will get

no wheat as good as the Red Fyfe which will ripen earlier.
It takes time to mature good wheat. Anything that matures
earlier will be a poorer qulity of whoat. It is a contro-
vertial question in the North West, in the race between the
farmers' wheat crop and the frost, whether it might not be bet-
ter to grow the softer quality of wheat and get asurer crop.
I am glad the Experimental Farm has been testing the qual-
ities of these wheats, and it may be able to solve the ques-
tion as to what is the best quality of wheat to grow in the
North-West. I do not think it is worth discussing what is
called the goose wheat. I would have desired that we should
have had the report of the analyst on the different qualities
of wheat, bocause that is what we have to rely upon. If the
NorLb-WeFt at present is not fitted to grow a wheat that will
command more than the average prices in the eastern mar-
kets, our country is no good, becanse the long hauls an i the
freights are such that we have to produce a wheat that will
command a higher price in the markets of the east than the
wheat which is grown in the east. 1 hope these experiments
will be continued. There has been an experiment made in re.
gard to the usefulness of frozen wheat for seed, and I know,
from the experiments which have been made here, that they
are about right. Several farmers in Manitoba have experi-
mented with the frozen wheat, and the reeult of their
experiments in their own soil bas been about the same as
that of the experiments made by Prof. Saunders on the
Experimental Farm. Such experiments are of great value,
because, without some authority as to the injury that might
result from sowing wheat which has been injured to some
extent by frost, the farmers might sow the grain and might
have bad crops. Those tests aie of great bonefit to the
country, and 1 hope the Mimieter of Agriculture will see
that all these experiments are carried on and that there
shall be no prejudice to any variety of wheat. It often
happons that there is some prejudice in favor of the new
varieties, but the plain facts and the results of the experi-
monts should be stated to the public. The Board of Trade
of Winnipeg is composed of men who are well qualified to
judge of wheat, and they made a report which I hope the
Minister will see fit to lay before the louse.

Mr. CAIRLING. Professor Saunderd is a very careful,
cautions and judicious man, and ho would hesitate very
much in making any report in reference to this or any other
kind of wheat until ho was thoroughly satisfied of the accu
racy. If this is nota hard wheat but a soft wheat, Professor
Saunders will tell the public that it is so. If it is a hardy
wheat, after obtaining reports from all parts of the country,
after makirbg an analysis of it, after it is ground and after
bread is made from it, ho will state its quality. He is
making all kinds of experiments in order to be thoroughly
satisfied that ho is right before ho makes his report, and
when that report comes down, which will be, as I have
stated, in the course of ton days, I will be only too glad if
the hon. gentleman will make any possible criticism; but
I am satisfied that Professor Sanaders will send nothing to
the public which is not in the publie interest.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman opposite remarked
that I said "hear, hear." When the hon. member for
North York (Mir. Mulock) was corrected by a stranger in
the gallery and was put right, he had been endeavoring to
suggest that the iister of Agriculture was negligent ofi
his duty and was allowing Professor Saunders to send ont an
inferior quality of wheat. I knew at the time that it was
not an inferior kind of wheat which was distributed fromj
the Experimental Farm, but that it was the Ladoga wheat.i
As a membir of the Committee on Immigration and Coloni-i
sation, I knew what kind of wheat was being distributed,g
and its probabilities of suocess. It had been grown i aa
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elimate very similar to that of the North-West, and in a
country where the season is even shorter. The hon. mem-
ber for North York (Kr. Mulock) was evidently talking of
what ho did not understand, and I think ho should admit
that ho was not properly informed in regard to that, because
ho was misrepresenting the facts after the Mimister had
stated that ho was not distributing Kubanka wheat, but
Ladoga.

Mr. MULOCK. I stated in the beginning what my
informant afterwards confirmed. I stated that I was
informed that the departmant had issued Kubanka wheat,
and that the Toronto Board of Trade had pronounced
against it. The Minister of Agriculture transferred the
discussion to the subj-ct of what ho callis Ladoga wheat,
and we went on that line for some time, and then came
back to the other wheat. I am informed that the depart-
ment issued to the Board of Trade two samples of wheat,
one being the Kubanka and the other the Ladoga, and that
the former was found to be nothing but the old goose
wheat. That is what I stated, and that is what my
informant tells me.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman was good enough,
when he was corrected from the gallery by a gentleman
who was a member of the Toronto Board of Trade, to admit
that ho was mistaken in saying that the Ladoga was a very
inferior whoat. Now it was the goose wheat which has
been condemned, but which was not being distributed by
the agricultural farmr; a amall quantity, no doubt, had been
procured for the purpose of testing it, but it was not
distributed. 1, myself, distributed some portions of the
L idrga wheat, and I had the best reports of it. I think
the Minister is doing all ho can, and hon. gentlemen are
asking, perhaps, a littie more information than ho can
possibly carry in his brain. We shall get all the information
needed when the rest of the report comes down.

Mr TEMPLE. I think I can give the flouse some in-
formation with reference to this Ladoga wheat. I got a
sample of it from the Minister of Agriculture last spring, a
small package, I think three pounds. I sent it home to
one of my neighbors, and ho sowed it beside a small strip
of White Fyfe whoat. I am aware that it was a fortnight
earlier than the White Fyfe, and that the three pounds pro-
duced ono bushel of solid hard wheat. 1 think I can con.
firm the statement of the Minister of Agriculture and the
hon. gentleman from Assiniboia, that 1à is the best whoat
so far that I have seen, and that it can be raised profitably
in our Province. We do not raise as muoh wheat as they
do in the North-West or the Province of Ontario, but still
we can grow whoat in our Province; and if we can find a
kind of wheat that will ripen a fortnight earlier than that
we have been sowing, it will prove a great advantage to the
Province of New Brunswick. I am a farmer and have
raised as many as 800 bushels of wheat in a year; conse-
quently I am in a position to speak with knowledge on the
su bject.

Mr. McM[LLAN. Last year I had a sample of
barley and I consider it one of the best varieties I have
seen, and I reported my experiment to the manager of the
Central Faârm. Lot me say of Professor Saunders that I
have had the pleasure of his acquaintance for a number of
years, and I do not believe a more reliable man can be
found in the country, or one that will give more correct
results from the experiments. I am convinced that if there
are any mistakes in the report they will be unknown to him.
I would say also that the experiments in grain will ho bone-
ficial to every Province. I think they have got a variety
of oats also that promises very fair, although they were
only a moderato crop the first year. But there in one in-
dustry that has not Seen named yet: and that is the egg in-
dustry. Isee that 8100 has been spent in purchasing fowls for
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the Experimental Farm, and $75 in caring for them. The egg
industry comes, I think, sixth in importance among the agri.
cultural products of the Dominion,and we ex port over $2,000,-
000 worth. There are only five articles of which we export
more in value than of eggs. I think, also, that we should go
into very careful experiments in this direction, because these
Government farms are able to make experiments that the
average farmer has no opportunity of going into. The
reason why I asked the amount of revenue derived from
the farm was this : I found there had been 5,000 fruit
baskets purchased, and if all these baskets had been sold
with their cortents for the emall sum of 5 cents a piece,
they would have yielded more than the whole revenue
derived from the farm, which was only $207.37. I expected
the Minister would have been able to give us more details;
for instance, the amount expended on fencing, the amount
expended for drainage, and the amount expended for clear-
ing the land, because all these are items of importance to
the agricultural community. However, I hope we shall
have this information a little later.

Mr. SEMIPLE. In regard to the barley, some of it was
sent to my county-it was the two-rowed variety-and
although it was found good for feeding, it was not suit-
able for malting purposes, and would not command a
bigh price. I think the Minister of Agriculture ought
to have been able to give us some information con-
cerning results to-night, considering the large amount
that Las been expended on the farm. When we consider
that from 870,000 to $80.000 has been spent in pur.
chasing land and putting up the buildings afterwards,
also paying the professors, and thon 826,000 for labor, we
should have had at least several satisfactory experiments
made for the benefit of the public, whereas we have no
account of a single experiment. I think there should have
been an experiment made on one, or tw), or ton acres,
to show what amount of incomo could be derived from
a certain portion of land in proportion to the expense laid
out upon it in tilling, manuring, &c. For my part, the
first time I saw this farm I thought it was a great mistake
to purchase that land for an Experimental Farm. In the
first place an enormous sum Lad to be paid for the purchase
of the land; thon 100 acres had to be cleared and drained,
and after all that has been done the soil is of a poor descrip-
tion, and I do not think it will prove of good quality to
grow crops. Another idea occurring to me the first time I
saw it was, if the land was good why it was not cleared,
being so near the city. I wondered why the owners of the
land Lad not considered it of sufficient value to clear and
cultivate it. The only thing I saw to recommend it was
the nearness to the city, and I desired to see the expori-
ments which I mentioned tried, because we hear it continu-
ally stated by those who are not engaged in the occupation
that farming is a very remunerative business, and it is only
by experiments and practical tests that it can be shown
whether this assertion is correct or not. I would ask
the Minister of Agriculture if ho intends to make an expe-
riment with the fertilisera that we were discussing the
other day ?

Mr. CARLING. Experiments have been made this last
season, and I think we shall find the resulhs stated in the
appendix to the report.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In looking through the
Auditor General's Report, I find that in the matter of ti ees,
vines and bushes, nearly 8800 worth were purchased in the
United States and only about 820 from our own nursery-
men. I should like to know if that is to be taken as the
proportion of purchases of trees and other products as be-
tween the United States' and our own nurseries, or are they
purchased simply for experimental purposes ? If for ex-
perimental purposes, would it not have been more fair to
our own narserymen to have bought about an equal share

of their products and have made an even test in that way ?
What is the explanation of purchasing three times the
quantity from United States' nurserymen as compared with
the quantity from our own nurserymen ?

Mr. CARLING. I can ardly at the moment give an
explanation to the hon. gentleman, but I know that trees
were purchased in the United States, Canada and Europe,
and different trees have been obtained for experiment in
Ontario and at the different branch farme. With respect to
trees purchased in the United States, I shall be glad to
give the hon. gentleman full information at a subsequent
period.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGIT. No one can object to
any reasonable expenditure in establishing these experi-
mental farms, but it appears to me that the course of the
Government in regard to this farm at Ottawa bas been
marked, to say the least of it, by very great extrava-
gance, for which no proper explanation bas been made
either last year or this year. If I understood the Minister
of Agriculture aright, this farm of 400 acres at Ottawa cost
originally between 870,000 and 880,000. In addition to
that amount of prime eost we find the Government have
been obliged to spend $65,000 in one year's work, There
may be reasons for a portion of that expenditure, but to
tell me or to tell this House that it is necessary to expend
$115,000 for fitting up *00 acres of an experimental farm
is to tell me what I can hardly believe, and wbat the hon.
gentleman bas not satisfactorily explained. I cannot for
the life of me sec why such an experiment as we destre
to carry out should not have been done, and exceedingly
efficiently done at probably one-third or one-half the
money already expended. There is no doubt we are
in very great danger, in all these experiments, of injur.
ing the cause we desire to serve, not of benefiting or
promoting pi actical ag -iulture, but of expending money
from which little bonefit ancrueq, on account of tho manner
in which experiments are conducted. The Minister offered
no explanation to my hon. fri nd from S>uth Huron
(Mr. McMillan), for the enormous charge of 826,000 for
labor, for drainage and o'ber purpose. The only thing ho
did say was, that of the 400 acres, which cost botween $70,-
000 and 880,000, 150 acres were in such a condition that
a very large sum, almost equal to the fee simple, had to be
expended to get them into proper order. Although I do
not pretend to bo an authority as to the value of lands
in Nova Scotia, yet I think on the Nappan Farm something
of the same kind of extravagance bas been manifested.
There we see thirty-two acres bought at 8140 an acre, and
twenty acres more at 8100 aun acre. Those are pretty stiff
figures. I do not know where Nappan is, I regret to say.
I understand from some hon. gentlemen that it is in the
County of Cumberland, where, perhaps, land may have at-
tained, for various purposes, exceptionally high figures, bit
in regard to all these figures the Government have shown
little regard to the public purse in engaging in such large
expenditures. No doubt, this Ottawa Experimental Farm,
costing $145,000, bas cost a groat deal more than the value
of any results we are able at present to obtain from it.

Mr. CARLING. With regard to the Nappan farm, hon.
members from Nova Scotia will understand that marsh and
dyke lande there, that is to say lands which are flooded
with tides at certain seasons of the year, a-e worth from
$100 to 8140 an acre.

Mr. KIRK. In what part of Nova Sootia are they worth
those sums?

Mr. CAR LING. The dyke lands or marsb lands are co-
sidered to be of extra value ; but the whole fara bas not
coest more than $51 an acre, although we did pay for about
80 acres of marsh land something like $140 an acre, which
was oonsidered a fair prime.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. $140 an acre.
Mr. CARLING. I believe in Nova Scotia those dyke

lands are valued very highly. With regard to the large ex.
pense in establishing the Experimental Farm near the city
of Ottawa, I may say that the Government of Ontario have
established a farm of 400 acres or 500 acres rear the city of
Guelph, and they paid for that farm originally 875,000,
while the capital account up to the present time is some-
thing like 8400,000. I fancy that farm bas been conducted
with ail possible economy.

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). The Minister must be mis-
taken. Up to last year the entire cost of the farm at Guelph
was $280,000.

Mr. CARLING. I have it from a gentleman in whom
I have every confidence, that the total cost up to the pre-
sent time is over $400,000, the original cost being $75,000 for
500 acres. The land itself near Ottawa, with all the money
that bas been expended on it up to the present lime, could
be sold by the Government for an amount sufficient to cover
the whole expense, including the cost of clearing and drain-
ing. I believe it to be of great advantage to have the farm
so close to the city, so that the representatives of the people
and the public in general can visit it and obtain ail possible
information in regard to experinents and other matters
from the officers. The situation is a very good one, it being
witbin two and a half or three miles from the centre of the
city. I can assure the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) that there bas been no extravagance in
the expeuditure of money with regard to this farm. The land
was purcbased as cheaply as possible, and when we could not
agree with the parties as to the price, arbitrators were called
in and we obtained it at the lowest price possible. Every-
thing that it was possible to do to keep down the expen-
diture bas been done; but in obtaining a farm of nearly 500
acres we did not want to allow the clearing of 150 acres to
spread over five or six years. The public expect results,
and we thought it better at once to clear it up and place it
in good condition, commence the experiments and give the
results to the public. I am satisfied that when we have the
farm in good working order and have conducted the experi
ments, the results will be entirely satisfactory to the public.

Mr. DICKEY. I know nothing about the farm in On-
tario, but I hope the comments of the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) are more accurate
with respect to the Ottawa farm than they are with respect
to the farta at Nappan. I can testify from personal kriow-
ledge that the farm which be speaks of has been bought at
8140 an acre was weli worth that, and in fact was cheap
for the price. I may say that the particular portion which
he selected for condemnation was really the cheapest part
of the bargain. The total price paid for the farm is a fair
price, it is not too much nor was it a bargain, but the adjoin-
ing farn which he did not mention, and which was purchased
for $1,200, was bought at a great sacrifice. The Gyovern-
ment got a great bargain in buying il at that price, for it
was worth nearly double, but it was under mortgage ai d
they got it through the mortgagee. I can testify that so
far as the farm at Nappan is concerned there as been
no disposition to extravagance, and the mode in which the
farm is conducted is meeting with the approbation of
the farmers iu that neighborhood and is of immense sei vice
to them. Of¼ourse it is not taken hold of as rapidly at first
as one might hope, but it is one of the things which begins
at the top among intelligent farmers and has to work down.
The intelligent farmers have become interested in it, they
visit it, it is a constant object lesson to them, and they learn
from. it information which they could never obtain froi
books or pamphlets. It is doing a work which I believe can-
not be done in any other way. The superintendent, who is a
thoroughly practical man, has organised excursions to the
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farm, and by this means four or five hundred farmers have
visited it and spread the knowledge they obtained there
through the whole length and breadth of Nova Scotia.
Without referring to the Ontario farm I am quite satisfied
that every cent spent on the Nappan farm. bas been amply
justified.

Mr. KIRK. How many acres in the Nappan farm?
Mr. CARLINU. 310 acres.
Mr. KIRK. And that bas cost $13,338.
Mr. DICKEY. Over $15,000.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears in the re-

turns that there are only 200 acres, of which seventy-five
acres appear to be of very little value as they were valued
at only $13. That is what I presume my hon. friend refera
to as the second farm. There were 100 acres purchased at
various price, averaging from $70 to 8140 an acre, in al[
810,000.

Mr. CARLING. I can state to the hon. gentleman that
there are 300 acres at all events, and I think tan acres
more.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They are not included
here.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I tbink the Minister must be mis-
taken, because if he will refer to page 147, he will find a
voucher given by Mr. Saunders, the director, in reply to an
enquiry from the Auditor General, giving a voucher to Mr.
A, R Dickey for $1,2!8. The qnantity of land secured was a
hundred acres and it now forms part of the Experimental
Farm ; the original purchase was 202 acres for $14,000, and
the Dickey farm, $1,218. The hon. gentleman is right in
saying that $140 is not an excessive price for some qualities
of land in Nova Scotia, but the hon, gentleman ought
remember that there is a great difference between what is
ca'led dyke land and marsh land. I am not sufficiently
acquainted with the farm to say whether this was a dyke
or farm or marsh land.

Mr. DICKEY. It is dyke land.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is also a very great differ-

ence in the value of the dyke land ilself. The hon. gentle-
man is aware that. s(me land reaches as high as $300 an
acre in the Annapolis Valley.

Mr. DICKEY. Part of the farm is English dyke which
was bought at $110, and part of it is salt marsh dyke which
was bought at $100 an acre.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). At lhe time the purchase was
made, the opinion of those who live in the neighborhood,
and who are familiar with the value was that the price was
excessive. Be that as it may the purchase bas now been
made. I observe that about $20,000 bas been spent on this
farm. up to the present time That farm was acquired in
the early part of the year, and I presume the stock was not
placed on it at a time wNhen they would require to be fed
with hay. I notice here a charge of $50 for bay; it is not
a large amnount tu be sure, but I supposed that that dyke
marsh would proluce hay enough to feed stock.

Mr. CARLING. The farm was taken up very early in
the spring before we could eut grass, I suppose.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would ask the Minister whether
it is his intention to make experiments on that farm as he
bas done at the Central Fara, and whether he proposes to
make experiments in trees and fruit culture as well as with
wheat and other grains ? Also, whether the expenditure
which ias been made is sufficient to carry on those experi-
ments and whether the tari is ready to be utilised for the
purpose for which it was originally intended ? A good deal
has been said to night with reference to the advantage of
these farms, which I admit; but in order that this should bo
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of benefit to the country, the information gained from them
should be diatributed generally. If this information as to
the results from experiments in grains and fruits is confined
to blue-books it will at best only reach very few people. I
would suggest to the hon. Minister that as soon as he is in
a position to give any reliable information on which the
farmers throughout the country inay base their expecta-
tions in future with reference to the different classes of
grains and fruit, some cheap edition of the reports should
be issued, and be very generally circulated throughout the
Dominion. Without that I think we should lose very much
of the advantage we hope to gain by these experimental
farms, which in themselves are objects very much to be
desired, and which I hope will be attended with the very
best results.

Mr. CARLING. I would just say to my hon. friend that
we are doing just what he suggests. Prof. Saunders issues
bulletins, and over 12,000 farmers in the Dominion are now
receiving them ; and we shall be only too glad if hon.
gentlemen will send in the names of prominent farmers in
their constituencies, who take an interest in these experi.
mente, with their post office addresses, and these bulletins
will be regulaýly sent to them.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). To what extent would the hon.
gentleman be disposed to send them ? Of course, if we
gave him a list of 4,000 or 5,000 fArmers, it would be rather
a heavy undertaking.

Mr. CARLING. I should think the hon. gentleman
would bave some regard to the cx,,ense, and would not wish
them to be sent to that extent; but if ho selects twenty or
thirty or forty prominent farmers, and sends their names
and addresses direct to Professer Saunders, the bulletins
will be sent to then. An hon. member bas just asked me
whether they will be issued in French. I may say that
they are distributed in both languages, and any names
which ma>y be sent by bnn. members to me, or the secretary
ot the departmou.î, or îolesor aunîders, will be promnpty
put upon the liéti

Mr. MULOCK. Similar bulletins are issued by Corneli
University, and it has a very good system. A note acoom-
panies the firt buletin issued, asking the receivtr to ac-
knowledge its receipt and to siate whether he desires to have
it contimoed, and unless ho does so the bulletins are not
again sent to him. Perhaps it would be well, as a matter of
economy, that Mr. Saundets should do the same thing.

Mr. CARLING. I am very glad the bon. gentleman has
made the suggestion.

Mr. KIRK. Hon. gentlemen have spoken to-night of the
benefits the faimers of tbo Dominion will receive from
those experimental farms, not only that at Ottawa but
those in other pa ts of the Dominion. To my mind the
advantages to Le derived by the farmers are yet to be as-
certained. I am sorry the hon. Minister is not able to pre-4
sent the report of the superintendent of the farmn at Ottawa
before ho asks us to vote this sum. Up to the present time
members of the Opposition have been very ready to vote
the money asked by the Minister without very much dis-
cussion, and I do not think that the hon. Minister can com-
plain of the manner in which the discussion bas gone on
to-night. Bu', in looking over the expenses which have been
made on account of these farms, and net knowing very much
of the advantages the farmers have received from them up to
the present time, it strikes one that a vast amount of money
is teing ex.ended with very little return. So far as Nova
Scotia is concerned, we do not expect mach benetit from
any importation.of wheat, unless you can bring a botter9
quaiity of wheat for the farmers of the west, and one whieh1
they can grow more cheaply, as we may in that way getc
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our flour cheaper. But in looking over the accounts, it seema
to me that the Experimental Farm here has been carried on
in a rather extravagant manner. A part from the coSt of the
Department of Agriculture, under the head of Civil Govern-
ment, we have paid for salaries $25,939.40. Besides that,
we have paid for farm laborers and drain diggers, $20,86L.-
43. It does Appear to me that this is a vast amount of
money to pay for labor for one farm.

Mr. CARLING. It is not for the ordinary labor of car-
rying on the farm, but it is for clearing the farm and
preparing it for the experiments.

Mr. KIRK. If I understand this amount of $25,939 was
not paid for labor on the farm at all, but to scribes for writ.
ing, and I notice that the salaries paid range from $1 a day
to girls up to $2,400 a year.

Mr. CARLING The hon. gentleman is certainlyreading
from the wrong page, for we have no scribe there except
one.

Mr. KIRK. I am roading from page 0 126, of expendi.
tures of the Agriculture Departmont, in connectin with
Civil Government. Then I notice that horses appear to be
very high in price. I notice on page 0 135, $550 entered
as paid for a pair of horses, $250 for a dark chestnut and
$235 for a light chestnut, and $500 for a span of heavy
draught horses. These are very high prices to pay for farm
horses. I notice also for the Nappan Farm that five horses
were purchased at a cos ot 81,025, or more than $200
oach. I know something uaUt the price of horses in Nova
Scotia, and I know that tbere we cau get a veiy good horse
for less than 8200; and it seens to me these are extrava.
gant prices.

Mr. WATSON. What amount of land is under cultiva.
tion at Brandon this year, and how much will b. under
cultivation next year?

Mr. CARLING. I cannot answer that ait present, but I
will b3glai to give the information, as I expect the agent
in charge of the farm to be bore in a day or two.

Mr. WATSON. las ho not made a report ?
Mr. CARLING. The report is in the Appendix to Mr.

Saunders' report aid will b3 distributed to the members.

Mr. McMULLEN. I draw the attention of the Minister
to the fact that these oxperimental farms and other places
appear to be used as a means of recompensing political
supporters. Take, for instance, Major's Hiùl Park.
That place appears to be a kind of pasture ground
for political hacks, as there ais an enormous amount
of money spent there that is absolutely useless. I also
notice in connection with the Experimental Farm that no
less than 19 valuators have been engaged at amounts rue-
ning from $350 down to $50. What neocessity was there for
engaging valuators ? Were they employed to value the
horses and other purchases made ? Was not Mr. Saunders
capable of doing that work ?

Mr. CARLING. Mr. Saunders did net employ the ser-
vices of any gentleman to value any of the articles h. bas
bought. These valuators wore necessarily called in, in con-
nection with the officiai arbitration, and by both sides.
None of the charges the hon. gentleman refers te were oon-
tracted by Mr. Saunders for valaing horses or anything
used on*tho farm.

Mr. Mo ULLEN. Was it absolutely necessary to have
no less than 19 valuators ?

Mr. CARLING. I cannot say. We had to expropriate,
and we had to take this course. We left the matter in the
bande of our sQicitors, as did the claimants, and when the
decision went against us we had to pay the costa.
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Mr. MOMULLEN. I see that Pinhey & Christie were

paid 81,000 on account of costs and outlay. Was that their
whole bill ?

Mr. CARLING. They were employed on behalf of the
department to look after these arbitrations. That includes
the costs in connection with thoir part of the work. These
arbitrations were made in the sane way as in ail other ex-
propriations.

Mr. McMULLEN. It is a large amonnt of legal ex-
penses.

Mr. CARLING. I cannot help that.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I quite admit that in the establish-

ment of an experimental farm expenses may have accrued
over which the Minister had no control. There are always
expenses at the outeet, but now when we bave everything
we require I can see no reason why expenses of that char-
acter should again appear in the liEst. The louse is quite
willing to grant any sum necessary to advance the agricul-
tural interest, but it would be highly unwise on our part to
sanction the passing of items for useless expenditure. I
hope that in future these expenses will not be run up to the
enormous sum they have reached this year.

Mr. STE. MARIE. Will the hon. gentleman explain
the charges for freight, $169.88 to the Canada Atlantic
Railway Company, 8878.38 to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, making 81,048 for freight during the year ?

Mr. CARLING. This is freight on material for the farm,
drainage tiles lumber and other things, and it is not in con-
nection with the ordinary working of the farm.

Mr, McMILLAN (Huron). Then I find there is paid to
Ferguson $736, to O'Gara 8312 and to L. A. Olivier $176;
so that the total amount which it cost on that farm for
arbitration and law costs was 83,879. When the Minister
brings down his statement, will be also bring down a state-
ment of I s ervices rendered by these valuators and arb'-
trators, and of the amount paid for law costs? Of course, I
understand that there must be a certain amount spent for
examining titles and things of that kind.

Mr. CARLING. Mr. O'Gara was not employed by the
Government at ail, but by the owners of the land, to contest
the purchase, and make us go to aibitration aul bring
forward the witnesses, and to put us to all the trouble ho
could. The decision was against us and we had to pay ail
his expenses.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It was a rule with the old black.
letter lawyers that it was a disgrace to hold a piece
property that cost less than the patent, and it seems to me
that we are getting back to that view when it coats so
much to investigate the titles.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I suppose the Minister of Agricul-
ture will publish the experiments which ho bas made with
valuators and lawyers with the other experiments?

Mr, CARLING. I will speak to the professor about
that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I hope they will not use any more
hand-spikes on this farm. I see tbey cost $1.50 each. lu
my time we used to make them ourselves.

Census and Statistics, including preliminary pre-
parations for Census of 1891 ........ ,................$15,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What gentleman bas
charge of that ? I suppose the Minister of Agriculture.

Mr. CAR LING. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am afraid it is rather

late to make the suggestion, but it has appeared to me that
it would be for the benefit of the public service to alter the

&r. CARLING.

date of our cEnsus taking. In England, the United States,
and other countries, the census is taken at tho same period
-1880, 1890, or 1870, as the case may be -and it would be
of great advantage if we could make our decennial period
agree with that. I am not certain that the British North
America Act does not stand in our way, but it would not be
very difficult to have that changed, and the advantages are
obvions. For purposes of comparison, it would be very
advisable that we should have our census taken at the same
time.

Mr. CARLING. The census is taken in Canada in the
same year as in Great Britain and all ber colonies, that is,
not in 1880 and 1890, but in 1881 and 1891. The census
year is uniform throughout the British Empire.

Mr. MULOCK. That is a conclusive answer to the re-
marks of my hon. friend, and I think it would be highly
undesirable to make any change.

Committee rose and reported.

Sir 1LECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and louse adjourned at 11:35 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAT, 25th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PiArxas.
FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 70) to amend the Dominion Controverted
Elections Act.-(Mr. Amyot.)

ALBERTA RAILWAY AND COAL COMPANY.

Mr. SEANLY moved the third reading of Bill (No. 14)
to incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coul Company.

Mr. WATSON. When this Bill was last up for discus-
sion on the third reading, I desired to move an amendment,
which was ruled out of order, and I gave notice that I would
move it when the Bill next came before the Houie. The
amendment was as follows:-

" That the said Bill be not now read the third time, but be referred
back to the 0ommittee of the Whole in order to insert a clause providing
that the maximum rate of coal carriet over the company's line shall
not exceed one cent per ton per mile."

In talking over the matter with several gentlemen connected
with the carrying of freight, I found there was a differ-
ence in opinion as to wbether I sbould embody a maximum
rate in my amendment or not. With the consent of the
House I will drop the words referring to the rate of a cent
per ton per mile, and move simply that the Bill be reforred
back to the Committee of the Whule, so that the committee
can fix a maximum rate. 1, therefore, move:

That the isill be not now read the third time, but that it be referred
back to the Gommittee of the Whole with instructions to insert a maxi-
mum rate per ton per mile.

Mr. SHANLY. I trust the House will not accept this
amendment. I object to it upon general principles, because
it would be entirely new legisiation for Parliament to under-
take to fix the tariff of railways. The general Railway Act
provides a mode of appeal if railway rates are considered
unjust. We might as well undertake to fix the tariff of the
Canadian Pacific Railway or the Grand Trunk Railway, and
all the other railways of the Dominion, if we are to interfere,
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as in this instance, with an already chartered railway. I
object to the amendment on general principles, because the
legislation suggested would be novel and unjust. I object
te it particularly because this railway, I repeat, is not seek.
ing a new charter, it is a chartered and working line. I
hold that it would be an interference with vested rights to
take the opprtunity, now that the company applies to
Parliament to obtain power to expend more money and
extend its road to the frontier, to try and impose a parlia-
mentary tariff, as I may call it, on this road, which it
already subject to the general provisions of the Railway
Act, and in regard to whose tariff an appeal can be made to
the Governor in Council if it should be considered onerous
or unjust.

louse divided:

Meusieurs
AmYot,
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
BordeS,
Bouraaas,
Bowman,
Brien,
Burdett,
casey,
Casgrain,
Charlton,
Chequette,
Colter.
Daly,*
Davin,
Edgar,
Eisenhauer,

Archibald,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baird,
Barnard,
Bell,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
Oameron,
Cargili,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),

biabolm,
Cimon,
Cockburn,
colby,
Costigan,
Curran,
Daoust,
Davis,
Dawson,
Desaulniers,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinaon,
Ferguson (Renfrew),

Ellis,
Fiset,
Flynn,
Gillmaor,
Bolton,
Innes,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lister,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Huron),
McIntyre,
Mcillan' (Huron),
McMudlen,
Mills (Bothwell),

Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Robertson,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Semple,
Somerville,
Trow,
Turcot,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),
Wilson, (Elgin),
Yeo.-49.

Messieurs
Foster, McNeill,
Freeman, Madill,
Geoffrion, Mara,
Gigault, Marshall,
Gordon, Mille (Annapolis),
Grandbois, Moffat,
Guillet, O'Brien,
Haggart, Perley,
Hale, Putnam,
Hall, Riopel,
Hesson, Robilard,
Hudspeth, Roome,
Jamieson, Rykert,
Joncs, Shanly,
Jones (Digby), Skinner,
Kenny, Small,
Kirkpatrick, Smith (Ontario),
Labelle, Taylor,
Landry, Temple,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Thérien,
La Rivière, Thompson (Sir John),
Laurie, Tisdale,
Lepine, Tupper,
Macdonald (3ir John), Wallace,
Macdowall, Ward
Mackenzie, Weldon (Albert),
McDonald (Victoria), White (Cardwell),
McDougald (Picton), White (Renfrew),

eDougall (C. Breton),Wilmot,
McKay, Wilson (Lennox),
McKeen, Wood (Westmoreland),
McMillan (Vandreuil), Wright.-97.

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third time and
passed.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 15) respecting the Kootenay and Athabasca
fRailway Oompany.-(Mr. Mara.)

SECOND READINGS,

Bill (No. 33) to amend the Act to incorporate the Pres-
cott Coanty Railway Companv and to chan e the name of

Bill (No. 36) to incorporate the St. Helen's Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 39) respecting the Hamilton Central Railway
Company.-(Mr. McKay.)

Bill (No. 40) respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'
Bay Railway Company, and to change the name of the
company to" The Nipissing and James' Bay Railway Com.
pany."-(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 41) to incorporate "The Calgary, Alberta and
Montana Railway Company."-(Mr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 42) to amend the Act incorporating the Ontario
Mutual Life Assurance Company.-(hîr. Bowman.)

Bill (No. 43) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg and
New York Railway and Bridge Company.-(Mr. lickey.)

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate the Canada Congregational
Foreign Missionary Society.-(Mr. Holton.)

Bill (No. 45) to revive and amend the Acte relating to
"The St. Gabriel Lévee and Railway Company."-(Mr.
Curran.)

Bill (No. 47) to amend the Act incorporating the Kings-
ton, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Railway Company.-(Mr.
Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 51) respecting the Pontiac Pacific Junction
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate "The Lac Seul Railway Com.
pany,"-(hir. Daly.)

ONTARIO LOAN AND DEBENTURE COMPANY.

Mr. CARPENTER (for Mr. MONORIEF) moved second
reading of Bill (No. 48) to consolidate the borrowing powers
of the Ontario Loan and Debenture Company, and to author.
ise then to issue debenture stock.

Mr. LISTER. This Act ought to be explained. Under
the law as it now stands those loan companies have the
right to issue debentures for borrowing money.

Mr. CARPENTER. Perhaps it will be better to let the
Bill stand until Mr. Moncrieff arrives.

Mr. MULOCK. Before doing so I would venture this
suggestion. There are a great many loan companies in
this Dominion now, and it appears to me it would be botter
to formulate a set of powers for loan companies, so that
they would ail have uniform charters. I remember at one
ti me when the banks ail had different charters and different
powers, and the resulit caused great confusion. The staff
were constantly changing from bank to bank, mistakes were
liable to occur, and in questions arising before the courts
each charter had to have a separate construction. Ultimately
the Banking Act was adopted, and I believe that the change
was found to be a good one. When we consider the amonunt
-of capital invested in loan companies, I think the Govern-
ment will see that the money involved in those companies
is sufficient te justify them in bringing in a uniform Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a great dealtin
the hon. gentleman's suggestion. It would be well to have
a general law for aIl those loan, debenture, and invest-
ment companies, so as to have certain general clauses to
apply to them ail, and if any particular corporation applies
for special powers these should be included in the Bill. I
think the suggestion is a valuable one. However, 1 do not
suppose that we eau get up that Bill this Session, but in the
meantime I do not think we ought stop any Bill of this
kind from going to its second reading.

Dy to "The Central Couties Railway Company." Mr. MACKENZIE. Two other companies have this
m-(Mr. wards.) power now.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My bon. friend from

East York (Mr. Mackenzie) says that two other companies
now have the power asked for by this company.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not know what this company asks
for.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Nor .
Mr. MULOCK. I do not wish, therefore, to be under-

etood as objecting to it, but I thirk in order to make a
bQginning it would be wise if the Committee on Banking
and Commerce would insert in this and other Bills they
may report upon, a clause that those companies shall be
liable to be brought under the general Act.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. flear, hear.
Mr. MULOCK. We did that, 1 think, in regard to rail-

way Bills before we adopted the general clauses.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Some years ago I had occasion to

suggest to the House that all those companies should be
incorporated under a gereral law. This sort of special
legislation bas been done away with in the States, and in
the State of Michigan all special Acts are abolished except
for municipal corporations. They are aIl organised under a
general law with this exception, and I think that a measure
of that description should be adopted here. A moment ago
I beard a couple of Bills ordered to stand because the
Minister of Justice had no opportunity to look into their pro-
visions. This is rather a cumbrous duty to impose upon
the Minister of Justice, and I repeat what I have said on
former occasions, that all those private Bils ought to be
printed and circulated at thue opening of the Session, so that
ail the members of the flouse could, if they liked, consider
their provisions. The simplest mode would ba to pass a
general Act under which all those companies could be in-
corporated, and it would settie the question once for all.
That is the suggestion I made soue years ago, and the pro-
priety of it is admitted to-day. It is not indispensable, but
it is necessary that we should do this, and I do not see why
we should not adopt such a course.

Motion for second reading allowed to stand.

QUEEN'S COLLEGE, KINGSTON.
Mr, KIRKPATRICK moved second reading of Bill (No

46) to amend the Act respecting Queen's College at
Kingston.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the hon. gentleman
ought to give the House some information with regard to
this measure. I sec it is a Bill relating to superior educa-
tion, and it has to do with an institution which, i think, by
the British North America Act, is placed exclusively under
the control of the Provincial Legislature. I do not see
upon what grouud the hon. gentleman is asking this House
to legislate on the subject. I do not think this House has
anything to do with the subject of education, except a& spe.
eially provided by the British North America Act. Whén
the Provincial Legislatures encroach upon certain denomin.
ational rights by their legislation, then the parties have the
right to come here and ask the protection of this House
against such encroachment. But this Bill does not disclose
anything of that sort;. it does not disclose any attempt on
the part of the Legislature to take away from any denomin-
ation any right that bas been secured by the provisions of
the Constitution. So far as I know, there are but two in-
stances in which this Bouse has undertaken to deal with
the subject of education at all. The one is in regard to the
establishment of a military sechool as an incident to our
power to deal with the volunteer and defensive force of the
country; and the other, in regard to the examination of
parties who are to be employed as masters on board of ships.
Whether in the second case we have exceeded our authority
or not, it is ot now necessary to disouss. But in this il

Sir JoRN A. MACDOALD.

it is proposed to deal with an institution which, by its Act
of incorporation, is within the exclusive jarisdiction of the
Province of Ontario, within which it is situated. Its Act of
incorporation, I believe, was passed ycars before the Union,
but in the division of powers it would fall within the control
of the Oritario Legislature, and that Legislature would have
as much control over that charter as if it had been granted
subsequent to the Union.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Queen's College at Kingston is, I
contend, not a college of a provincial nature; its influence
extends over the whole Diminion. It is an institution in
connection with the Presbyterian Church ot Canada, which
extends from one end of the Dominion to the other, and its
subscri bers and supporters are found in every part of the
Dominion. Moreover, the Royal charter under which it was
founded gives it the right to carry on its work in all the
Provinces of British North America. This Parliament has
recognised its jurisdiction, because we have already passed
an Act in reference to Queen's College at Kingston; and if
my hon. friend will read the preamble of this Bill, he vill
see that its purpose is toamend the Act 43 Victoria, chapter
123, an Act passed here in the year 1882, establishing a uni-
versity council, and changing some of the provisions of the
Royal charter. Surely it comes within the jurisdiction of
this House to pass an Act amending one of its own Acts.
The Provincial Legislature at Toronto, or that at Quebec,
could not pretend to amend an Act of this House. The
present Bill providesthat the university council may have
the right to prescribe certain religious tests to the ti ustees.
I submit that this question would be more easily and lairly
discussed before the Committee on Private Bills.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Section 93 of the British North
Amorica Act provides that "lin and for each Province the
Legislature may exclusively make laws in relation to edu-
cation."

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This Bill does not relate to edu.
cation. It only relates to the domestic affairs of this cor-
poration, which carries on a work throughout the whole
Dominion, and it is as much an Act under the jurisdiction
of this House, as an Act relating to an hospital, or an Act
relating to incorporated religious bodies.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question is rather
an important one as brought up by the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and it must receive full consideration
before this Bill becomes law; but my hon. friend who pro-
motes the Bill, says very truly that, rightly or wrongly,
the Dominion Parliament has passel an Act relating to
Queen's Oollege, and the Act which he row laye before this
House is an amendment of the Dominion Act. Of course
the objection of my hon friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mille)
applies to the Act proposed to be amended, and as we have
committed ourselves to that Act, of which this is merely
an amendment-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is more.

Sir JO I! A. MAC DONALD-I would suggest to my
hon. friend to allow this Act to go to the Committee on
Private Bills. Of course, I do not agree with my hon.
friend from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) that the Commit-
tee on Private Bills can discuss a constitutional question,
but as this is an amendment to an Act we have already
pased, they can decide whether it ought to be adopted or
not, and then, when their report comes up, we can discuss
the question of conttitutionality.

Mr. CASEY. I differ from the right hon. First Minister
in bis opinion that the time to discuse the constitutional
question is on the third reading. The right hon. gentleman
says we have already affirmed the principle of interference
with those educational institutions, by a former Act. IL
does not at al follow that our action thon wa justifiable. W.

300



COMMONS DEBATES.
have often, as the right hon. gentleman knows, passed Bills
which were found afterwards to have been beyond our
power. He must have a lively recollection of that. Tuae
time to oonsider the constitutional question is now, and
the fact that such a Bill was passed before, shows
only that its pabsing must have been due to inadver.
tence or to the absence of some who take a special
interest in educational matters. It seems to me most
extraordinary that this Parliament should have assumed
-- i was not aware of it until just now-to legislate on
the subject at ail. I do not see that there is even room
for concurrent legislation in the matter. The British
North America Act provides distinctly that education is
tu be within the control of the Provincial Legislatures; and
we would be endorsing an utterly vicious principle if we
were to assume to amend an Act which we had, in the
first place, no right wbatever to pass. This is a Bill which
nobody who takes any interest in the colleges in Ontario
ean allow to pass without protest. Should it paso, it will
be just as competent for this House to interfere with the
management and the constitution of the University of
Toronto, as it is to interfere with the University of Queen's,
the one being just as much a Dominion institution as the
other. In fact, neither of them is a Dominion institution;
and if we have the right to meddle with the affaira of
Queen's, we have an equal right to interfere with the affaira
of the University College of Toronto. We would have
the right just as well to say how the Senate of the Toronto
University shall be lected, and to meddle with its affaire
in every respect, for, although endowed by the Province,
it is an educational institution like every other, and might
be declared by.this Route to be a Dominion educational
institution, just the same as Queen's College. The hon.
member for Frontenac tries to bring the question within
our powers by saying that this college operates in ail parts
of the Dominion. Of course, that is an unintentional inac-
curacy of statement. The college only operates in Kingston,
but no doubt draws its revenue and etudents from ail parts
oi the Dominion, and even the United States. The Univer-
sity and College of Toronto draw students from ail parts of
the Dominion, and are to that extent as much Dominion
institutions as Queen's. Take Victoria College, now at Co.
bourg, but shortly to b. removed to Toronto under provin-
cial legislation. Victoria is in exactly the saine position
as Queen's. It is supported by the Methodist Church
throughout the Dominion, draws subscriptions and students
from ail parts of the Dominion, and is, therefore, entirely
independent of provincial aid. It would be just as much in
our rights to interfere with the management of Victoria
College as with Queen's College. I am sure my right hon.
friend would ho the last to interfere with the concerna of
a church college like that of Victoria. I do not think h.
could have been cognizant of our interference in the affaira of
Quoen's College, orbehwould not have permitted it. When ie
looks inte this question, ho will see it is improper to go on
in the vicions lino we have taken, and I would suggest that
the Bill should stand until ho has time to look into the con-
stitutional question, and we should also have time to look
into that matter, and the constitutional question should be
argued on the second reading, and not before the Commit-
tee on Private Bills, or on the third reading, because then
we are supposed to have settled ail constitutional points
with regard to the measure. We could only settie then
whether the Bills were in a proper shape to paso. The
right hon. gentleman wil se. this is opening up a very
large subjeet, unsettling the bases of ail the colleges in On-
tario and Quebe--of the Ottawa College, or the Lavai
Univerity--and wilL interfere with the appropriation which
has been voted for Catholie education in Quebec in connec-
tion with the Jesuits' estates. The hon. gentleman is open.
ing up the whole question of interfereno with provincial

dauation, and tbe reveauS of provincial collog.s. I oal

upon all those who are interested in maintaining the inde-
pendence of educational institutions, of whatever denomina.
tion, to insist that this House should not interfere with the
independence of those institutions, and the rights given to
Provincial Lggisiatures by the British North America Act.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This Act does not propose at all
te interfere with education. It does not interfere with the
right of giving degrees or the manner of granting them,
or anything of tbat sort, but the Qaeen's College, Kingston,
is an institution under the Pres byterian Church of Canada.
That church, when it was formed, under the name of the
Presbyterian Church of Canada, applied to the different
Provincial Legislatures, and obtained Acte incorporating
it, and it was theon believed that the temporalities would be
regulated under the various Acte of the Provincial Legisla-
tures. You will rernember a suit which was taken by some
clergyman in Montreal and was carried to the Privy
Council, and there those Acts were declared unconstitutional.
In consequence of that decision of the Privy Council,
the Presbyterian Church had to come here and get the
Act passed, cha pter 124, 45 Victoria, relating to the
temporalities fun dof the Presbyterian Church of Canada.
Now, the Queen's College of Kingston, was managed by
this church; and the church authorities had obtained an
Act from the Provincial Legislature giving them authority
to constitute this council, but grave doubts were cast on
the legality of the Act, and to remove ali doubts they came
to thi House in 1882, at the same time that the Presby-
terian Church of Canada came here and obtained the Act
which it is now sought to anend.

Mr. LAURIER. Was it discussed at length?
Mr. KIRKPAITRICK Yes; thejudgment of the Privy

Council was then before every hon. member, and it must
have been the opinions of hon. members that this House
had jurisdiction in the matter, since they passed the Act to
which I refer.

Mr. SCRIVER. It is the Bill you bave now introduced
which proposes to amend the Act of 1882.

Mr KIRKPATRICK. Yes, and to allow the council then
established to appoint certain trusteces and to prescribe the
religious tests which ibose trustees shall tako.

Mr, CASGRAIN. I think the suggeition of the bhon.
gentleman for Elgin (Mr. Casey) should be adopted, because,
if the Bill is read a second time we have adopted the prin-
ciple of the Bill, and the committee will not be able to
interfere with that principle. They cannot go back on the
opinion of the House after the Bill has passed the second
reaing.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This is a very impor ut
matter, because the Bill which was passed in 1882 was one
which was intended to remedy a supposed defect in the
Ontario Act, and the preamble contains a declaration that:

l Certain powers were by the said Act conferred upon the said couneil,
and it as desirable to confirm all Actanwid proceedings of, and connected
with, the said council, doune and taken under the said At, and to con-
firm the eonBtitution and the powera ofthe said counoil au set forth ad
provided by the said Act."

So it would seem that, on that occasion, the Dominion
Parliament assumed power over Queen's College, and pamsed
an Act to ratify the legislation of the Ontario Legislature.

Mr. CASEY. There was Ontario legiulation on that
subject.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). There was Ontario legiela-
tion, and the preamble refera to it in this way:

" Wherea au Act was passed by the Legislature of the Province of
Ontario, in the asti year of Her Majesty's reign, and chaptered 70,
intituied 'An Act reapecting Queen'a Coilege at Kingston;' and where-
as doubla have arlue reýgardiag the validity of the eaid Act, it la
deirablela reonsrm a eil laup wbI have abe properl done r.iali
upan the vulidity tbhnef."*
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It would seem, from the cursory attention I have been able
to give to those measures, that, after the Presbyterian
Church in Canada was united and became the general church
for the whole country, Queen's College was auxions to be.
6ome co extensive with the Presbyterian Church in Canada,
and the first section of this Act is evidently intendod to
make Queen's College the Canadian college under the Pres-
byterian Church. It was therefore brought under the con-
trol of the Dominion Parliament, but it seems to be very
important that we should consider carefully the Act which
was passed at that lime, particularly when it was passed in
order to give validity to a doubtful Act of the Province of
Ontario.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with my
hon. friend opposite as to the gravity of the question. My
suggestion was that, in order to expedite business, as we had,
rightly or wrongly, passed a Bill connected with the college,
and this Bill is intended to amend the Dominion Act, we
might, in order to expedite business, send it to the Com.
mittee on Private Bills in order that they might invostigate
the question of jurisdiction in regard to these amendments.
On the report of thecommittee we may discuss the question.
I need not say to an old parliamentarian like my hon.
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that it has been the prac-
tice for years that the second reading of a Bill of this kind
might be understood to take place pro for-nd, and the dis-
cuEsion might take place at a later stage of the Bill. That
is my propoeition, and if the fouse agree that we have
jurisdiction, then, on the subsequent stage, the Bill may be
thrown over until the end of the Session ; but I quite agrce
with my hon. friends, that, if we send the Bill to the com-
mittce, it must be with the understanding that the whole
question of jurisdiction may be brought up at a later stage

Mr. LAURIE R. Under the circumstances I suppose we
may adopt the plan suggested by the First Minister, that
the Bill should be read to-day pro formd, and the question
will come up at a later stage.

Mr. CASEY. If no question of juriediction is admitted,
that is all right.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

TORONTO SCHOOL OF CLýVALRY.

Mr. LOVITT (for Mr. LANGELIER, Montmorency) asked,
Whether it is the intention of the Government to establish
another School of Cavalry this year in the Province of
Ontario; and if so, whether the offiners forming part of the
Quebec school will obtain promotion ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The Estimates which have
been brought down show the amount of money which i
placed for the purpose of the School of Cavalry in Toronto.
When the school is organised, the officers of the Quebac
school will get promotion according to the ordinary rega
lations.

HOSPITAL DUES ON SRIPS.

Mr. LÉPINE asked, lt. In what ports of the Dominion
doee the Government collect hospital dues on ships? 2nd.
What amount was collected in each of the said porte during
last season? 3rd. How many seamen were under treat-
ment in each of the said ports during the season ? 4th.
low much did the Government puy to the hospitals of the
severals ports during last season ?

Mr. TUPPER. The Government collecte hospital dues
in all porte in Quebec, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince
Edward Island and British Calumbia. In reference to the
second branch of the question, the accounts are made up
for the fiscal year ending the 30th Jane, and are to be found
on p e 85 of the Auditor General's Report, whioh is now

Vr WnDQ (8t. john),

on the Table. In regard to the third and fourth sections of
the question, I would suggest that, with the consent of the
House, the hon. gentleman should change that into a
motion for returns, as the information requirod In reply to
the question is very lengthy.

Mr. CASEY. It might be laid on the Tabla.
Mr. TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. CASEY. Did Iunderstand the Minister to say that
the information is reaiy if the motion were to pase now ?

Mr. TUPPER, No, but it will be ready in a day or two.
[t is very lengthy.

DREDGE IN PRINCE EDWAMRD ISLIAND.

Mr. PERRY asked, Are the repaire to the dredge Prince
Edward completed ? If so, what is the cost of the same?
In which of the harbors of Prince Edward Island ie the
dredge to commence work, and at what date ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVLN. The repaire were completed
in November last. Tbe whole cost was 812,693. I am not
in a position to say in which harbors the dredge will
commence work, because I will have to cause a list to be
made so as to see which is the most pressing.

FISHERY OVERSEER FOR ARTHIABASKA.

Mr. TURCOT asked, Whether the Government have
received from P. C. lourke, sinoa his appointment as
fishery overseer for the district of Arthabaska, any money
derived from fines; if so, what amoints bave beenv ollected
from that source each year up to the date of the opening
of the present Session, and from what persons ?

Mr. TUPPER. No moncy has been receved for fines
from P. C. Bourke up to the present time. Thore has been
no return of fines collocted.

WHARF AT RIMOUSKI.

Mr. FISET asked, Who are the parties who tendered for
the repairs now being made to the wharf at Rimouski by the
Government? What is the amount of each tender ? What
is the name of the party to whon the contract was
awarded ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The names of the parties
who tendered, with the amounts of tenders, were Connors
& MlcDonald, $14,373.30 ; Dussault & Beaulieu, 810,001.10;
James Brown, $10,440.20; RB. R. Call, $14,551.60; J. C.
Piante, S17,627 40 ; Charles Velleiux, 811,859.30. The con-
tract was awarded to Dussault & Beaulieu.

ST. CHARLES BRANCHI RILWAY.

Mr. MoMULLEN asked, 1. The total coet of the St.
Charles Branch Railway, inc!uding stations, storehouses,
and ail accommodations, up to the 1et of Jannary, 1889. 2.
The length of the line?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The total cost of the St.
Charles lranch Railway, including stations, storehouses,
and ail accommodations, up to the 1st of January, 1889, was
$375,895.75. Length of line, 15 miles.

PICTOU BR&NCII RAILWAY.
Mr. Mc3.ULLEN asked, The total cost of the Pictou

Branch Railway, including stations, storebouses, and all
accommodations, up to the st of January, 1889 ?

Sir JOHX Â. MÂADONALD. 535,603.50,
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CAYUGA POST OFFICE.

Mr. COLTER asked, What is the coSt of the Oayuga post
office up to the present time? To whom have the different
payments been made, and the amount of said payments ?

Sir HECOFOR LANGEVIN. The site was purchased
from Mes-rs. Humphrey & Murray for $450. There were
professional services (C G. Sn,der), amounting to about $43;
survey and plans (Henry Lowte), $13; contractors (Draper
lBros.), $8,380 ; travelling expenses, superintending archi.
tect's, &c., 87i.30; foundation (A. Trudel), 86.30 ; blue
prints (D. A. Me Laughlin), $6.30 ; box fronts (E. Chante-
loup), $536.15; advertising, $21 1.'é9; printing (Government
printing office), $9.94; total, 89,735.03.

Mr. COLTER asked, Who has acted as superintendent
of works in the construction of the Cayuga post office,
and what remuneration bas been paid ôr promised to sncb
superintendent or inspector by the Governmont ?

Sir HECTO R LANGEVIN. There was no special super-
intendent, or clerk of works, appointed. The superintend-
ence was made by officials of the department.

SUMS PAID TO W. A. WEBSTER.

Mr.COLTER asked, What sums of money have been
paid by the Government to W. A. Webster during each
of the financial years, 1837 and 1888, and since the first
day of July, 1888, and for what services was ho paid ?

Mr. CARLING. If my hon. friend will put this in the
shape of a motion, I shall be very glad to bring the infor
mation down.

Some hon. MEMBERS. It will not be reached.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. O yes, it will.

undertake that it shall be reached.
I will

• RETURUS ORDERED.
let. In what ports eof the Dominion the Government colleet hospital

duoes on ships ? 2nd. What amount was collected in each of the said
ports during last season ? 3rd. How many seamen were under treat.
ment In each of the said ports during the season? 4th. How much the
Government h %ve paid to the hospitals of the several porta during last
meason ?-(Kr. Lépine)

Return showi what sumo of money have been paid by the Govern-
ment to W. A. Webater during each of the financial years,-1887 and
1888, and since the lst July, 1888, specifying the services for which ho
was paid.-(Mr. Oolter.)

Retnrn showing publie buildings erected In various places throunhout
the Dominion from let July, 1867, to let January, 1889 ; giving date of
first appropriation made for saute, locality tn wbich erected, and total
cost to date of let January, 1889.- (Sir Rcha d Oartwright.)

Returna showing the date at which Mr. Speaker ecelved the certificate
of the Jdg g.in each of the following cages-in the Election trial of
Halton, Shelburne, Norhumberland (East), Haldimand, Joliette,
t.aprairie, Maskinongé, Cumberland and Kent; the date of the Speaker's
warrant, and the date of the writ for a new electioa.-(Vr. Mille, Both.
well.)

Copies of all correspondence with the Department of Railways and
Oanals on the subj-ect o.f the late break in Cornwall (anal, and of all
plans and suggestions by Oivil Engineers and others for the prevention

®th. recurrence otfsuch break also there port of Mr. John Page, Obief
lEngineer of Venais, thereori -(ýr. Bergin.)

Oopies et ail correspondence between the Governments of Ontario
and Quebec, or any of he members of the said Governments, respecting
the nrthern boundaries of the said two Provinces -(1fr. Langelier,
montmorency.)

Copies of ail Orders In Council, correspondence, and other documents
respecting the disallowace of Acts passed by the Province of Quebec in
1887.-(Kr. Langelier, Montmorency.)

Oopies of all Orders in Council, correspondence, and other docu-
ments respecting the disallowance of the Act respecting the Bar of the
ProvinceofQuebec, passed in 188 J; in which Act the Batonnier Général
was grantea precelence over ail other lawyers.-(Mr. Lanaclier, Mont-
moren cy.)

Copies of aIl Orders in Council, correspnridence, and other documents
respectin g beach lots in the Province of Quebec.-(Mr. Langelier, Mont-
morency )

gop tI ail Orders ain ouncil, correspondence. end other documenta
Mr. COLTER. If the hon. gentleman wdl consent, I in 1r n to the disallowance of the Act respecting magistrates.-(Mr.

would now move that the return be ordercd. Langelier, Montmorency.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Çarried.

BREAKWATER AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I.

Mr. PERRY asked, Has the Department of Public Works
received a petition praying for a breakwater at Summer-
side, Prince Edward Island? If o, is it the intention ofthe
Minister of Public Works to order a survey of the contem-
plated work immediately ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. A petition has been re-
ceived [rom the Hon. Mr. Lefargey and others, praying for
the construction of a breakwater. Authority bas been
given to make an examination, which wili be done at the
proper time.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 71) respecting corrupt practices in Municipal
Affairs (from the Senate).-( r. Thompson.)

Bihl (No. 72) to make further provision respecting en-
quiries concerning Public Matters (from the Senate).-(Mr.
Thompson.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY- ACCIDENT TO ME.
NOEL FORTIN.

Mr. FISET moved for:
Report ofenqui and correspondenee between the Government

and Mr. Noel Fortm, of the Parish of t. Fabien, resnecting an acci-
dent which happened to him on the Intercolonial Railway in April,
1887.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. The return was made in
answer to an Order of the House last Session. There is
no subsequent oorrespondence.

Motion withdrawn.

Copies of aIl Orders in ouncil, correspondence, and other documents
In relation to the disallowance of the Act for the conversion of the
debt.-(Xr. Langelier, Montmorency )

Return of Oustoms buildings in cities and towns of less than 2),000
population, built or now under construction at the public expense ;
showing date of construction, cost to date, revenue derived dur:ng Uce
last financial year, and population of the cityr or town in each casme.-
(r. iasey.)

Return of the number of deserters from the North-West Mounted
Police for the ten years ended the 31st December, 1838; the number of
the whole force in each of the years from 3st December, 1878, to 3lst
December, 1888. The number of recruiting parties sent out in each ùf
the years of the tea ended on the 3st December, 1888, and the costG f
the same.-(r. Davin.)

Return showing the amount of money paid on account of work per-
formed or material furnished for opening or improving public roads or
streets in the city of Ottawa, from the lst of J uly, 1868, to the lot of
January, 1889. The names of the party or parties to whom paid, for what
paîd, and the amount. The name or names of all parties in charge as
inspectors or superintenden ts, and the amount per day or month paid
to them.-(Mr. McMuIlen.)

Return showing the total amount of expense incurred and moneys
paid up to Tst January, 1889, on accouant of the preparation, publication
and completion :

1. Of the varions lista under the Dominion Franchise Act upon which
the last General Election was held ; and stating-

(a) The total amount paid for printing;
(b) The total amount paid to revising barristers;
(c) The total amount paid to revising barristers, eclerks and bailifs ;
(d) The total amount paid for all other expenses in connection with

preparation, publication and completion of the said lista;
(e) Whether any claims against the Government in connection with

the preparation of the lista are yet unsettled.
2. Showing the expense incurred up to lot February, 1889, lu connec-

tion with the preparation of the second votera' list ander the Domin-
ion Franchise Act, and stating-

(a) The total cost of type used, or to be uaed, la setting up the lista;
(b) The amount paid tor composition in setting up the lista;
(c) The cost of paper and presswork in preparation of the liste;
(d) The cost or rental of plant uied In connection with the prepara-

tion of said lista up to the above date ;-.
(t) Amount of ali other expenses incurred in connection with the pre-

paration of the said liste up to lit February, 1889.-(Nr. Oharlton.)
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Copies of aIl correspondenoe rempecting the awarding of the contract

for carrying the mail between Becaucour Staion and Ste. Julie de
Somermet, and between Inverness and Ste. Julie de Somerset, awarded
in or about the month of April, 1888; also of aIl tenders connected
therewith.-(Mr. Turcot)

Return showing:-
1. The number of immigrants that have arrived at the several porta

of entry In Canada each year, from lot July, 1867, to lot Jauuary, 1889,
distinguishing their several occupations, with the number in each.

2. The number reported as having settled in Canada, and number
that went to United States, in each year.

8. Tie number received at the several immigration offices in each
year during sane period.

4. The amount of money expended annually for immigration pur-
poses.-(Mr. Brien.)

Return of ali evidence, papers and correspondence relating to the
liability of the Government to construct, or to aid in constrneting, a
bridge across t'e Grand River, at the village of York, in the county of
Haldimand.-(Ir. Colter.)

Return of amount of export duty collected or paid on sawlogs and
other lumber in the year 1888, specifying at what custom house such
duty was paid, and the respective amounts paid at each custom house.-
(Vr. Weldon, St. John.)

Return of tbe report of Henry F. Perley, Esq., upon the harbor of
St John, N. B, and the improvements recommended by him.-(Kir.
Weldon, St. John.)

Return howing the amount of duty collected upon baskets and
boxes containing fruits admitted free of duty ince May lst, 1888.-(Mr.
Charlton.)

Return of report of Engineer Crawford in 1877-78 and all subsequent
reports made on the Beauharnois Canal; also, reports of Engineers
made on the North Shore of the St Lawrence between Lakes St. Francis
and St Louis. Also, resolutions, letters, &a , of boards of trade, cor-
prations, and even from individuals, regarding such works.-(Mr.
Bergeron )

Copies of all th- correspondence with the epartment of Railways and
Canais in connectiol with the opening of the canais of the Dminion
for Sunday traffie. Aiso a statement of th, n imber of steamboats and
vessels passing through the several canals betwden the date of the order
permittiug the same and the close of navigation in the year 1888. A lào
copies of al instructions to the superintendents of the several canais.-
(Mr. Rykert.)

Copies of all reports of the engineers and other oficers employed by
the Department of Railways and iJanals on the subject os water power
in the new Welland Canal.-(Mr. Rykert.)

Copies of the several tenders and al paryers, letters and contract for
the construction of the Sault Ste. Marie Naal-( E. McMulien.)

Copies of ail correspond&nce, reports, &c., between the officials of the
intercolonial Railway and Mr. Louis Fortin, ut St. Octtve de Métis, in
relation to the kiling of a horst by the cars in October, 18d8.-(Vr.
Fiset.)

Return of all sales made of Indian lands on the west side of the Grand
River, in the village of Oayuga, in the couity of Baldimand ; copies of
ail instructions given to thes valuaturs of said lande the reports of said
valuators, and al correspondence and papers relating thereto.-(Mr.
Colter.)

ROME RULE FOR IREL.AND.

On the Order, Resolutions on the subject of granting a
measure of Home Rule to Ireland.-(Mr. Cook.)

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I suppose these resolutions will
not be opposed. Il not, I will move them, in the absence of
Mr. Cook.

Sir JOEIN A. MACDONALD. I do not think my hon.
friend can argue this case so well as the hon. mover of the
resolutions, and therefore they had better stand.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not propose to argue them.
I submit them as an undiscussed motion.

He said: When I last had the honor of addressing this
House on this subject, I showed that the 9th Battalion had
not volunteered its services, but did not think it would have
been proper to refuse to serve when called on. The telegrams
I quoted showed that they were very prompt in answering the
cail, for in a few hours we were ready to start. We went as
fast as we could until we reached Winnipeg, where we went
into camp, and there we remained a rather long time. I
will read to the House the oorrespondenoe in the Winnipeg
papers and telegrams, and explain how it was we succeeded
at last in being sent further west. In the Manitoba daily
Free Press, of 17th April, 1885, under the heading, " City
Gossip," appeared the following:-
-"Since the delay of the 9th Battalion of Quebec in this city, and the

85th of Montreal at Calqary, rumours have been circulated to the effeot
that they have refused to fight against the French half-breeds. The
officers of the battalicns wish to contradiet the rumours, and say that
they have come bere armed and desirous of assisting in putting dowa the
rebellion. They discountenance every act of violence, and the fact that
they are here prepared, if need be, to shed their blood for the preserva-
tion of law and order speaks volumes for their loyalty to Canada The
feelings of' the men have been deepi wounded by these false reporta, as
they are anxious to go to the front.

In answer to that the following appeared in the same paper
under the heading, "The Quebec Battalibn":-

"Sin,-When these unfortunate troubles broke out in the North-
West, I was residing in Montreal as an ex-telegrapher. I volunteered
to accompany the troops in connection with military field telographie
operations. Here I was detailed to the 9th Battalion of Quebec. I
would like space in your journal for a few words of vindication respect-
ing an item in your issue of this morning, headedI "City Gossip,' be-
i'g rather bard on the bravery of tisis command. As a British Cana-
di -n, not havi g previously known the personnel of the regiment I can
sulemniy affirm, since my attachment to the corps, and in camp, ihave
freely mxixed wth the rank and file daily. As one who speaks French
fluently, I have no hesitation in stating that no more patriotie, loyal
and brave men, from Colonel Amyot down to the humblest private, have
entered this town, prepared to d> their duty, irrespective of creed or
nationality, whether called from their peaceful homes to the far North-
West, or to the lower Gulf Provinces. On the way here in crossingthe
gaps they are said to hive made the fastest marching time and te ave
arrived withaut a single man on the sick list. They are miserably
camped on a low marashy ground, daily waiting orders to proceed
furthur west, but until these are given by General Middleton (who, by
the way, is married to a Fiench Canadian lady), shey are reluctanly
torced te remain 'squatters' in the outskirts of Winnipeg, a city that,
to my eye, has before it a great future. These men are not evea now
fully equipped. It should not be forgotten either that the 65th of Mont-
res, and this regiment were the first to prooeed at a day's notice froi
the Province of Quebec to this fer distant west, while nearly all that
have followed and passed on since have had mre time to lully (q Cp
and prepare.1"JORNElORN.

" WINNIPEG, April 17, 1885."

To this communication the editor added, as a note:
" Mr. Horn seemis to hve misipprehonded the remarku made in the

paragraph te which he refers. They were not calculated to refiet on
the men of the Quebec Battalions, but rather to contradiet the disagree-
able rumours circulated with regard to them.''

On the 20th April, the following appeared in the Winnipeg
Dady Sun:-

"I The 9th Battalion is now in camp on the old Driving Park grounds,
baving removed froin the camping grounds nortih of the trench. Their
present location ii muci more comfortable. Col. Amyot, the whole-
souled French gentleman who is in command of the battalion, says the
boys are all eager to go to the front. They do not like the idea of
coming so far without doing some fighting. The colonel himself i
anxious to go to the field."

We were thon camped in a very bad place, and there ia anResolutions allowed to stand. idea which seems to have prevailed in the minds of the
officers iD command there that it would be well to discuss.

9TH BATTALION· I did not thon publicly state that this idea prevailed among
Mr. AMYOT moved for: them, but I stated it privately to the Minister while doing

Address to His Excellency the Governor General for copies of all in public my best to support the Department of Militia.
officiai correspondence between the Government and th- commanding This idea was that when men became volunteers they be-
officer of the th Battalion, "Voltigeurs de Quóbec," during the North- came merely animals, and sbould b. treated as such-that
West campaigu of 188, and respecting the same 2nd. Copies of the hoult be crowded tegether in a swamp and b. made
various repo ts furnished to the Government and the military authori- they s
tics by General 8trange, resp cting the part he took in the North-West to eLdure every possible ptivations and hardship. In
campaigu of 1885 ; as Weil as those respectng tihe dividing up of the Winnipeg there were any amount of large buildings un-force untier hie cemmanti. 3ri. 0Copies oethtie report furnisisedt teeneral i uid~wsc h outer ol aebe coi
Strange b> tie commandant eo ot eptattalion, ih.Q.,e os en occupied in whih the volunterconldhave been accoma-
operations carried out by the saidath Battalion durmng the maicampaigu. 1modated, yet they were made unnocessarily to endure hard-
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ship which caused as the loss of two of our men. I do not
believe the hon. the Minister is responsible for that, though
at the time I wrote privately to him about it. I am sure,
however, he could not find sofficient time to devise a
remedy. As we were so long a time in Winnipeg I took
upon myself to write the Minister of Militia the following
remarks :

" Obtain, if possible, that we go further west than Winnipeg. It would
have a good effect on the battalion and the public. Our loyalty is
suspected becanse we remain too long.here. Many other reasons, as the
health, discipline and sobriety, necessitate our departure. We, though,
entirely submit to orders.

In reply, I received the following:_

"To Lt.-OOL. AMYOT, "OTTAWA, 21st April, 1885.

"Commanding 9th Battalion.
Use J. Wrigley's cipher. I am anxious to get your news. I think I

can manage if yon keep quiet and not let known that [Iam interfering.
You are doing firet-rate. (Oiphered.)

"A. P. CARON."

The day previous I had received the following telegram
from the Minister in answer to a letter of mine, of which I
have no copy, for it is a private letter, though I have no
objection to its being placed on the Table of the House:-

"To Lt.-olAMYOT,TAWA, 20th April, 1885.

" ommanding 9th Battalion, Winnipeg.
Your letter received. I thank you for it, and it has given me great

pleasure for the good news you give me of your battalion. I place im-
plicit confidence in you and in your command. Write me as often as
you can and give me news. t take note ot what you say about other

mnatters in yeur letter.&
" A. P. IJARON."

On receiving the Minister's telegram, promising ta do his
best to obtain that we should go farther on, I gave the nows
immediately to our men, who cheered heartily on receiving
it. On the 23rd April, I received the following telograms:-

" OTTAWA, 23rd A pril, 1885.
" To Col. AMYOT.

"I telegraphed to General to do what you asked. FHe replied he had
ordered you to Swift Current. Thanks for telegram. Ali frienda are
delighted to hear how well you are getting on.

"A. P. CARON."

"To Lt -Col. AMTOT,
"9th Batt., Winnipeg.

" OTTAWA, 23rd April, 1885.1

"Acted immediately on your desire expressed, and telegraphed
General who immediately replied on 22nd : Have already removed
Ninth from Winnipeg to Swift Ourrent some days ago. To-day hoteolegraphs me: Find Ninth have not yet left Winnipeg; have asked for
explanations myseif; telegraphed to Winnipeg to-day to ask whA' thismean.

"A. P. CARON."

In answer to these telegrams, I sent the following, again in
cypher:-

" WINNIPEe, 23rd April, 1885.
" Hon. A.. P. CARON,

' Minister of Militia, Ottawa.
"Weather being unusually bad, we bave been put into barracks. My

men generally weli. Authorities do their best for us, and have been
doing aIl the time. Do not believe contrary statements by hostile press.
Awaiting orders to go further. We are all cheerful.

"G. AMYOT,
LI.-Col Commanding 9t 1Battalion."

This telegram wais sent, accompanied with another in
cypher, in whieh I told the M inister ha might use it before
the House if he thought proper. I was thon a friend of the
Uinister, and I thought ho was a friend of mine. I did my
bett for him, and, while I was endeavoring to serve him, I
was aiso trying to do the best I couId to get comforts for
the men who wore with me. I received an answer to that
on the 25th April "OTTAWA, 25th April, 1885.
"To Lt.-Col. AETOT,

"9th sattalion, Swift Current.
" Telegram received. You will have beard news which assures part

of your telegram You are doing splendidly.
"lA. P. CA.RON."1

Before leaving Winnipeg, 1 saw the following article
published in the Winnipeg Sun, on the 22nd April, 1885:-

"VISIT TO TEE CAMPS.

A reporter visited the camps this morning to see how the mon had
passed the night under canvas. Wading through the mud near the
provincial jail, the writer finally reacbed the camp of the 9th, which is
on the old Driving tarr. Approaching the camp the sounds of vocal
music were heard. Mark Taptey like, those Frenchmen can be jo)lly un-
der all circumstances, notwthatanding that the rain had poured down
aIl night, notwithstanding that they had procured but littie sleep and
despite the fact that they were wet through, still they were 'jolly, and
as they sang with gusto many well-known French songe. the reporter
who had been mentally cursing the fate that condenned him to such a
tramp, relented and 'went out' in admiration towards tho3e poor fel-
Iows who, under such adverse circumstances, could sing and make
merry in their hearts. Colonel Amyot's tent was soon fond.
The colonel too, was in good spirits. He had slept in
his tent all night. Cold ? Yea, he had been very cold, but what of
that? My men sleep in their tente, and what botter am I than they ?
No, I must set the example. A good-hearted man Col. Amyot appears
to be. He took the reporter about the grounds, glanced into the camps,
pointed out the hardships the men had to endure, spoke kindly to his
men, laughed heartily over a passingjoke, and in fact carried sunehine
about with him But it was not upon the question of col Amyot the
writer intended to dilate, bnt upon the hariships the men had to endure
last night. Some of the tents had been pitched in lower portions of the
ground than others, and.these were completely flooded before midnight.
The men had to turn out and seek shelter in tenta mo're dry than the
ones they had left. These Frencbmen are a ver accommodating lot
of fellows, and so the dry tents were crowded, ad ithe joke and soag

rassed around, and the boys laughed in very defiance of the elements.
it was a miserable moruing, but the breakfast was good, and the men

'tucked ' in an nnusual quantity and felt better. The announcement
this morning that they would be removed during the day to the old
Board of Trade fotel, where proper shelter would be afforded, was
received with pleasure, and at an early hour the men were atl dressed
and ready toe star. The tente oir tbeloft standing until they dry, as it
is againet erders te strike wet tente."

WINNIPEG. 23rd ADUiv 1 A 885. r 1The mnaner on 24th Anril said :
"Hon. A. P. CARON,TTUM . -- ,- i 10

"IMinister of Militia.
"Use Wrigley's cypher. I put in orders of battalion and it is known

"DEPARTURE OF THE 9TH.

that no one but General Middleton can direct our movements und that "Yesterday evening the 9th Battalion lett for the front, and aother
Ottawa cannot interfere. Seventh infantry sud ait cavalry arrived after stirring scene was enacted at the Canadian Pacifie Railway depot. If
us are leaving to-day. We are humitiated. Please send us to Calgary. ever soldiers were pleased at being ordered to the front, the men of the
I send you a telegram for use before the House if yon judge opportune. 9th were -Ever since they have been kept in th- city they have had to

"G. AMYOT." put up with the most unbearable insinuations and charges of disloyalty,
and their being ordered to the front convinced them that the Govern-

We Were complaining repeatedly that we bad been for. ment had not lost confidence In the regiment from Quebec It wai nearly
half-past six o'clock when the bo y got ready to start, but by that time

gotten in Winnipeg, and in fact we were. I do not want everything wain shape, and they elltin for the march to the depot. Along
to throw blame on anyone for that, but, as a matter of fact, the line of route hundreds of spectators accorded them encoursging
we were left in Winnipeg so long that it was only through Frchrs, sne me oh the yt nguediustith a number tf rolitikitg
My reeaedteegam ad yrepeated exertions that we depot the battalion tormed into tours, and while the train that was to
were able to leave it. I do Dot remember exactly why convey th'm to Swift Ourrent was being made up, they were kept en-
we desired to go to Calg ry, but I heard that the 65th gaged shaking bande with friends, and receiving their good wishes. As
Battali' of Mee tusual, the agent of the Myrtle Navy Tobacco Company put in a ap-mion o ontreal had gone there, and I was anxioUs to perance with a pound f tobacco tir each man, and was given three
meet them somewhere during the campaign. On the same hiarty cheers for his acceptable present About seven o'etock the men
day that I received those telegrams, I telegraphed to the boardod the train, and a very few minutes afterwards 1a moved ont
Minister : amidet the heartycheera of the vast concourse of people assembled to

39witns the departure. Before leaving, 0ol. Amyot expressed o a Sun
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reporter his great delight at having been sent to the front, and said
that, while his men had been charged with being disloyal, he was cer-
tain they would give a good account of themelves if ever they met the
rebel forces. The colonel anticipates that upon reaching Swift Current
he shall be ordered to proceed to Battleford."

And then we left for Swift Current. I am happy to have been
able to lay my hand on those documents, emanating from
impartial and disinterested writers, who witnessed our
conduct and heard our utterances in Winnipeg. You will
remark that it is due to my own exertions if we were not
forgotten any longer in Winnipeg, and if were sent at all to
the wide prairies. Arrived at Swift Current, I had the
advantage of meeting with General Laurie, now a member
of this Houuse, who kindly took me to the Saskatchewan
landing and explained to me the whole method adopted for
the war and the transport. It struck me that the march of
the infantry, at that early season, would necessitate an
immense outlay on teams, an immense expense, each horse
eating his own load during the voyage, and that the pursuit
of mounted enemy by the infantry, in a country where no
fonce nor ditches prevent the running of horses for thousands
of miles was altogether a mistake. All the way from
Swift Current to the landing, I saw teamsters were without
protection, and carrying heavy loads of provisions. In the
evening some of them gathered near a tent the light of
which was a good target and indication to the enemy. Any
amount of mischief might have arisen from that single cause.
It was, perhaps, a presumption on my part, but seeing that
I was not alone in my opinion, being entirely convinced
that I was right in my appreciation of the way the war was
conducted, I thought it my duty to communicate my views
privately to a friend who had invited me repeatedly to do
ko. No harm and some good might result from that stop.
So I wired in cipher, to Sir A. P. Caron, in the following
terms:-.

"Swirr CURRENT, 25th April, 1885.
"To Hon. A. P. CARoN,

"Ottawa. (Cyphered.)
"Use Wrigley's slater. Arrived here all right. Found General

Laurie a perfect soldier. Adrance of Middleton troops too hurried,
coneequence being immense useless expense. Volunteors should be
used for garrisons and protection of places and ammunitions. Ameri-
san scouts, and Indians and half-breeds doing the same kind of fight
as rebels ; should do the fighting and attacking part. Middleton force
exposed to be slaughtered. Troops here hearty. Rely upon the Ninth.

"G. AMYOT."

A few days after that we loft for Calgary. I wired our
arrivai to the Minister, and he answered me thus:

"OTTAwA, 29th April, 1885.
"To ce0. AMROT.

" Glad to hear of your safo arrival. We are al delighted with the
manner you have got through your work.

And again on the 2nd May:
IA. P. CARON."

"OTTAwA, 2nd May, 1885.
"To Col. AoT.y

" I was glad to hear from you. Sorry to hear of Ouimet's iliness.
Yon are doing well. Keep me posted. "A. P. CA RON."
On the 3rd of May I was informed by telegram from
Major-General Laurie that Private Theodore Marois, of the
9th Battalion, had died in the hospital that morning.
Private Marois had been left by us sick at Swift Current.
The General wired me :.

"We would bave the funeral to-morrow unless you bave special wish
for other arrangements."1

Well, as I had Marois' brother with me at Calgary, another
of my soldiers, I thought it was due to him to have his
brother's body brought to Calgary, and to give him a
funeral service; and so I wired to General Laurie asking
him if he would kindly send the body to Calgary. On May
4th, General Laurie wired to me in the following terms:-

Mr. ANTOT.

" To Lt.-Col. AMor, ''SwIT CURRENT, 4th May, 1885.

" Will send body at 6.30 Monday morning, on train going through to
oalgary. I much regret did not receive earlier notice hence arrange-
ments are not as complete a8 desired. M. Morton, 9th Battalion, accom-
panies body.

" J. W. LAURIE"
I beg to thank Gen. Laurie for the kindness ho showed me
on that occasion. Besides, uuring all the campaign ho did
bis best to help us in every way. I can repeat ail that I
said the first day I saw him. I found him to be a perfect
soldier in every respect. I bad left other parties sick in
Winnipeg, and I wired to Doctor Kerr:-

"To Dr. KERR, " GALGARY, 4th May, 1885.
" House Surgeon, Winnipeg.

"What became of the two who loft hospital ? What have yon done
with Blais' body. Why did you nlot wire me his death before.

"G. AMYOT."
I also wired to Col. Lamontagne, who was thon in Winni-
peg :

"TLACa RT, 4th May, 1885.
" To Ool. LANoNTAGNE,

"Winnipeg.
"Not hearing of five sick men left in hospital at Winni pg, I tels-

graphed yesterday to surgeon. Be answered that Blais diel on the
13tb, and does not say what he did with his body; ho Bays two have
loft and ho dce3 not say where they are. This is a most atrocious
negligence about Blais, and the whole concern."
The next communication I recoived was a telegram asking
how much was due for the burial of Blais. I did not thon
give any of these facts to the public, as I might have done,
because I was a friend of the Government, and because I
thought the Minister was not responsiblo for what occurred;
and my intention to-day is not to criticise him on these
points, but it is well that the facts should be known in
order that the department may avoid similar errors in case
similar circumstances should ever arise again. This is
what occurred in respect to Blais. Mis pockets were
searched, and they took the money out of bis pockets to
pay funeral expenses. I have got letters and telegrams to
establish that fact, if need be. I think this is wrong, it is
unworthy of a great country.

Mr. MULOCK. Who did it ?
Mr. AMYOT. Some of the officers in command at

Winnipeg. Now about Marois. I was commanding the
military district of Alberta, a district many hundred miles
in extent. I was senior officer, and I thought I was justified
in giving bim a military funeral. I had a coffin made in
Calgary, and we had services in a church. A grave was
dug a l we formed a military procession in which a great
many of the citizens of Calgary took part. The population
there was indeed most hospitable to us, and rendered us
much service. I say again that I do not hold the Minister
responsible for these things, but it is my duty to inform
him of these facts. The expenses eonnected with this
funeral amounted to nearly $50, and I got the Hudson Bay
Co. to pay them, because they were paying ail the expenses
inourred there. I was authorised by General Strange to
incur expenses generally, to sign the vouchers, and get
them countersigned by Major Dowling. I have ail those
papers with ma. I ordered those accounts paid, and they
were paid, and since thon I understand the Commision
refuse to recoguise them,and consequently nearly $50 were
charged to poor Major Dowling, what amounts to a deduc-
tion from bis pay. I now inform the Minister of these facts,
and I am sure ho will agree that this evil ought to be reme-
died. The funeral expenses of the late Marois are not yet
paid, or rather they were paid at the time by a poor officer
in the mounted police, and the Government of this country
have refused to acknowledge the bill and to refund the
money. This is something that I cannot approve, I con-
demn it, and I am sure the Government will admit that
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these expenses ought to be paid. As I said before, I had
with me Marois' brother, and I thought it proper to give to
the soidiers an idea of the respect the country had for their
devotion, for their services and for their good conduct,
But, as I said, I do not believe the Minister is cognisant of
these facts. I only learned them recently myself; but I
hope he will at once see that Major Dowhng is refunded the
money which has been withheld from him. The follow!ni!
is the letter sent by Maj>r Dowling:-

I was then in Calgary, and on the following day I wired
the Minister of Militia, as follows:-

"B ALGART, Sth May, 1885.
"Bon. A. P. OAnoM,

" Minister of Militia.
Pressing necessity that an experienced officer b. appointed here with

ower to superintend despatching of supplies for E monton. General
trange report just arrived, asys troopu at Edmonton wanting supplies,

though lots here. Ouimet, who cannot leave now, might be appointed.
trange appears to have left without arrangements. (01hered.)

Y G.AIÉOT."

" DoNALD, B.O., 2nd December, 1888. On the 6th of May, I received the following :-
"Colonel AYo-r,

"9th Battalion, Quebec.
"SmR,-You will remember, during the North-West excitement, one

of your soldiers died at Medicine Hat. His remains were brought to
Calgary. The articles required for the sad occasion were furnished by
the Hudson Bay Company. They refused to furnisBh unlese I initialed
the order, which I di dat your request. After your regiment left for
home I was called upon by the Hudson Bay Company to pay the amount,
which [ did, and then sent the order, receipted, with explanation, to the
Hon. the Minister of Militia. My letter has not yet been answered. I
have n 3 copies of amount or letter. The expenditure was under $50.
Will jou please have this matter looked into and amount sent to me
here.

"Yours truly,
"T. DOWLING,

"Inspector N.W.M.P."

When we arrived at Calgary, we found the public mind
considerably agitated. The following correspondence will
plainly show the position et affairas:-

" CALGARY, 4th May, 1885.
"To Major WÂLKSR

"1Sa,-When Gen. Strange left here for the north, part of his instruc-
tions to me were that you would have charge of what is known as Home
Guards, comprising the outlying district of Pipe and Sheet Creeksuand
High River. In view of the present state of affairs, with a prospect of
the lodians moving south, I would like to know what you have done l
the matter, as I wish to report to Gen. Strange.

"I am aware that before the General left here, he talked matters over
fully with you, and, if it is possible, I would like to forward your report
by the courier leaving here at four o'clock p.m. to-day, as to what bas
been done in the premises.

'I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"T. W. DOWLING,
"Inspr. Comg. Post."

On the same day, at Calgary, I wrote to the Minister, as
follows:-

"To Hon A. P. CARON, Id CALGARY, May 4,'85.

" Minister of Militia, Ottawa.
"I learn by a telegram from Winnipeg, that Achille Blais, left sick

in Winnipeg, died on the 30th. Was not informed before. Private Marois,
lef t sick of pericardite ai Swift Ourrent, died there yesterday.

"Eighty men of my battalion gone to McLeod to relieve two com-
panies of Osborne Smith, who wants to send 50 more of my men to
Gleichen to relieve the test of his battalion.

"Father Lacombe and Major Dowling, Dewdney's confidentiel agents,
want rest of my battalion toe stay here and want more troops, because it
is a dangerous point. Plesse refer to Dewdney if necessary, and advise
Middleton not to divide further the Ninth, and even to reinforce us here.
Qu'Appelle, Swift Carren't and Calgary are key and basis that must be
strongy defended. They command south and west and form reserve for
the north. Provisions must go north from those points. I express you
the views of Father Lacombe The only one wanting to separate the
Niuth in three arts, each of which would be useless, is Osborne Smith,who wants to ave his own corps together. I have only 120 men left
here. General Strange refused to shake hands with Indian Chiefs at an
interview arranged by Father Lacombe. Indian rising may uddenly
come. We have to be on the alert. You will have, at all events, to keep
a force of over 2,000 in the North-West. War may last all summer. It
wia depend ou chance o the figt. Every day, some Indians, afraid of
vhat they bave doue, join the rebels."G AMO.

"l G. AMYOT."
On the same day, Major Dowling wired to Governor
Dewdney, as follows :_.,

To Lieut.-Governor DUwDnEY,M

" The great want here now is mounted men. There are here, in the
company of W. L. Infantry, dozen men available as mounted men. I canpurchase horses here, but great difficulty is saddles and suitable rifles.

o revolvers or revolver ammunition in place.
The off er commandiug ber.bu otelegraphed Mifaister of Militia

that vhat I have telegraphed te jeu should b.r T.ried oWt.
"IT. DO WLIN."

To Col.AMYOT, Omdg. 9th. 'EDMONToN, 8th May, 1885.

"Si1,-My orders are distinct that you relleve detachment 91, with two
companies 9 at McLeod, and that detachments at Gleichen, Langden
and Crowfoot are to be relieved by same strength of your regiment. I
have endeavored to point out to you Importance of post at Crowfoot and
Gleichen.

" Men of 91st will be sent forward with first convoy of supplies.
" I have given authority to Steamoton to raise corps. You will assist

him.
"T. B. STR&NGE,

"fMqior-Gen2. Cmdg. Alberta Force."

On the 7th of May, I received the following communication
from Major Dowling:-

"Lt.-Col. AMYOT, ' AL rt, May 7, 1885.

l"Commanding Post.
"SR,-I have the honor to report to yon that tel grams which have

passed through my hands on their way frem Major GeneralStrange to
Major General Middleton, reported that there was nothing in the way
of provisions at Edmonton, except flour and barley, and in view of this
I would respectfully suggest that the Company of W. L. Iuf. 7 now
here, be ordered to proceed as escort witb a large amount of supplies
that are goin to E dmonton to-day.

" There wifi be other supplies leaving here in two days which the Co.
of W. L. Inf. 2, now at Gleichen, might be used to escort.

" There will be a third train shortly after, which the company relieved
from McLeod might escort.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"T. DOWLING.
" N.W.>.P. Commansding Post."

On May 7th I wired to General Laurie:

"To Gen. LÂarul, "ALGIRT, May 7, 188fb
"Swift Current.

" Want advice. Am senior here. Lots of provisions to send north
General Strange wires to General Middleton that h ui short of pro-
visions. My instructions from here are to relleve one company at Mc-
Leod, one at Gleichen, and one here, and to send the three together as
an escort to the first convoy of provitions at Edmonton. But it will
take seven days before I have those three companies together, and it is a
great delay for the teams ready to start. Can 1, under circumstances,
take upon myself to send the compauy here numbering forty-one with
fifty armed teamsters as an escort to the first convoy of ammunitions. I
thiuk it would be safe.

"<G. &MYOT."
On May 3rd I received the following from General
Strange :-

".EDMoNToN, ay 3, 1885.
I Three companies Winnipeg Light Infantry to be relieved by 9th

Battalion. Voltigeurs will be used to escort supply train to Edmonton.
20,000 rounds of Winchester ammunition bas been telegraphed for,
which requires strong escort on arrival.

" T. B. BTRANGE,
Mqior General Cg. Alberta Ditrict.

On the same day there was addressed to me a long com-
munication from General Strange which I think it ia impor.
tant I should read to the House, in order that hon. mem-
bers may thoroughly understand the sa buqent correspond-
ence. Hon. gentlemen will observe that I was frequently
addressed as commanding officer of the district of Alberta.
The circumstance that the Militia Department here never
acknowledged it does not alter the fact. The communica-
tion received by me was as follows:

|" EDNONToN, May 8, 1885.
9" To Colonel AMYOT,

| "Commanding Force at Calgary.
"s 1a,-Yours of 29th April just received. I am glad once again to

have the services of the 9th, and I feel sure that you and your ofoero
and men will do their utmost.
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" I left orders with Colonel Osborne Smith that on the arrival of next

battalion, two companies were to be sent to Fort McLeod te relieve a
company of W. L. Infantry, also one company to Gleichen, with
detachments at Crowfoot and Langdon. Yon do not state how many
companies your battalion is composed of. I j udge five, by the number
of officers. The remaining companies of the W. L. I. coming from
McLeod, Gleichen and Calgary will be sent forward to rejoin their
battalion escorting the first convoy of provisions for Edmonton. Please
put yourself in correspondence with Hudson Bay Co. (Ur. Hardisty).
Th.l have been appointed to supply troops and act as paymasters on
my signature lu any emergency, you eau sign for transport or
snpplies, and I would countersign afterwards.

" I wish to impress upon you the importance of watching the C. P. R.
station at Crowfoot. It is on the trail leading from Sounding Lake,
where bad Indians arc collecting. They will go south if pressed from
north. As your companies seem weak numerically, you had better
station one company at Orowfoot, another at Gleichen, with two at Mc-
Leod. That would leaveyouone company at Oalgary, but there are home-
guards there, under Major Walker. Please put yourself in communi-
cation with hita: he will give you every local information. Get maps
for yourself and officers at Land Office and study them and the situation
and make your officers do the same. I know you will take every oppor-
tunity to instruct and drill the men. They are happier employod,
epecially at aiming drill and extending for attack. You will finu
Fther Lacombe a wise and brave man who will tell you all about the
Indian situation.

I may say I did meet Father Lacombe, and he proved in-
defatigable in rendering us help. If those Indians did not
join the rebels it was due in great part to his exertions. I
saw him frequently and benefited greatly by his advice as
welJ as by the advice of the citizens of Calgary.

"You are in a very responsible position and muet learn all you can
about the situation as regards Blackfeet, Sarcees, and Blood Indians.
You will be assured they are perfectly loyal. So they are, because
there are too many troops for them to be otherwise. You will pretend
to trust them, but watch and be prepared. Any news of difculty
anywhere would make the Indiana join against us. They are to be
made to see that we are strongest and know it. They will try to steal
cattle and horses, pretending all the time to be loyal; this, if permitted,
will show them that we are afraid of them. Full instructions for guid-
ance of detachments at Orowfoot, Gleichen and Langden will be handed
over to your officers by those of W. L. I. they relieve. I am
informed there are eight lodges of Crees camped near Gleichen;
they are there for no good. If you have to move your men
you can hire wagons through the Hudson's Bay Company. You
can visit your poste by rail to Langden, Crowfoot, Gleichen.
Please wrarn the officer commanding at Gleichen that a man whose
nane I need not mention, had.in his possession ammunition for sale to
Indiane and hacfebreeds. Be is te owatched. He will exorcise a bad
influence over jour mnen if allowed. I Ieft directions te have hie action
enquired into by Colonel McLeod. Will you please inform me what
steps have been taken in this matter. Major Dowling will give you
information and assistance on many points Please remind him that I
aM truSting to him to keep up communication by courriers as far as
Red Deer. The man at Mcherson's Coulée, Dikson, was no use. I
have provided for rest of road. He will alse keep up courriers on
McLeod Road. Major Cotton, North-West Mounted Police, commande
McLeod District. Yon will communicate with him about your men.
I want the ranges of objecte round McLeod and aIl your posts marked.
The order was given to the detachments of W. L. 1. you relieve, they
should tell relieving detachments. You should be on the lookout that
such maiks are not moved by evil persons. If you do not keep your
officers and men's minds busy with preparations to do their duty, they
will become demoralised by the dulness of doing nothing. Unless you
are altered, you have lots of intelligence and energy and can under-
stand and tee the importance of every word I write.

"T. B. STRANGE,
I Major Gen. Comg."

[I wish to be informed what punishment was inflicted on constable
Beaudoin, N. W. M. P., who threatened to shoot an officer of 65th.-
T. B. 8.]
On the 7th May, I wired to the Hon. Minister as follows:-

"Hon. A. P. CARON, "CÂLGARY, 7th May, 1887.

"Minister of Militia, Ottawa.
"Instructions received from Strange permit me to help. I send a

detachment with provisions. Everything will go ail htri, so do not
be anxious. Will wire if necessary. Ouimet going to Edmonton to-
morrow.

"G. AMYOT."
On May the 8th, I wired to General Laurie in the following
terms:-

"l To General Lnata, "oànteAa, 8th May, 1885.

"ISwift Ourrent.
"Telegram received. Thanks. Have sent escort. Please tell me

how many men at Swift Current, and if a detackment of 50 men could
be pont to Gleichen. "Q. AMXQT."

Mr. AlroT:

On the same day, I received the following reply:-

"To Col. AMYOT, SWIFT CuaMNT, 8th ay, 1885.

"Calgary.
"Seventh Fusiliers leave here to-morrow, and only half battalion,

Halifax regiment left at Swift Ourrent, so that could not furnish any
detachment for Gleichen.

"J. W. LAURg."

On the 1Ith May, Generat Strange wrote me as follows

To Col. AMYOT,l" 
lith May, 1885.

"Commanding 9th Battalion, and Alberta District.
"Sia,-I got your letter say g that you thought best to send on

detachments W L. I., in de as they arrived. It is dangerous, but
you have done for the best. * * * The proper way to secure peace
is to send large detachments of troops along the railroad, especially at
Orawford and Gleichen, also at Fort McLeod. The Bloode and Black-
feet dare not then stir.

" If the young bucks choose to run away and join the Grees, they
should not be allowed to return to their reservea.

" The old people and women should be kept on their reserves as
hostages, but fed and treated kindly. *l*l* You should impress
on the Minister what I have already represented to Gen. Middleton,
that it is desirable immediately to send up troope and start a column
from Orowfoot towards Sounding Lake, which is a rendezvous. The
column from Orowfoot should be turned so as to meet Otter's column
fron Battleford, and mine from Fort Pitt, converging on Sounding
Lake, where we could probably crush all that remained of rebellion be-
fore it supplies itself with renewed lite, by devastating the cattle
country with the aid of Blackfeet and Bloode.

"'rhe country from Orowfoot to Sounding Lake is open, and easy.
Here are fresh fields for you and the 9th Battalion.

"I am very sorry to hear that Major (so-and-so) has no home guards.
He is terribly slow. Try and shove him along.

" Yours obediently,
"T. B. STRANGE,

"ilgjor.General Commandsng Alberta Field Force."

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

After Recess.

Mr. AMYOT. When at Calgary, seeing that the news
from the war was far from being good, that Gen. Strange
badly wanted some men, provisions and ammunition, that
the Indians about us were far from looking quiet, and that
the people in the surrounding country were all rather in a
scare, after consultation with the principal citizens of
Calgary, I sent a telegram to the Hon. Minister of Militia
in similar terms to the one I had sent from Swift Current.
That telegram was as follows:-

"To Hon. A. P. CARoN, Ottawa. 'CÂLGÂRY, l2th May, 1885.
"General Strange badly wants supply of arms and ammunition ap-

plied for. Scouts wanted here. Ninth protects McLeod, Crowfoot,
Gleichen, Langden and Calgary. Ail is quite emooth For your
private iaformation, I persist in saying that this war should be made by
men fighting in the same way as rebels. Volunteers more speciall
garrisoned. Our volunteers are being slaughtered. 500 scouts wort
2,000 volunteers. Men full of courage.

"G. AMYOT."

The words, "for your private information," were sup-
pressed when part of this telegram was read to this House
in 18c6. I received the following tolegram in answer to
mine -

"To Lt.-Col. AMYOT. "OrTAwA, 14th May, 1885.

"Your suggesion noted, but is a matter of policy which 1 cannot
alone dcid but wll submit matter. Apply to General or Brigadier
for scoute."

''A. P. CARON."

The next day the following telegram came to me:-

«'To Lt.-Col. AMYOT. "OTTAwA, 15th May, 1885.

" You have doue too well for me to boyoott you. Don't understand.
Have answered all your despatches."

"A. P. CARON."
I presume I had sent a telegram complaining of some.
thing which had been unanswered. These telogran were
in cipher. They were designod to privately communicate
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to thefinister of Militia my impressions upon the way
the war was conducted. He had invited me to do so. A
letter of his said:

" MYMa AxYoT. Be sure that you need not fear in any way, when
you write me privately. I keep your letters fer myself "
I trusted him; I trusted his sense of honor, his avowed friend-
ship. Ithought thon that it was not judicious to bring 4,000
men of infantry to ruin, in an immense field unparalleled in
the world as to its size, after a few mounted half breeda and
Indians whom they might be years and years in reaching.
Those enemies had the reputation of being excellent riders
and sharpshooters, able to fly daily hundreds of miles. It
was the easiest thing for them to capture immense unpro-
tected convoya of provisions, and make any amount cf
prisoners. Some instances have shon that I was not
wrong in my apprehensions. In fact, if Riel had not been
a madman, if Dumont had seriously meant war, if they had
followed the example of others and led the war in intercept-
ing provisions, in capturing isolated men,instead of concen
trating their smali band at Batoche, if they had used the
advantage which their full knowledge of the country gave
them over the Canadian army, they would have obtained
many successes which would have emboldened the Indians
who might al have joined in the rebellion, putting in danger
the lives and properties of all the white population spread
over the North-West. That was what had to ho feared,
my last telegram was en the 12th of May; two days later,
on the 14th Poundmaker captured a large transport train,
and maue about 25 prisoners. How easy and with what
dibastrus effect it would have been for the renels to fre-
quently repeat the experience1 I thought then that 500
mounted men, skilful riders, sharpshooters, with perfect
knowledge of the country as the cowboys had the reputation
of being, would be worth, for a war of that kind, more than
2,000 infantry soldiers, a great part of whom knew not how
to use a rifle nor to mount a horse. Gen. Middleton had
himtelf to rely upon cavalry to run after Big Bear. Por-
sonal bravery bas nothing to do with that. Whoever
doubted the bravery of any of the divers nationalities of
the northern continents ? Do not the French know that the
Enzlish are brave? Do not the English know that the
Freich too are brave? They met of ten enough, for and
againet each other to be mutually convinced of their res-
pective and undisputed merits. Enough of them have died
beside each other on ail points of the globe to deser ve mutual
respect. But personal value and strategy are two different
things. It is upon strategy, upon the plau of compaign that
I was communicating with the M inister ashe appears to have
understood it himseif, by using in his reply, the words :
"It is a matter of policy." Whether I was right or wrong
in my appreciation, is not the question to day. How did
the war end ? L>ok at the Manitoba Dady Free Press of
8th June, 1885 :

" The 150 men under Major Hughes who went to reinforce Strange
returned to-day. It has been decided to follow the Indians with the
mounted men only."
In a despatch toe Govern>r Aikins, of the 6th June, General
Middleton says :

" Yesterday,on my way to Fort Pitt, I received infoTnation from Gen.
Strange that Big Bear's Band bad broken up virtually into 2 parties,
and as he ha. still the McLeans and other prisoners, [ am going to
follow both trails with Ill my mounted men, and hope to catch him."

But the question is not whether I was right or wrong. I
am not making the history of the campaign. h will
doubtless be made in due time, and will contain curious
details. But the question is : Was the Minister right in
making public part of those private telegrams, in curtailing
them, isolatiug them from surrounding circumstances, from
answers and invitations to them, so as to make the public
at large infer from thm an evidence of cowardice on my
part. We were, when he made those public, discussing the
question of Riel's hanging. What had those private com-

munications to do with that, I oould never find eut By
ihrowing contempt on me, personilly, the Minister expected
to diminish the value of my arguments. lie, moreover,
wanted to lower me so as to himself appear higher. If I
judge by the constant attacks of a salaried press, ho has sue-
ceeded to a great extent amongst those who are never so
happy as when they make a point against a French-Cana-
dian. But now that those events have long passed and
years have elapsed1, let us see what kind of a weapon the
hon. Minister used on that occasion. As I said already, as
the telegrams said (their being in cypher evidenced it)
those communications were essentially private. What
right hd he to make them public? He says: You had put
upon the papers of the flouse a notice of motion
asking for the correspondence. That ineant official
correspondence, but that did not entitle him to
publish private correspondence, and to curtail it so
as to give tbe sane a false bearing. He could not publish it
without violating the secrecy of friendship. He has shown
by his action to what degree he may be trusted as a friend.

ou will remark, Mr. Speaker, that 1 am entirely on the
defensive. I have to protect my reputation as a comman-
dant of a volunteer corps, and I have to defend my batta-
lion. lere I might at once declare that none in my
battalion is directly or indirectly responsible for those
telegrams. They wore written by mysolif, upon my own
responsibility. They were the resuit of conversations I
had with experienced officers of the Canadian army, and
with the civil authorities where I was located. I will give
no rames, because I do not want to implicate any one, or
to enlarge the area of the discussion. I take my exclusive
responsibility of the whole. As to the soldiers of the 9th,
a set of mon more devoted, brave, intelligent and com-
petent could scarcely be found. Never did I find them
hesitating to obey any order. One night, at Oalgary's
Fort, a report reached us that Indians had arrived and were
surrounding and attacking the village, every one of the
eighty mon I had at the fort rushed to bis rifle and
wanted to go and meet the enemy at once. The
trouble we had was to keep a few at the camp to mount
the guard and protect it, as we were bound to do,
against any surprise. I did, Sir, feel proud of such men.
Now, Mr. Speaker, if my telegrams were wrong, if they
exposed me to an attack of cowardice, why did the Minister
encourage them, why did he ask for moie and approve of
the same ? Was it a trap he was setting ? If it was, that
is a poor recompense for my devotedness to him person-
ally and for all the stops i took to help him personally
and politically. As Minister of Militia, he was represent-
ing the Governmont and the country. I aleve both to judge
ot such treatment of a soldier who could have entrenched
himself behind his parliamentary duties and not juin his
corps, but who preferred sacrificing every thing to help hie
country, and to prove that French-0anadians are ai loyal
as any other nationality to the Dominion flag, and were
ready, at the peril of their lives, to work, with all the others,
in the interest of theo Canadian nation at large. I leave it
to my fellow-courtrymen, unbiassed by -party feelings
or passions, I leave it to history, to appreciate that way of
acknowledgintgthe services Of a soldier who never contem-
plated anything else but the honor of bis country and the
maintaining of law and order. The hon. Minister and his
friendly pres will doubtless persist in misrepresenting me
as they have done already. That I cannot prevent,
but the ultimate result will not prove in their
favor. Public opinion will be sufficiently enlightened
to set matters right. It will be known and under-
stood that what i wanted was to avoid immense
expenses and Joas of lives, and to adopt a judicious way of
carrying out that war. I might apply to those who saw
me at the head of my battalion and ask them if they did not
find meupto my duty. Imay ask what order did I1ever
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receive which I did not immediately comply with? What
is the thing I have done wrong? Where is there any act
of mine worthy of blame? In what circumstance have I
lacked in bravery? I have insulted the volunteer force,
exclaims the ministerial press, by saying that 500 scouts
would be worth 2,000 volunteers for that kind of fight.
Well, Sir, I still contend that I was rightin that Letevery
Cptain of a company say how many of his mon had not yet
fired one single cartridge before going to the North-West.
The single fact of putting a military jacket on one's shou1 -
ders is not sufficient to teach how to drill and fire a bullet.
Scouts would have been more competent because they
would have been mounted, and could have followed the
mounted enemy over the immense prairie, and because
they were accustomed to rifle shooting. I never

xperienced more than thon how wrong we are,
in Canada, not to devote more of our efforts to rifle
shooting. In the North-West, drilling was only secondary
in importance. Skirmishing, extended drill and firing were
the essential parts. Our population is as apt to learn as
any population in the world, but it is too late to learn on
the eve or on the day of the fight. And, now, as to the pro.
tection of forts and convoys of provisions. Those who have
been to the North-West know of what importance it is.
Those who understand anything about war, know of what
importance it is generally. In tbe Franco-German war, one
of the elements of success for Germany was the organisation
of étapes, for the purpose of supplying the troops regularly,
'with food and requisite8 of every kind. "The securing of
thcse communications in the war (,f German armies, was of
the highest and most vital importance," say those who
wrote about that war. The givat Napoleon used to say :
"An army marches on its belîy." In the North-West hun-
dreds, nearly thousands, of heavy teams were daily em-
ploytd in the transpoi t of provisions and ammunition.

illions of dollars worth of the same were concen-
trated in what we call forts, but which were really
composed of a few wooden stores, with no protection ;
we were not in an ordinary country, where at every
mile's distance, even at every acre, there would be plenty
of bouses and barns, and where we would find ample pro.
visions to feed the troops. On the contrary, hundreds of
miles had to be traversed before we could reach one single
house, and provisions had to be obtained from immense
distances. If I i)ulted the volunteer force in saying or
insinuating that they were not ieady for actual fight, I am
not alone in the deed. At the last meeting of Dominion
Rifle Association, General Middleton is reported to have
spoken as follows:

" In the course of a subsequent discussion General Middleton declared
himself a disbeliever in the so loud ly praised efficacy of rifle shooting. He
made the same statement at Wimbledon. Lying down on one's stomach
and taking careful aim was a different thing to shooting amidst the
noise and smoke of an action. Some of the men who made bull's eyes at
targets would find themselves made bull's eyes of in real war. He
gruaged the money given to the association, because he could not get
enough for the militia. It would be noticed that very few privates won
prizes at these competitions. The prize-winners were the officers and
sergeants. The General said it was necessary that more money should
be spent in instructing the rural battalions. Amongst the country corps
he had found that seven or eight out of every 25 men had never pullod
atrigger." (Geobe, Feb. 21.)

Moreover, 1 find in the Mail of the 22nd instant the
following editorial remarks:

" While on this subject, the question of the shooting abilities of the
entire militia force naturally suggests itself. The Major-General oh-
served the other day that if 30,000 of our 37,000 defendets were placed
in a field, with instructions <o shoot at a haystack, the probability is
that the haystack would escape without injury. This speaks well for
the remainng 7,000 militiamen, who, it is fair to presume, are well able
to trike a haystack when tbey try. it is a special compliment to this
remnant because, as everybody knows, the very last thing that la taught
a volunteer in ttis country ie the use of the weapon he is required to
carry. Light is thrown upon this subject by the reports o the mus-
ketry instructors regarding the performances at the various annual
camps. The men are for the most part recruits, and the instruction
$Uhey receive in shooting la, as a rule, brie and snmmar. They cormne

Mr. A&MToT,

forward in squads and pop away at target at varions ranges, and thon
return to their corps effcient defen ders of our country. Some of the
instructors plainly hînt that the entire business is a farce. One ex-
plains, in his report of last year, that with few exceptions the men know
little or nothing of firing exercises, and another declares that some are
armed with rifles that are sitively dangerous to the firer, a circum-
stance which naturally discourages the marksman, however brave he
may be. At one camp 1,062 men shot, and but 205 or twenty per cent.
were what are called first-class shots. At another, 1,249 men shot, and
only 275 were first-class. The proportion of efficient men, it will be
observed, is remarkably small. But tha fault does not lie with the men.
It lies in the system that withholds instruction from them."

" What the dovernment does not do in the way of encouraging shoot-
ing the Dominion and kindred rifle associations are designed to do.
But they too fil when they pay seo much attention to officers who are
alrPady efficient, and so little to the rank and file and to the men who
realày require encouragem-nt No excuse is deemed necessary for plain
spea ing on this matter. It ii absolutely necessary that combatants
should learn how to shoot. If they do not we shah have to fall back
upon the Dominion Rifli Association exclusively in the hour of danger.
Or, failing that, it will be prudent to allow the officers to do the shoot-
ing, and the men, who cannot shoot, to give the word of command."

Large quantities were spread in convoys extending, with
considerable interruptions, for hundreds and hundreds of
miles Hlad my opinion prevailed, had scouts been pro-
vided to run after the enemy, what botter use could have
been made of the volunteers who were thon in the North-
West than to charge them with the protection of those
forts and convoys, with protecting and scuring the line of
communication. Such was thon and still is my opinion.
I frankly communicated it to a man who had invited me to
do so, encouraged me to go on doing so, whom I thought
a true friend, a man of honor. I leave it to you and to the
country to judge whether I was right or wrong in my
appreciation of the hon. Minister's character and aptitudes.
But let us go on with the narration of events, based upon
the doumonts which I have partly in my bande and of the
whole of which I ask the production. I want to quote
these documents to show that the presence of the 9th
Battalion and the 65th Battalion in the North.West was
not useless, especially in view of the direct danger of a
rising of the Indians, and that those two battalions did
their duty as well as the rest of the army, which did its
duty so well during the rebellion,

"DmA STINsON, IlRIVR SA5KATOHNWAN, 15th May.

" I have cut myself adrift at last after every sort of damnable deten-
tion ? Am too far for you to wait for orders from me. Use this as
authorising to get from Colonel Amyot rations and use your men as
you propose. They will be paid as home.guard. I have done what I
could to help. Colonel Amyot will do the same if you go to him.

"T.B STRANGE."
"To Captain STIMSON.

" Yon are hereby authoriso to order 24 saddles for use of troops to
be sent by express from Chicago. Better order by telegraph to save
time

"T. B. STR ANGE."

You muet not forget that there were two armies there-
Genoral Middleton's army and General Strange's army.
The firet was concentrated near Batoche, while the other
had gone to Edmonton to join Middleton by going down the
Saskatchewan. Here is another letter from Goneral Strange.

"To Mjor WALKER. "'RIVER SAsKATCHEWAN, 15th May.

" I am too far for you to wait for orders from me in emergency
Colonel Amyot ;s authorised to authorise expenditure for me, and
Major Dowling to countersign orders on Hudson Bay Company for money
payments. Col. Amyot reports you have not one home guardsman.
There must be an error. Youe cau get Winchesters for yon il you apply
to him. When home guardsmen are employed as scouts they can get
their rations, or an equivalent in money. I cannot be incessantly alter-
ing orders as to pay. The Alberta Rifles, scouting at the front, gel
only $1 75.

"T. B. STRÀANGE."

You will see that this authorised me to sign for General
Strange, and so I did from that moment I acted as q uarter-
master, paymaster, or commissariat officer, call it what you
will. I had to examine the papers and sign these documents,
and I was engaged in that from morning until night. Per-
haps the Minister doos not know that, but, if ho sonds for
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the papers, he will see the immense amount of work I
had to perform. There is here, in following the ver tele-
grams, a question in reference to the scrip, but as I am
afraid to take up too much of the time of the flouse, I wi'l
not now enter into it. Yon, Mr. Speaker, were also on-
gaged in this war, and you wrote to me from Edmonton on
the 15th May, as follows:-

"EDMONTON, l5th May, 1885.
" MY DEÂR AMYo,-We are starved here. Send us provisions in

abundance, arms, ammunitions and saddles. The General earnestly asks
for ail that. A letter from Lake LaBiche informs us that the Hudson
Bey Oompany's store has been sacked by the Indians of Beaver Lake,
incited by ton emissaries from Big Bear's band, and the Catholie mission
is in great danger. The sisters have fled to an island on the lake. We
want reinforcements here, and you must insist with Caron so that ho
obtains some for us. Roads are good. We would be charmed to have
you to come bore to relieve us. This country is magnificent. We have
seen Bishop Grandin this afternoon. He is in deep distress on account
of the way events turn.

" Have you any news from Middleton ? What is he doing? Write
me what he is about.

" Entirely yours,
"J. ALD. OUIMET.

c P.B.--Send us help in men, ammunition and provisions."

Then another letter, which, like the last, is translated:
" FORT EDooON, 16th May, 1885.

"My DzAR CoLoNEL,-General Strange writes to me and wants me to
azk you to do your best so as to induce Walker and Stimson to imme-
diately raise t heir scouts and he gives yon power to authorise every ex-
pense for that. Don't you believe that everything goes very slowly ?
Decidedly we will spend the summer here. The great news here is that
the Blackfeet are rising Wbat news have you got about that? Write
to me.

"To you,
"J. ALD. OUIMBT."

The news was very bad. We received news from Gen
Strange that he was lacking in provisions, ammunition and
men, and we had no good news from Gen. Middleton's
army. All around us there seenmed o prevail great excite-
ment, and we had information that the Indians were pre-
paring to rise here and there. I sent a telegram to Col
Evanturel on the 16th May, as follows:

"ILLt. Col. EANTURL,''CALGARY, 
16th May, 1885.

"1Gleichen.
"We received telegram that ammunition coming by trail from Mon-

tana for Riel. Do your beat to have trails watched and get information.
Riel is captured and prisoner in Middleton's camp.

" G. AMYOT."
On the same date I applied to Gen. Laurie:

"GxN. LArTa, "CALGAR, 16th May, 1885.

" Swift urrent.
"Had to give ammanition to detachmenta. Forty rounds each left.

Could you send me some and how much? We are surrounded by
many tribes here.

"G AI&YOT."

I must say here that the only orders I receivel at Cal.
gary were to divide my battalion into four companies, of
which I had to send two to Fort MoLeod, 100 miles away,
and the other two to Gleichen, Crowfoot and Langdon. I
received no directions as to what I was to do in any emer-
gency. One of my officers, who was at Fort McLeod,
Colonel Roy, a very valuable officer, wrote me on the 15th
May, in the following terms:- "MoLoD 151hMa1885.

" Lt.-Col. AYMor,
"Commanding, Calgary,

"DEAn CoLON,-We have just learned that a convoy of ammunitions
has to-day been seized by the Indians; that causes much anxiety bore,
the rumor having spread rapidly. Major Cotton tella me it would be
very pro r to increase the contingent at Gleichen, that is to ay to re-
inforceEvanturel or to call him back to you, rather then to leave him
with such a smali force, the lace being more exposed than any other on
account of the Blackfeet We consider here, and for good reasons, that
the Blood and Piegans are not to be trusted-far from it. We have now
to beware of the redakina as they have succeeded once. There are many
of them here and in the surroundings.

" It would be very important, even of the highest importance that
Major Stewart would not leave Medicine Rat, or at least would not go
tOo far from it, o that we could get him to come here (to McLeod) at

the iret signal. He s strongly inlined to remove farther, which would
be inopportune in the present time, au he would become entirely useleus.
The place the mout expoued, I believe, with Gleichen and MoUecd, le un-
doubtelly Oalgary, so I b-lieve that Evanturel'a return to you would
be moat eficacious I am told hre that the Blackfeet may easily make
a mouthful of Gleichen, and a there le nothing to be protected there, it
is much botter to go away from It than not to be stronger, than not to
place there a strong force. We must not forget that there are hore and
in the surroundingo large flocks of animals of aIl kindu to be protected,
and that we are only 7 of the 9:h and from 30 to 40 of tb Mounted
Police, go that Major Stewart muet not go far away from Medicine Hat,
and be ready to come to our rescue at tho first signal. To these point
are to be noted :-. Re-inforce Evanturel or call him back to ynn; 2.
Re-inforce yourself; 3. Prevent Stewart from going away from Medi-
cine Rat, so that he may come to our rescue ; 4. Protect the large
flocke of animals near McLood; 5. Not to trust the Indiana more than
necessary, more go after what bas just occurred.

"A special courier takes thia letter to you.
"THOMAS ROY,

"Lt.-Col. Commoading 9th Bail. V. Q., McLeod."
Under the circumstances, after having received that tele.
ram, after having received news from the north, from Gen.
trange, I wrote to the Minister of Militia in the following

terms .-

"Hon. A. P. CARON, Tth My, 1885.
"IMinister of Militia, Ottawa.

"There are over 6,000 Indians surronnding Calgary. Up to now they
have been peaceful, but many thingi indicate their joinlng orthern
Indians in rebellion. Strange lett when they were peaceful. Ordered
the 9th, the only troops bre for hundreds, of miles, to be distributed lu
five detachmentsIl ••** and left authority to noboly to modify
according to emergencies. In case of Southern Indians risin geach of
these dotachments would be valueless and destroyed. Bere bave 60
men, forty rounds of ammunition, no gun, no cavalry, no scouts tr pro-
tect the most important place, the key and protection of Immense terri-
tory. Cotton, le t in chtge 'f Macleod, sonde me a special courrier îrg-
ing the necessity of getting back my men from Orowfoot, Gleichen and
Langden, where there is nothing to protect, and where they are of no
use, anti o bring them here, or myseit go there to gather an effective
force. Father Lacombe wants that almo. But I have no authority. I
muat send to Strange, 300 miles north; heo senda back by Calgary to
Mildleton, who senda back to him and him to me; delay, three weeks. I
can easily, without expense, g"t scouts here, sm'nunition, artillery and
guns from Winuipeg, and move troops so as to check and even defeat
Indians, but am fatally condemned to inaction and absurd danger, use-
less to country. Sorry to disturb you, but you muet belp me, and orga-
nise at once defense in south-west section, so as to shorten delays of
action. War in the north and in the south will be two different things,
with no time to communicate between the two seats of war. Prevention
ot war bore would be better than cure.

"G. AMYOT."
I find in the Manitoba Daily Free Press of 13th May, a tole.
gram in the following terms:-

" Reports have reached here that hostile Indians from Sounding Lake
are on the war-patb and making for Calgary. Reinforcements of troope
are absolutel required bore. Atler to-morrow there will oniy be tbree
companies o the 9th, Quebe, here. More scouts are also requtired. Col-
onel Amyot is taking steps tb supply the need. A portion of Major
Hatton's mounted rangers will patrol the country between Edmonton
and Red Deer. Indians are now on the Swift Current trail to intercept
provisions."
The Minister of Militia answered me in the following
terms

"OTTWA, 18th May, 1885.
"To Li-utenfnt-Oolonel AMYOT, 9th Battalion.

" Telegram received. The communication to General Mliddleton wllI
inform 3 ou of result as soon as I hear from him.

" A. P. CA RON."

The same day I received from General Strange the following
despatch :-

" VIcorA, 18th May.
" Colonel AMYo.-I am lnformed 100 Snider and 50 Winchesters and

100 revolvers for this force arriving at Calgary. Don't send them
without escort None of 9th Battalion can be spared to go north unless
other troops take their place. Ask for other troops. [1have done so.

" T. B 8TRINGE."

While General Strange was forbidding me to send any-
thing without cscort, I reeoived from General Middleton the
following :-

"PUW's nCosslNo, 18th May, 1885.
" Lieutenant-Oolonel AMYOT, 9th Battalion.

,Hardly seems worth while to raise 20 scouts for such a purpose now.
"9?RED. MIDDLETON,

di .Major fmangre»
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The two generals held different opinions General Middle- 1 need not oay that I was rather surprised t0 receive that
ton was far away from Calgary, while General Strange was telegram. 1 thon prepared an answer to Gent Middleton in
n that section and knew that there was the great danger, the foltowing terma:
ad that it would be ne:ther wise nor safe to send provisions "OALGÂEY, 22nd May, 1885.

or ammunition without an escort. If we refer to the Calgary e"Oommanding Ber Majesty's krmy, North-West.
press of that date we will see that the fears of the general Du&u SiR,-I have just reoeived your teiegram of the 2th instant,
were entertained by the people of that section. I received bywhich yincindemnmy having teIegraphed the Minister of Militia
the following letter from General Strange: -'disputing the disposition of my regiment.tgThse telegrarn in question,' sent by me te 1Mr. Caron, read as fol-

"ViCToRI, 19th May, 1885. 1ows

"D1Ua OOLONEL AMYoT,-Thank yon for your kind letter. Your I"'There are over 6,OCO Indians surronnding Calgary. Up to new they
gentleneEs is a rebuke te my hastiness. You see [ have a good deal in a b peaceful, but many thinga indicate danger of their joining
my bande and a good deal of obstruction f om people it should not cone
rom etters cros each other. I see now you have doe al I ordered,, the only troops re for hundrefrom Leter crsi ach the. Iseenowyouhavedon al I rdoe Yof miles. to be distributed in 6 detacisments net far from his ranche and

and your judgmient in sendiug on one company was correct. I am very left authority te nobody te meiify according to eergencies. lu case
rnuch obliged to y.'u for your energy and ability. I am Ferry Mr. ofsouthera Indians rilng each of these detaclmenta wonld be vaiue-
• • • is so indolent but as I could not get him te do anything, 1Ies and destroyed. Here I have fifty men, forty rounds of aniînitien,
can't eppect you te do so. I would dismis him and appoint some one ne gun, ne cavalry, ne scouts, te pretect the most important place, the
else, only I know no one fit.Yonrs truly, key and protection of immense terrttry. Cotton, left in charge of

"6T. B STR&NGE." cLeod, sends measpecial courrier urging the necessity of getting
b-.ek my men frem Orowt'oot, Gleichen and Langden, where thereiii

"P.S.-I think it very important youe should have the twenty scouts nothing te protect and whcre they are of ne use, and te bring thernhere
If you can get no other arms for them, you might retain twenty of the or myseif te go there te gather an effective force. iather Lacombe
Winchesters ordered for this force, using this as your authority. Of wautA that aise. But 1 have ne authority, I muet send te Strange,
course, if you cau get others Iwould rather you did net take them, but three hundred miles north; he snd9 back te Middleten who Rendeback
now the IndianI will be raiding everywhere in emall bands. Don't pay te hm and hlm te me; delay three weeks. I cau e&sily, wthoutheavy
any attention te 0Il•* people's rumors you will soon find Out expense get scouts bere, ammuaition, artilleryand gun from Winnipeg,
'hey do nothing but talk; they will do nothing fur their own defence, aud move treops se as te check and even defeat Indians, but

only try te rob Government by charging enormously for everything am fataily condemned te inaction and absurd danger uselees te coun-
supplied te troops. I would be glad te see your battalion get a chance try. Sorry te dioturb yeu, but yen must help me and organise at once
and am sure you and they would do your duty. Now yon have sent defense in seuth-west section se as te shorten delays of action. War in
forward suppiies, yeu enable me te go on. The supplies have net yet the nnrth and lu the south will be twe different thinga vilh ne tire te
reached me, but I advance to-morrow. cotmunicate between the twesa of war. Prevention of war here

IT. n.e. ed noul o bbetter tha cure.'
"tThs telegra, in ry md, vas net inteoded as a criticismbdt aa

Then on i9th May, 1885, I sent the following telegran to report as te t'acte and suggestio)ns which L tit it my duy te erake.
the Minister ef Militia :- Yuu pronounce the sending of thee same t, the Minster cont.rary te

es"CALGARY, 9th May, 1885. di8cipline, and lu the name of discipline I at 2ce submittoyour decision

"Hou. J. A. P. CARON, and wiii act accrdingly ljthe future. I a srpried though by te
si"Minuter of Mltia, Ottawa.turns events take. These telegraieore esentiafy privâte, l cypher,

sent te comply with the Min ister's requeit that t should keep him posted
Il"Telegran about Middleton received; viii wait. Strange and Ou'met on my views about the campaigi

'a'iorerinfercement of treps and arme and ammunition. S ddies e"I have do e my best, up te newto fulfil my dties te th ea esofoy
erdered by Strange from Chicago are detaiued ln Winnipeg for cnstom abiîity wthout ever grumbing or romplaining. orne commandants
duties. Southero Indiaus tili quiet; aIl veli yet seuth and south west. have biterly complained of their battalions being sub-divided, and have
Father Lacombe visiting Indians. Ne questiou of hait'-brerds here and that way succeeded in getting them together again. I defot wvnt te
Edmonton jwoining rebels.refluw that example, and wouid feel sorry te embarras ry chiefs.

ofÂIlesiow me pleasete add, as nov speak te yon-and net ae a cen-

The Minister ainswered me by telegrain: plaint but ta a information-that find myfeita in a pecuiar position
nore. Wouen Ieneial trange-a mos therthy afficeratrue ldier-went

eOTTAWA, 2nth May, 1885. te Edmonten, e left t e senior officer then hore, Lt. Colonel Smit, in
"Lt,-Col.AMYOTcomand of ail trooptseo uth of h m (se rr told at least) A fter oy

Il balgary. stayngs t Winnipeg aod Swift Ourrent, I1reaced Calgary , rth had
"Kuow nothing about addles ; ammunition erdcred from Chcago. nthea gue norhte juin whneral Strane, and eobody eveL ave mtemes-

tructiouse tfany kind, save as te the refieving ef Srith's detacmentsw' y detacments of BMy ew battaliori, and t e immediate sendingof

A few days afterwa'ds I received a tolegrain from mthrhs detachments te Edmsuton, te join the retef Colonel Smith's

W about the addles: Battalien. Those orderslhave been excuted. What would be my duty,
e emy power cf initiative if circuntactsiappened to change, bas net

iWINNIPEG, 2ath May, 1885. been defiued. understas to cduyk teavait orders, and te defend
ifcol. AMYrOT, mnyseit if attacked, but ceuld I order anme of thse detacisments together

tg"Calgary.lu case of immedite and great dangers? Yen veuld exeeedingy oblige

Iight packages saddiery aIl hore for general Strange, given up b mehy.intimating me your oidbes about that a d tse e extent of rny duties.
ouo d dPlease believe that my earnest desire hte worthly fi o my humble artatmann ...MINGAY inthat painfal ar we Ilsoustain for the maintenance of the British fm .

Sncbunas my only object lu leavi my parlia entary duties, ad
On 2st May I telegraphed te General Middlegon in thewant te give you a support illimited lu its extent.
the Ministerms o :-fteiiatnaise embarrassed as te the sending e provisions au ammunition

AAY,1th May, 1885. t General Strange. I kno hobady antethe but there jn
OALQRY,215 Ma, 185. military escert here fer theni, and thse teame are ieaded. But I arn

ieneralitoDLiTON , repOrtet by Major Dovlangwhat teanisters refuse te go ithout escort.
"O lark abrossing(teo forwarded). ltl true that a nneyer rSteved instructions about tat. But being the

IColonel Oswald vire h ios at Winnipag, and anius te go te the senior officer be, 1 think it my duty te report te >ou the factaauthey
front. General ftrange wants absolutely provisions iat are ore, are. Lt. Colonel Oimu t let lu charge of Edmonton aise urgentiy aaka

dutie f otern Inassm stil quitet rad tel etootn southwest.

ready te be sent, but 1 have ne escert te send and cannot prudentiy send for smre mon and lots of ammunition and provisions.them ithout. Please sendiOs.ald ore AUil quite hbreaud I will Your very sincerel
"G. AMYOT."L i. Oommandieg 9s BattaMon .Q."

The general answered me fre Prince A bert When I had prepared thlterettaerm: reeived news of the
siPRINte ALlRianT, 2th àfy capture of Batoche and the surrender cf Riel, se I refrained

via CLARKalacOnessie, 2bst May, frein sendrng it. On 22nd May 1 rececv.d frem inLent.-ol.
tgVia QU' Aresunu, Z2nd May, Whitehead the tollowing telegrain:

" "mw,20th May, 1885. "nur~ ZdKy 85

"To Lleut.-oL AMYOT, 9th Bat. Lieut.-Co. AMYOT.I

" "Have juat heard tatyen have tolegraphed te tie Minîster dispnting d"Yen command Calgary district, nd muet exercise discretion ipro-
thse disposition of yonr regiment. This le centrary te militiar y dis- tecting supplies. McGibbon muet direct transport, studylng feconorny
cpline and youii refrain from doing se again. ad prompt delivery.

"FRED. MIDOLETON,4

" r. A im o T.r"L 
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On 2Tth kay, I received from General Middleton the
followiflg * " BATrtroRD, 27th &ay.
"Col. Amyor, Calgary,

SJust heard from General Strange that he expects provisions from Cal-
gary to Edmonton éscorted by companies of Winnip'g Light Infantry
ani had directed ol. Onimet to send up company of 68th to Lac La
Biche on being relieved by wing companies. Whose are these compa-
mies, and what troops Irave you got at Calgary ? As far as I can make
out there is no danger, either at'Oalgary or Edmonton, and now that
the affair is nearly over, not likely to be. If yon have not already done
so, send them escort or no escort. ' RED. MIDDLETON,

Mgjor-efteral."

On 27th May I received from General Middleton, at Bat.
tieford, the following ommunication

" Lt.-Col. Avor, 9th Batt.'BATTLEroao, 27th May, 1885.

" If ail is quiet at Oalgary, as it is here and every where else, as far as
I know, since Riel'a defeat, it will be quite prn lent to send teams to
Genl. Strange. At any rate, you can spare some of your men. la there
not home guard at Oalgary ? have ordered Oswald to garrison Regina
and cannot send him to Oalgary. Beardy bas given in, Poundmaker is
my prisoner and I am surrounding Big Bear under pain of giving attack,
and with it accompauying scares is pretty near at an end. "

"FRED. MIDDLETON.
Major General."

That statement was al right so far as that district was
concerned where General Middleton was operating, but in
our district the same condition of things did not prevail, as
the following letter from you, Mr. Speaker, will bear out:
( Traslation.)f

" DEAR CoWiRiÌRE* AND FRIEND-
SEDoNTON, T 6th June, 1885.

' No news from GenI. Strange aince 10 days. We are very uneasy
here. If you have any news about him, please send the same to me.

"J. ALD OUIMET."

Next, I received the following from the Minister of Militia,
dated 19th June:--

"OTTAwA, 19th June, 1885.

IlI do not se how you eau oi ganise a board, your battalion being alone
at Oalgary. No objection to your suggestion ab3ut Rocky Mountains.
I am atraid aergeanet' request cannot be obtained as their pay is fixel by
Statute.

"A. P. CARON."

On 21st June, General Strange wrote to me as follows:-
"BlÂvaa RIvaa Via STEÂUsnaz i, 21st June, 1885.

"«To Col. AMYOT.
"6I have notified Supply OSicer M1cGibbon that no mure supplies will

be required for Alberta force via Edmonton. Make arrangements for
return of 65th Regiment from Red Deer sud Battle River. You will be
glad to hear that the ladies of the McLean family, prisoners with Big
Bear, are out of bis ciutches. They will soon, 1 trust, be in our camp.
Big Bear himself has turned in hia tracks, having, I suppose, got word
that we are abead of him. Hbe has now gone south toward Turtle Lake,
where Col. Otter ia on the qui vive. Middleton bas left me with orders to
remain here while he moves round to Otter with cavalry.

.gT. B 8TRANGE,
"Major General Commandsng Alberta District."

On 26th Jane General Middleton sent me the following
from Fort Pitt

OL.AMYOT,! CAMP FOUT PITT (via STaunnszEI) 26th June, 1885

"sCalgary.
"Take immediate steps to bring in all your detachments to Calgary

that are not on the railway, as you pick these up on your way down to
Winnipeg. and be prepared to move to Winnipeg by rail on receipt of
furthe ordersber orore. " FRED. MIDDLETON

"Mfajor-General.n

Thon we began the work of preparing for our return,
and by kind permission of the Minister of Militia and Gen-
oral Middleton we made a trip to the Rocky Mountains,.
The Canadian Pacifie Railway Company gave ne a fre
train and we went as far as the ra.ilway wasbuilt, and I am
glad to take this opportunity te thank the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company for the kindness they showed us on that
Occasion. I next received the following communication
dated lst uly

d"McLmon, list July, 1885.

" Many thanks for your aid in courrier matter. What we wante4
settled with regard to te newspqper la all rigbt. Worda cannot couvey
the regret wo experiencel In parting with Colonel Roy and your com.
panies. You may well be proud of reputation your battalion bas gained
throughout the territories. Kindest regards.

"JOHN COTTON."
Carling P. O."

Before leaving this part of the subjýct, I think it is my
duty to say a few words in regard to the action of the hon.
gentleman who fills tbe position of Postmaster General at
that time. The Postmaster General, who is now Minister
of Agriculture, treated us in the best possible manner. He
was most kind to the volunteers and the whole force appre.
ciated his kindness, and it is nothing but fair that from my
place in Parliament and on behalf of my battalion and all
the otber members of the force I sbould tender him our
beost thanks for the way in whioh ho trouted us while in the
North.West. Ho aff >rded us the greatest possible facilities
with regard to post office accommodation, ho allowed us to
Pend our letters free and ho did ail ho could to alleviate oir
hardships throughout the campaign. On returning from
the Rocky Mointains I receivod the following telegram:

"gPRINcE ALBERT, 9th July, 1885.
i To COL. Amyor,-Send me soon as possible concise report of steps

you took to secure tranquillity of district. General Middieton does not
think there was danger ot riaing anywhere but about Batoche. Also
report how you pushed on convoya of supplies and detachment. Ad-
dress to me, post office, Winnipeg. T. B. STRANGE

" Mqor-Ôeneral."

I prepared a report, of which I regret I have not a copy;
neither have I a copy of the report of Col. Roy, who oom-
manded the detachment at MacLeod, but I have copy of a
report prepared by Colonel Evanturel, one of my bost offi-
cers, and at this point I think it is due to that dotachment
to publish that report which has not yet been made public.
It is as follows:-

'' ON Tua TairN an route To Wss:Pre.
"To Lient.-Col. G. AmvoT,

" ICommandant 9th Battalion, P.Q.
" I compliance with a despatch addressed to you on the 9th Instant

by Gen. Strange, and which requested of you information as to the pro-
babilityathero hail been of a riing among the Indians in the District of
Alberta, I have the honor to make to you the following report

" On my arrival at Gleichen. Nondiy, 1; th Miy, in comnand of the
three detachments uf Gleieheu, (r owf>ot and Lauglon, 1 found that
there was much disquietude and agitation amoug the white people of
these three places.

" The Blackfeet, 2,300 in number, encamped a few miles from the
railroad,,arnd tne three posta were quiet. Notwithstanding their quiet
attitude it was necessary for us to be on our guard and to use great
vigilance, because before my arrival the Blackfeet bad been vislted by
certain Cree chiefs, among othera, the one who bears the name of Little
Pine. who afterwards was made prisoner by Gen. Middleton.

" The Cree chiefs bad made ail sorts of fiie promises to the Blackteet in
order to induce them to make alliance with them. At Orowfoot, where
fifteen of my mon were stationed, before our arriva), disturbances had
been caused by the Indiana. The agitation had been so great among
the white people of the neighborbood that the guardian of the section-
bouse had thought it necessary one day to make bis escape In a band
car, together with bis family, such was bis fear of being massacred by
the Indians. At Gleichen the Blackfeet, peaceful in appearance, were
constantly looking out for a quarrel, trying to do something wrong
which would give them a preteit for com"neng hostilities.

" They held regular arnd constant communications with the Indians
of the North, and learned al, the news from the spat of war sooner
than we did, and almost as quickly as by telegraph. Moreover, we knew
perfectly well that everal Blackfeet, especially 1 oung mon, had gene
to join the rebels. We knew one named White Galf, chief of a band in
the Blackfeet tribe, who, on his return from the north, paid several
visits to us at the camp at Gleichen.

" on two different occasions there arose quarrela between the Indians
and white people at Gleichen It was necessary therefore that I should
use the greatest pudence and observe the stricteat impartiality in
ettlin g sncb difficulties, which might have resulted in the-most serions

endings. Iu every case the indiana who said they were inj'red rushed
te arme and in the course of one of thc quarrels an Indian took deliber-
ate aim with his rifle, at close quartera, at a white man.

Il ought to say, that i le my conviction, that the presence ofOur
soidiers in that part of the District of Alberta sufficed to check many
attempta at quarrelling on the part of the Indians. Our uniform, differ-
ing from that of the Monnted Police, taught the Indians that we were
regalar troops sent by the Queen, which had the effect of inspiring theut
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with respect and a salutary fear which we worked to increase by every
possible uad legitimate means.

" Once more, I may say that but for our presence in the locality, the
Indians would not bave hesitated or delayed to harass and impose
upon the white people and commit depredations.

t I have the honor to be, your humble servant,
"ARrHUR EVANTUREL, Lieut.-Col.,

" Commandant of the Detachment at Gleichen of the
"9th Battalion Voltigeurs of Quebec."

We went down to Winnipeg, and I am sorry to say we
were again encamped in a swamp. We were expecting
daily to come back, and we endured our discomforts and
did not complain. I take this opportunity to say a few
words more of the 65th of Montreal. I think it my duty,
Mr. Speaker, while on this subject, to mention your valu-
able battalion, because, very possibly, it is the last time the
matter will come before the House. In going over the
Manitoba Free Press of Saturdaylast, I found the following,
which seems to be a fair appreciation of the value of our
Montreal volunteers. It is f rom the Winnipeg Free Press
of 23rd June, 1885:

" No praise is too great for the Winnipeg Light fnfantry, and the two
companies of the 65th for the cheerful manner in which they have borne
ail the weariness of the long march from Calgary here. The men bave
tramped nearly 800 miles without a murmur, and latterly on reduced
rations. There is no sugar in camp, no bean, no potatoes, no cheese,
no coffee, no barley, very little bard tack, no oats for the horses, no
uoap to wash with, no chewing tobacco ; but we have plenty of tea,
plenty of bacon, canned meat and flour, and on we have gone, flounder-
ing through water at times nearly up to one's waist, longing for home
news, all as sunbuint and black as Indians. but though disfigured still
in the ring. The men and officers of the 65th deserve high praise. A
great deal bas been said and written about the regment which bas
been unfavorable. It is untrue and consequently unjust. For nearly
seven weeks the two regiments have been brigaded together, have
marched together, have been under fire together, and my opinion of the
Montreal men is that they have borne their hardships bravely and cheer-
fully. Last Thursday the column marched 27 miles. There was no
chance for any one to ride, for the horses and mules were hardly able to
keep up with their regular loads, without the additional weight of
weary soldiers, and yet those two companies of French Canadians
marched into camp at 8 p.m. having started at ô a m, singing as cheer-
fully and merrily as though marching through the streets of Montreal,
and the same is true of the Light Infantry. Whe a ordered to g> down
into the ravine at Red Deer rivera when and where the bullets were
flying lively, the boys in the dark green coats never besitated for a
moment. With the inexperience of young soldiers, tbey bunched up too
much together while goin over the uncovered ground ad sufferel in
consequence, au error which Colonel Osborne Smith, with greater
experience, took care his men should not commit, and herein is the
secret of the casualties to the Montreal men, but never for one moment
did they hesitate or refuse to receive their baptism offire. MontreIl ray
well fel proud of ber boys, and it is time 1 bat the truth concerning them
was known. As many of the Montreal men cannot speak or understand
English, and as very few of the men of the Lighttnfatry au speak or
undeatnd 1Ireuoh, ic is impossible to fraternise together as oordially s
all desire. But in spite of this, the two regiments are on the very best
of termesand will long remember esch other.'

I am sorry that you, from your position, Mr. Speaker, can-
not speak for the battalion you oommanded, but that quo.
tation will make up a little for it. We found it hard wait-
ing so long for General Middleton, and I sent the following
telegram to the Minister:- c

vYerLKs & uy OU

"Hon. A. P. CAnON,
"'Minister of ilitia, Ottawa.

I Detaining troops here for a local cirous sked by the hotelkeepers
is a most unfair treatment to those who left al their affaire by necessity
of war. It is a groe political blunder, useless expense, cause of demor.
alisation for the troop. " G. ARYOT.

I received immediately an answer from the Minister of
Militia in the following terms:-

"Lt.-Ool AMYOT, "OTrAWA, 11th July, 1885.

"Oommanding 9th Batt., Winnipeg.
"I Congratulate you on safe arrival. You will certainly not be

delayed. Tour friends aIl anxious to see you back.I-
"A. .AJRON.

I give credit to the hon. Minister that he took immediate
measures that we should not wait any longer. He ordered
the trains and the necessary steamers and we came back

Mr. AuroT.

passing Owen Sound, where we had a splendid reception,
and in Toronto where the whole people turred out to cheer
our arrival. This was, in fact, one of the most pleasant
remembrances of our trip. I beard that Pariament was
about to close and I telegraphed to the Minister asking
permission to stop a short while here and serve as a
guard of honor to the Governor General, and I received the
following reply:-

.e C" OtTTAW, 18th July, 1885.
" To Lient -0ol. AMrOr,

" Will be glad to see you all back, and 1 congratulate you and your
men on what you bave done.

"A P. CARON."

"To Lieut.-Col. AsoT, "OTTÂWA 19th July, 1885.

"lWith Midland Battery, Union Station.
"All right, will be deligbted if you arrive in time.

"lA. P. CARON."

We were received very gallantly in Ottawa by the thon
Speaker. His Excellency the Governor General was kind
enough to address us some words of congratulation, and so
did the hon. Minister of Militia. There was no question
then of niything improper having been done by the bat-
talion. Everything seemed bright, and everybody was
atisfied. , am sorry that subsequent political events

r-banged the whole of that. On our arrival at Quebec un
immense gathering of citztns was held and an address was
presented to us in the following terms :-

To Lieut-Col Amyot to the Ofieers, Non-Commissioned Officers and
Men of the 9th Ratt ilion Voltigeurs de Québec.
I iear four months aro, in the worst season of the year for military

operations, you have sud:ienly been called to take- part in a remote
expedition.

- Without bing stoppe-1 by your personal affairs, nor by the suppli-
cations of your families, without being alarmed by the dangers which
you would have to run, as well fcam the enemy as from the climate,
you have, without hesitation, left your occupations, bid adieu t all
you held most dear, and heartily th-owing on vour uniforms, a few bours
afterwards, you were on board of the train which was to lead you, from
place to place, to the font of the Rocky Vountains.

" I would be untruthful if I affirme i that we saw you leaving with plea-
sure. Besides the regrets asri nxiety of those who felt the departure of
husbands, fathers, sons, bcothers, intimate frieds, we could not but see
with grief that the war in which you were to be called tc make se heavy
sacrifices, to run so great dangers, was a war against compatriots. With
what pleasure we would bave seen you going to fight an alien stranger.

'' But we were consoled by the ideal that law and public order must
be sustained, that insurrection, excusable though it might have been,
bd to be repressed, and thit the d%,ger of exce'ss against the infortu-
nates who bad called to arms was less great when the repression was
in your bands

I To-day, our joy is without mixture of regrets sud anxiety. To the
pleasure of seeing you safe and sound amongot us is added tt pride of
fiudiug that yeur condue: bas been to thte houor of your battalion,
city, nationality and country.

" You have bad no occasion to take part in a battle, but you have done
something much barder, specially for men new in the military profes-
sion : yon have, without complaining, suffered cold, hunger, fatigue,
miseries of all kinds ; you bave, dnring many month, endured the gar-
rison lite in places far from civilised centres, deprived of aIl that may
make life agreeable te men accustomed te live in a city as sociable as the
old capital of the Province. To fight a battle personal courage suffices,
and no man worthy of that name would lack that courage wheu occa-
sion presents itself But te endure what you have endured, to do what
you have done, more than that is required; it necessitates that patience,
that cool perseverance, that discipline whicb const;u-e military spirit,
and which could not be too much praised in a volunteer corps of recent
formation, without experience of active service. If yeu bave shown
such qualities in a war to which you were only called by your duty, and
which you could not but deplore with every one of us, what could we
not expect front you if-which God forbid-you were called to arm
yourselves against an enemy from outside, who might invade our coun-
try, threateuing our firesides? Each of those who preved themselves
such good soldiers, when they had to fight misguided compatriots would
ho worth tour men against au enemy for whom he would feel no sym-
pathy

" welcoming with joy those who come back, we must not forget
those who, having left us full of life and hope, have gone to die far from
their families I may assure the relatives of those last that they have
the most ard ýnt sympathies of the whole population of Quebec.

"Colonel Amyot. officers and soldiers of the 9th Battaion, in the
name of our city, I tell you : 'Yeu have well deserved of your country;
we are proud of you, and we wish you the most cordial welcome.'"

"Long lve the 9th Battaliun.
"FP. L&NELIER,.

t' 4vr
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Ail went well for many months; but when the Riel affair
came up, the papers in our section of the country attacked
me, because I attacked the Government on the Riel ques
tion. My officers and mon, all became, and I think jistly,
indignant at that, and when I was leaving Quebec to attend
to my duties in Parliament, the non-commissioned offiers
and men of my Battalion held a meeting, and passed the
following resolUtions unanimously -I read them because
they are testimony from my men, which I never asked or
suggested in any way, but which is the expresion of tbeir
spontaneous feeling : -

"I uoieed, that the non-commissioned ofcers and men of the 9th
Battalion, V. Q., protest with all their might against the dishonest
accusations proffered by certain newspapers of Quebec against their
worthy commandant and themselves; that .they are happy to declare
that during the whole of the North-West expedition ho has shown to-
wards them a constant devotedness, an indefatigable zeal for their
welfare, that he shared their miseries and fatigues and won their sincere
admiration and attachment.

" That in many circumstances their commandant has exhibited an ex-
traordinary energy to protect them and to promote the.interests of every
member of the 9th Battalion.

" That ho has guarded their morals and conduct, and it is due to his
exertions and those of our superior officers that the 9th lias come back
without a stain.

" That ho has always been encouraging us by his example and urging
upon us to work for the pride of Quebec.

" That the accusations proferred against him and us are false,
malicious, and it le to be deplored that they are made by compatriots
from our own city.

" That we pray for the happiness of our commandant, and that we
desire to assure him of our unalterable attachment.

1 That these resolutions be communicated to him at hie departure for
Ottawa, where, we doubt not, ho wiil well know how to vindicate the
bonor of the battalion, so grossly and so unjustly slandered.

"Sergt. EDWARD LEBEL,
"'Secretary."

Well, Sir, before that time the hon. Minister of Militia had
been knighted, and I felt proud of the fact, because ho was
a member of this louse and a compatriot of mine, and I
sent him a letter of congratulation. I have nothing to
change in that ; t think it was right for the Queen to confer
that honor upon him. To that letter of congratulation ho
repliedI" 

ST. PATRICK, 19th August, 1885.
"To Lieut.-Col. AMYOT.

" Many thanks for your congratulations, which I accept with much
pleasure fron you.

"oA. P. CARON."
Another letter of his to me says:
(Translation.)

" DuAE COLONEL AMYOT.
" Rivitau Du Loup, 10th August, 1885.

" • •4• I am glad to hear by Mr. Faucher de St. Maurice that
you have been admirably received by your friends of Bellechasse.

Yours truly,
"A. P. CARON."

This ends what I wanted to say about the 65th Battalion
and about the 9th, so far as I am concerned. But there is
another part of my motion, which relates to Major General
8Strange. I do not intend to enter personally into a discus-
sion oi that point, though there are some views which I
think it my duty to lay before the country. I will content
myseif with quoting the following letter to La Presse of
Montreal:-

"MILITARY C OLoNIsATIoN RANcHE,
"P. O. GLEIcHEN, ALBERTA, N.W.T.,

":/.6th July, 1886.
"Sa,-An article in La Presse, Montreal, 17th July, called My atten-

tion to the report of the Minister of Militia for the past year. I ot>tained
a copy through a friend, as the department did nut honor me with one.

'Il am pained, but not surprieed, tu tee the etxtraordinary injustice
done to the gallant troops I commanded in the late campaigu, especially
to the 65th battalion; though they are not alone, as 'dteele's Scouts'
and the 'Alberta Mounted Rifles' are absolutely omitted in the List of
froopa engaged in the campaign, as shown in the statement on the back
of the map, from which the locality of 'Frenchman's Butte' has been
erased *

" In the Deputy Minister's report, page xi, no mention is made of the
casualties in the action at that place-' Frenchman's Batte '--the very
exitence of which ha been so carefully suppresaed.

"F'or myself it does not trouble me that the rank and file of major-
general, which Her Majesty did me the honor to confer, has also been
suppressed. This occurs in the case of no other officer mentioned in the
report. Part of the report in question purporta to be based on extrats
from newspapers.

" It ie a novelty to bast official reporta of military operations on dis-
connected and unauthenticated extracts from newspapers, when the
official reports of the officers themselves are at hand.

" The singular egotism of the report in question ignores the firt ad.
vance of the Alberta field force for the relief of Edmonton, and would
make it seoi that the force having miraculously appeared in Edmonton,
commenced operations on the 20th May, the words being: '20th May,
Strange, Edmonton, with 65th by boat, rest by trail.' As a fact the
65th did not leave Edmonton by boat, but marched to Victoria.

" The object aimed at is evident to any casual reader of the report,
and you will not be surprised to hear that a part of my officiai report ha.
been cmitted altogether. As it concerne the reputation of the soldiers
I commanded it ie to be regretted that an officiai report to Parliament
must become the basis of history, which it will falsify by its omissions,
which answer the sane purpose as perversion of facte.

"I thank you for the justice with whiLh you treat me. It is a con-
trast to the injustice I have suffered at the hande of Her Majesty's
Imperial Government, which bas deprived me of my pension for the
half year during which I left my home and sacrificed my private busi-
ness, as did many others, to save this fair province from desolation and
bloodshed.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"T. B. STR ANG,
'Major Gentral, late Com. Alberta Force."

"MILITART CoLoNIs .TION RANCH%,
4iP. O. GLicaNEN, ALBIRTA, N. W. T.,

'lt October, 1887.
"To the Editor of the Tribune, Calgary, Alberta.

" SiR,-I amn disiuclined to bring forward a disagreeable subject
which 1 have left a long time in abeyance, hoping for soie explanation,
or at least an answer to my letter to General Middleton, dated 17th
June, 1887, asking if he or Sir adolphe Caron had any object ion to My
publishing that part of my report which had not been published, despite
the statements to the contrary. I bave tried to do my duty to Qanada
sa soldier and civillan for 16 years. If I leave ber shores in silence, it
would imply that I could not substantiate my statement 'that a portion
of my report lad not been publisbed and unnecessarily delayed. Such
silence would moreover be unjust to the force I commanded.

" My despatch reporting the action at Frenchman's Butte, 28th May,
1885, was in General Middleton's hande two or three days after the
event, as also Major Steele's despatch to me of the action at Loon Lake,
which I torwarded at once to General Middleton, who, moreover, re-
ceived a duplicate copy (direct from Major Steele). That despatch has
never been published.

" The despatch from Frenchman's Butte was not published till the
Canada Gazette of 22nd August, 1885, after my personal remonstrance
on the subject.

" The bulk of my report was not published for a year after, i. e , in
May, 1886, as an appendix to the general report laid before Parliament,
and thon a portion was omitted, which I now requesft yon wiil publish,
in justice to those I commanded, and the only means left me of proving
my statement as to a portion of my report being omitted.

" General Middleton is reported in the Montreail Herald, 10th August,
1886, to have stated to a reporter of the Btar, with reference to the sup-
pression of part of my report : 'Neither the Minister of Militia nor myself
are to blame, for I handed in to Sir Adolphe the exact report furnished
me by Major General Strange.'

" In answer to the question: 'Does the report appear in the Blue
Book exactly as you turned it in 7' Answer: •1Exactly, not a comma bas
beei changed.'

" When last in Ottawa, I saw General Middleton personally on the
subject and pointed out to him what had been omitted from publication.
He admitted the omission, but said that both he and Sir Adolphe Caron
did not consider the omitted portion of any consequence, and that ho
(Ueneral Middleton) did not concur in the conclusions I had made. He
also gave reasons (in which I do not concur) for the non-publication of
Major Steele's report. Subsequently, when I usaw In the Canadian
Mitia (Nasette, 9th June, 1887, that Sir Adolphe Caron had stated in
Parliament (in reply to a question trom Lt.-Colonel Amyot) that the only
written reports received from General Strange were included in the
general report published on the North-West itebellion, and would b
found in the appendices D and A, I wrote to General Middleton, as lie
iad been my superior in rank during the campaignu asking if there
would be any objection to MY making public the unpublished portion
of my report. Having waited upwards of three months for a reply, I
request you to publish the following :-

" Omitted portion of Major General Strange's report on the suppres-
sion of the North-West Rebellion, exclusive of the report of the action
at Loon Lake, wbere Major Steel commanded, of which there is no copy
in my possession:-

"iRÉsUM* oT RKatiLT.
I The work done by the force under my command, and the resulta

may be briefly stated as follows:-
" The cattile districts in the heart of the Indian reservea were seoured,

the frontier patrolled, and Indiana and Fenian incursions prevented,
and telegraph communication establiahed.
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" These resulta were mainly obtained by the raising of ranche cavalry
and home-guards, supplemented by the presence of com anies of infantry
at Fort bMcLeod, Crowfoot, Gleichen and Calgary. These detachmenta
secured the country against the rising of Blackfeet, Bloods, Piegans,
Sarcees, &c., protected the railroad and prevented its abandonment by
the Canadien Pacific Railway officials during the strike and alarm

" No doubt the feeling of alarn was much exaggerated, but could not
be otherwise, owing to the utter absence of arme among the settiers, and
the impossibility of getting any from the Government.

" The transport and supply was extemporised, without even the em-
bryo of the establishments considered necessary in a civilised country
while our difficulties were increased by the complete absence of army
supplies in the wilderness country through which we passed, and the
want of road, telegraph, or even mail communication.

"INevertheless, the rapid march of the 3 successive columne of this
force, etamped out the incipient seeds of active rebellion among the
turbulent tribes who had already commenced de predations, more ot
whom would have joined the Eastern outbreak but or the timely appear-
ance and location of troupe on their reserves, while a famine was pre-
vented in the districts north of Edmonton by the convoys of provisions
brought along the protected lins of communication.

" A flotilla was built at Edmonton ; a further supply of provisions
collected, and the hazardous and delicate operations of moving troupe
simultaneously by land and river, in open boats, touch being maintained
throughout, and a final successful junction effected % ithiu striking dis-
tance of the eney.

" Not a day's delay occurred from start to finish, though our base of
supply was more than 500 miles from our objective.

"-The excellence and carefulness of the scouting almost precluded
any chance of disaster, and quickly discovered the position of Big
Bear, who was imn;ediately attacked, the result being ihat although
the numeical inferiority ot our force prevented the capture of his posi-
tion, his band was broken up and demoralised, the majority of the prison-
ers released, and the subsequent pursuit by the cavalry of this force
under Major Steel completed the surrender of the remainder of the

isoners, the total dispersion of his band and his ultimate surrender.
ot a shot was fired in connection with these results except by the

Alberta Field Force, with only a loss of six wounded.
" Plainly drawing attention to these results is a duty I conceive due

to th officers and men I feel it an honor tu have command. By their
patiel t endurance, sense of duty, courage and steadiness under fire,
these results were produced."

"Your obedient servant,
'T. B. SrRANGE,

"Major General, late Commanding Alberta Field Force."

I really do not know why this report hu been suppressed.
I canruot understand the reason, but I believe it was sur-
pressed at the order of the Major General. Well, I do not
recognise his right to suppress it ; or if he bas the right, I
say ho has exercised it wrongiy. There is nothing in that
report which does injustice to the troops that fought under
General Strange's command, and there is no reason why
General Middleton should keep to himself the whole glory
of the campaign when Major General Strange earned a large
share of it. I communicated with General Strange after te
had left for the United States, and he wrote to me from
Illinois, on March the 3rd, 1888, the following letter :-

"lCHICAGO, ILLINOIS, U.8., 23rd March, 1888.
" My dear Colonel AMYOT,

" I bave only just received yours dated 9th March, enclosing No. 9
of Votes of Houase of Commons, in which I see your motion as regards
su ressed report and answer ot dir A. P. Caron, in Daily Citizen,
whioh, however, makes a mistake in calling it the excised portion of a
letter. It was portion of an official dispatch or report of military opera-
tions, over my signature, which no'one had a right to alter or excise
without my permission. If General Middleton thought I wrote any.
thing untrue, he should have said so in hie report or asked me to witn-
draw it. As it is, he first distinctly denied having omitted any portion,
and then, when I spoke to him face to face and told him 1 had kept a
copy of the report, he admitted that a portion had been omitted, but it
was of no importance, &c. What Sir A. P. Carona said in the plouse,
you know. If the days of duelling were not passed-l would say the
two knights, Sir Fred. and Sir A. P. were liars-pubhcly; but as
public opinion does not seem to be shocked at falsehoods from public
men, it is no use to say anything beyond proving that I though not
knighted am not the liar And I sen you copy of a letter L wrote
which was published in the Tribune Calgary, &c., with it a copy of
the omitted portion of the despatch. «e"bn I wrote the letter, 26th J uly,
166, I did not know exactly how much had been omitted as no copy
was sent to me, and I borrowed one for a short time. Nevertheless my
letter of 26th July is correct. I suppose my letter containing copy of
omitted portion of despatch which was pubisihed in Calgary Trsoure,
October, 1887, jou did not see. As I said before, I send jou manuscript
copy. As to auy further steps you may take, 1'being lkely to add in
any way to the hai hnes with which (you say) I have been treated by
the Canadian Government,' you are welcome to take any steps yqu
please. The Canadian Government cannot injure me any more than
they have done. •1Damning with faint praise,' they have doue worse.

Mr. AJiTOT.

The absolute ignoring of e general who commanded an aray in the
field, in a practically independent command is, I think, unknown in the
late annals eof the British army, ana in the eyes of the world condemns
a man to a stigma. My friends in England were so much- astonished
that 3 or 4 letters had not been added tomy name, that they enquired at
Colonial Office, War Office and Home (uards, why I was ignored They
were 1old that the Canadian Government had been bilent on the sub-
ject. Perbaps the Imperial Government would not have taken away
Sy pension, had my services to the Canadian Government been
in any way recognised b them or reference made to mv
services to the Imperial Parliament by the Dominion. In an-
swer to your other questions, I have only received the daily
pay and allowance of a colonel (not those of a major general) for
the number of days I was employed on the public service. I have re-
eeived no other compensation or remuneration for my seivices. I ap-
plied for $500 compensation for the expenses Iwas put to by having to
leave my home and put my family in safety at Oalgary-at extra ex-
pense as you know also for the lose to my business, &c., and the los. of
5,000 young trees which, having been packed in long cases, some fool
thought they were rifles because addressed to me, and they were sent
north. The $500 compensation was refused to me, though $10,000
would not repay me, for the Military Colonisation Ranche was ruined by
my absence. The Claims Commission, however, paid the company for
thirteen horses killed by Indians, and about 40 head of cattle driven off.
I personally got no compensation. The Military Colonisation Ranche
Las been made to suffer through the hostility of the Blackfeet, who
openly said they would be revenged onme for leading the troops against
them, and burn me out of the country. They have done so by burning
the ranch. which they could do with Impunity. The North-West
Mounted Police at Galgary gave no protection. Had there been no
police in the country the ranchemen could have taken the matter into
their own hande. I am trying to arrange for the saie of the ranche and
of my property there. I hope shortly to be on my way to England, so
soon as I can settle my affaire."

Further on ho says:
" Sir A. P. Caron, in his answer, said I bad been paid $2,000 (which

was not even the pay of my rank) but he forgot to mention that Lis
partuer in the monopoly of Canadian honore got $20,000 in addition to
his pay as a general I Of course I cannot compare myself to a man who
was wounded in the bat! i1 enclose you cutting to show you that in
vote of thanks every one is mentioned, including doctors and com-
missariat, but not the Alberta Field Force. Please return the cuttings. I
mean to keep them as remembrance of the reward of my Canadian ser-
vice.

"Tours truly,
"T. B. STRANGE."

I am not the only person who takes interest in the way in
which General Strange has been treated by his brother in
arme, General Middleton. I have here a letter from the Hon.
Mr. Joly. I do not know whether he intended it to be pub-
lished or not, but I think ho will forgive me if I read it now :

DEAR MR. AMYoT.
Il LCLERCVILL, P.Q., 14th April, 1888.

" General Strange leaves for England by the 25th of this month. You
know how many services he paid to Canada since le came to Quebec;
how he as virtually created our artillery ; how many times he Las been
called upon to maintain order in Quebec; with what courage and
moderation he has fulfilled that task; how he behaved in the North-
West rebellion."

In faut, I saw him in Quebec during the time of the riots.
He was there commanding the (Citadel corps. He was in
the midst of the firing, and people were killed at his side,
but he never hesitated in his duty and in compelling the
mob to keep the law. Mr. Joly goes on:

" And now he goes back to England, ruined, discouraged, without
even the least mark of gratitude from the country to which hie devoted
himself for so many year, without the least evidence to show to Lis
former companions in arme in England that h Las done his du' It
would be so easy for the Federal Government to recommend him to the
Imperial Government for one of those honorar> distinctions, such as
have been obtained by every one of the EngliEh officers who came here
to serve the Canadian Government. Do you see any means of obtain-
ing that conEolation for a generous man, who deserves the esteem of all
generous men? Do you believe I could do anything to help him? le it
better that I address myself directly to Sir Adolphe, or should I write to
the papers to awaken public sympathy 1 Now that the poor General is
going for ever,, he will no more be in the way of anybody. We may,
without fear, judge him upon his own merits and recompense him it ho
deserves i That recom puse will cost nothing to the Dominion, and
for General Strange and is children it would be a precious gift.

"Truly yours,
"H. G. JOLY."

I hope, these facts being laid before the Government, that
they will take them into consideration, and will find some
way of recognising the services of that brave general, who
was perfectly rined in coneeqDuene of the war. He had 4
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nice business in the North-West, but that was ruined. He
had to leave his ranche, and ho suffered such losses during
the war that afterwards ho had to oell everything ho pos
sessed. But General Strange is not the only one who has been
unfairly dealt with. The country had, in the North- West,
the services of another most valuable and distinguished
fficer, the youngest but not the least of the Major Generals
of the British Army, my hon. colleague, tho member for
Shelburne (General Laurie). By bis night and day's exer-
tions, and the benefit of his vast experiences, Canada bas
saved hundreds of thousands of dollars, in the mode adopted
by him for transport of supplies. If that branch of the
service bad entirely been left to him, we would not have
experienced the capture of convoys and prisoners. But he
seems to me to have been also a victim of that premeditat-
ed plan of cumulating upon one head the whole merit of
the campaign. Thon, can I forget the able commandants
of battalions, some of whom died during a glorious career,
including the regretted Colonel Williams, and who were all
so very effective in organising their corps and leading thom
amidst hardships of ail kinds, to the benefit and glory of the
country ? Not one of them bas dose ved one of the honors
or honorable mentions invariably conferred upon the officers
of corresponding rank in the Briish Army, under identical
cu cumstances. No mention of Colonel Otter, who, with the
gallant Queen's Own Rifles, a regiment of which any
country would be proud, "B" Battery, Ottawa Sharp-
ehooter s and Battleford Volunteers, who took so effective a
part in the fights; no mention of Major Steele, of Colonels
Grastett, O'Brien, Tyrwhitt, Scott, Smith, Bremner, Deni-
son ad othbers. I might speak also-but I know he does
not want me to do so-of our brave Suigeon-General; but
ho forbade me to say a word of him, and I will not
do so. It is a well known fact that in England, at
the end of every campaign, the title of C. B. is conferred
upon every officer commanding a regiment, or any officer
holding an equivalent rank. For officers of junior rank,
a distinguished service order bas been introduced. I
migh, sum up the whole of these lengthy remarks by
sayiug: 1st. In giving publicity to private tolegrams, the
Minister of Militia bas betrayed the secrecy of friendship
and lacktd the serse of honor. 2nd. lx curtailing and iso
lating them from surrounding circumstances, ho bas misre-
presented thenlso as to mislead the public and most ur-
fairly charge a soldier with want of courage and bravery.
3rd. In doiùig so, ho bas been most ungrateful towards a
devoted partisan and friend, most unfair to a commanding
officer of one of the two French battalions which went to the
North-West, and whose conduct bad received general and
unlimited approval. 4th. He had himself called for those
communications, had encouraged and approved of them, and,
therefore, ho was either e ncerely then approving them or
setting a mean trap. 5th. The military authorities have
moreover suppressed that pait of the officiai reports which
related the share bis fellow French countrymen had taken
in the suppression of the rebellbon, the noble way in which
they had acted. 6th. The.y have treated with deplorabe
injustice Maj i Genera1 Strange wbose past and actual
services had been most useful to the country. 7th. They
have fai:ed in ibeir duty in not recommending the superior
officers who took part in the war, for Imperial honors, as it
is usual in similar cases inEngland By monopolising those
honors upon the Minister of Militia and General Middleton,
they have proved ungrateful to the Canadian force at large.
Mr. Speaker, 1 have been defending myself. I might have
attacked ohers-spoiled some reputations;, but I do not
feel the necessity of lowering any one in order to raise my-J
f0lf. I would bve remained silent, perbaps, if the attacks
nmade upont me concerned only myself. But, under the cir.I
cumstances, it is my honor as a soldier which bas been at-i
tacked, and as such it belongà to my country, and I wouldj
b A coward indeed if I did not defend it, I now with on

fidence leave the whole case in the bands of this honorable
House and of my follow countrymen.

Sir A DOLPHE CA RON. Mr. Speaker, I always thought,
and do so, possibly, more to-night than I ever did Fefore,
that life is too short to fight the same battle over and over
again. The bon. gentleman who has just taken hie seat,
and who, no doubt, believes, and properly, that ho bas
been contributing somewhat to the history of Canada, in
the long speech ho has delivered to-night, bas, more than
once, come before this louse, and in different terms, and
otherwise than ho bas done to-night, bas laid before Parlia.-
ment and Canada bis interpretation of the events of the
North-West. Sir, I shall be brief in the few remarks I in.
tend to address to you in answer to the speech of the bon.
gentleman. fie states that it bas been asserted that the
services of the 9th Battalion were offered by him, and ho
bas denied that statement. Mr. Speaker, my memory se
far has been acourate in reforencu to the events which
have been so often brought before Parliament. I remem-
ber the circumstance well-the hon. gentleman volun-
teered bis services and the services of the battalion
which ho commanded. Moreover, I think that there are
gentlemen stili living who know whether I am wroug
ln making this statement, or whether the bon. gen-
tleman has' forgotten the circumstance under which ho
offered those services. Sir, I never for one moment
hesitated to give tbe hon. gentleman the credit which
he deserved for having offered bis services, and the services
of bis battalion, to fight the battles of bis own country. As
we all know, at that time the North-West was in the bande
of a man, or rather of a set of men, who were trying to
subvert the Government of the country, who were trying
to subvert the laws of the country-who were getting
up a revolt in that part of Canada. Can it be said that
there was a soldier in the volunteer force of Canada, which
bas always been so roady to answer the call of duty-
is it possible to suppose that there was one solider, or one
commandant of a battalion, who would have refused to take
service to maintain law and order and to defend the flag of
his own country ? Sir, I never accused the 9th Battalion,
anid the 9th Battalion has never been accused by anybody,
to my knowledge, on the floor of this Parliamont, of baving
failed to do everytbing that could have been expected
of any one of the battalions of the militia of Canada,
in the emergency which at that time arose. The hon. gen-
tleman has cited the telograms and letters which ho
bas read to the House, and which indicate that when-
ever I had an opportunuity of expreossing my opinion,
whenever I was given an occasion to speak of what
our troops were doing at the front, and on the field
of battle, I invariably expressed my admiration for the
manner in which the 9th Battalion had fulfilled the duty
wbich bad been confided to them. lt is perfectly true that
I took every opportunity to say that the officers and mon
of the corps bad done their duty, as Canada had a right to
ex pect that every one of e'r volunteers would do on such
an occasion. But, Sir, the hon. gentleman says-and it is
impossible for me to understand why there should be any
difference of opinion between us on that point-in one breath
be says that I have attacked the 9th Battalion, and
in another breath ho read my toegrams where I congra-
tulated him upon the success which attended bis efforts
to louve Quebec as rapidly as poseible, and to get to the
front, and upon the manner generally . in which his
battalion had fulfilled the duty whichb had been entrusted to
it, Now, Mr. Speaker, the bon. gentleman says that at
Winnipeg, in an interview with the reporter of the Free
Press, ho expressed his anxioty, and the anxiety of the 9th,
about going to the front. WelI, Sir, we ail knew-no one
in the Province of Quebec, or in the Dominion of Canada,
suspected for onc moment that the 9th would have deired
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to remain in Winnipeg when fighting was going on at some
distance from that city. Sir, I knew the bon. gentleman
and I have nover accused him, as ho has insinuated to-night,
of not being as brave as I know him to b ; but the hon.
gentleman immediately takes up the cudgels, because I con-
gratulated him upon his success aq a warrior, and im-
mediately ho turns around and says:I" Yo have abused me,
because you said I did not warit to fight." Weil, Sir, I have
never, in any interview or in any utterance which I bave
ever made in Parliament or out of Parliament, that I can
recollect-I never in any way spoke Pl the hon. gentleman,
except in terms similar to those expressed iin the tele-
grams and letters which have been read by him to-night.
The hon. gentleman bas kindly stated that he did not
accuse the Minister of Militia of having been at all careless
or negligent in providing 1or the comfort of the troops, but
ho has said that when they got to Winnipeg the offlcers
and men weie like animals who were put in a swamp, and
they had to stop in a place covered over with water. I
regret exceedingly, as we ail regretted it at the time, the
severe test to which cur militiamen and the force of Canada
were placed, but I must remind the hon. gentleman that ho
took the quarters which had just been vacated by Colonel
O'Brien's battalion, and I never heard any great complaint
from Colonel O'Brien or any of his men. It may have been,
I am quite prepared to admit it, that at the time when the
hon. gentleman succeeded to Colonel O'Brien in that parti-
cular camp it may not. have been in quite so favorable a con-
dition as it was when occupied by Colonel O'Brien and bis
men. But 1 must say that under those circumstances, and
the hon. gentleman know s it better than anyone else, it was
impossible to do more than was dune to mot the require-
ments of the force which was being sent to the front. The
manner in which thoofficers and men of every battalion bore
the hardships of the campaign bas been the theme of
admiration not only among Canadians but by people abroad,
who bave spoken with admiration of the manner in which
our mon withstood the hardships of the campaign. In sofar
as the Department of Militia was concerned, it was impos.
sible at that moment and with the very short notice that
was given to have prevented the hardships that occurred.
The hon. gentleman has read several tolegrams, and has
stated that 1, as Minister of Militia, telegraphed him: " I
place implicit contidence in you and your battalion." I did.
i never heard the statemenL contradicted except by the
hon. gentleman himýelf. Although the bon. gentleman
who, as ho says, was a friend of mine at the time, a gentle-
man whom I had met time and again not onily in Parlia-
ment, but out of Parliament as a friend, suddenly turneci
round and urged this cruel war against me. I nover
attempted to attack the hon. gentleman. I never had any
quarrel with the hon. gentleman. It was only whon the
hon. gentleman attacked me, when be called upon me as
a Minister of the Crown to produce let ters and telegrams
which were [aid on the Table of thi' flouse, that the diffi-
culty aiose between us. I never attempted to publish or
to open my lips about anything which had been communi-
cated to me by the hon, gentleman until ho made a motion
in 1886, as foilows:-

"Motion for correspondence containing ltters and telegrama ex-
changed between General Middleton and Lt.-Col. Amyot during the
tipeaitiun u thte 9th Battalion tu the North-West ; also between
the Minister of âilitia and the said Lt -Oi. Amyot auring the samne
timne."

It was my bounden duty, I could not possibly avoi it, to
produce the papers, and telegrams, and letters which the
non. gentleman himself as a member of Parliament insisted
upon having produced ; and the hon, gentleman has cast a
alur upon my conduct for having produced those telegrams
which he says were of a confidential nature. I have here
every tolegram and every letter which the hon. gentleman
over signed and ever adldresd to me, and I say that no
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telegram or letter marked private haq ever been produced
or published by me. The hon. gentleman says this diffi-
culty is between ourselves. Why ? The hon. gentleman
had a plan of campaign of his own, and iL did not altogether
agree with the plan of campaign of the Major-General who
was commanding the force. I lad confidence in the hon, gen-
tleman ; but the Major General was in command of the whole
force, and naturally I had to allow the operations of the
campaign to be conducted by the general commanding. 1
ean understand why the hon. gentleman in that telegram
tells me this matter is between ourselves, because if that
telegram had been communicated to the Major-General, no
doubt the hon. gentleman would have been severely cen-
sured, if not punished very severely, for having communi-
cated it to me. Tne point I wish to make is that no
telegram sent by him, no letter sent by him to me and
marked private las ever been published or brought down
by me or spoken of in Parliament or out of Parliament.
I have a number of his letters here and a number of tela-
grams whichb have never been published, and which I do
not intend to publish, and I repeat that noue of his com-
munications marked private have been published. The
hon. gentleman, in the course of lis remarks, said that at
certain places provisions lad been wanting, and the troops
had not all the-y expected to have or should have had.
That may be, but it was a proud moment for any
man who had at heart the interests of Canada that,
after that campaign was over and the men who had
gone to the front returned, not a word of complaint
was ever uttered. It may have been-[ am perfectly cer-
tain it must have been-the case, thar, at particular places,
and under certain circumstances, the provisions were not
what they should have been. But our men withstool all
the discomforts and fought under those hardships which
were absolutely indispensable to such a campaign, and I
never beard a word of complaint. Why-when the battle,
has been fought and the men have returned to their homes
and when they have done their duty-should this question
be now brought forward ? Why go back to those by-gone
issues, to those events which properly now belong to past
history, and which it can serve no good purpose to again
bring forward and thrust before the notice of the public. It
may have been that some provisions were wanting, and t
am certain they must have been wanting. There must
have been times when our mon suffered fqg want of provi-
sions, but I have never heard a word ofcomplaint from any
battalion, and I am confident it would have been
better if the hon. gentleman had not again brought
forward this matter. But I am attacked by the
hon. gentleman in connection with the death of two
of lis comrades in arms in the Nortb-West. I wish
to put myself before the country and before Parliament
in the position which I did take upon that occasion. The
hon. gentleman says that Biais' pockets were rified, and
the few dollars found there were utilised by the officers
of the department for the purpose of burying him. I have
never boasted of what I done in this case, and I have
never placed before Parliament the orders which were
signed by myself and sent forward in reference to Biais.
I telegraphed to Lient. Colonel Lamontagne, Winnipeg, as
follows :-

" Let me know out of what funds bave been paid funeral expenses
of Private Blais. Bas it been done totally at the expense of the Govern-
ment?

"A. P.' ALON1•

I got an answer from Winnipeg:

I Partly of Blais' funds and balance by Government, under bis uncle's,
Mr. Beaud rie, of St. Boniface, direciion. Letter explaining sent os 28th.

"E. LA&NWTAGNIE."

Mr. AMJYOT.
was sont to me?

Did the hon. gentleman say his telegram
I did not hear the boginning ?
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The beginning is a telegram

from Winnipeg addressed tome at Ottawa, which Ihave read,
and on the back of the telegram signed by myself I wrote:

tg wish aIl funeral expenses as already stated to be met by Govern.
ment, In Blais' case there should be no discrimination made.

"A. P. CARON."

The hon. gentleman can see that it was not by my in.
structions that the pockets of Blais were rifled for the pur.
pose of meeting the expenses of bis funeral, for the first
telegram which I sent was a telegram stating that I wished
all the expenses connected with bis funeral to ho met by
the Government. Of course I could not know what had
been done up there, but my instructions to the officers of the
department were euch, as the telegrams ard despatches
show, and I could not be held accounta ble for what bad
taken place. I may moreover state that in letters received
from Mr. Beaudrie, the uncle of that young man who died
in Winnipeg, ho insisted upon bis contributing a share
towards the funeral expenses. The next man to whom the
hon. gentleman bas drawn my attention, is the one wbo
died at Calgary (Marois), and the bon. gentleman said that
the expenses connected with bis funeral have been deducted
from the pay of Major Dowling. It may bo true or it may
not be true, and whon I say it may be true I do not mean at
ail that the hon. gentleman said what ho did not think to be
true, but in so far as the records of the Militia Department
are concerned, it is impossible to trace that anything bas
i een deducted from Major Dowling's pay, or from any
fther fficer's pay. to meet Ihe foneral expenses of any-
body. t did not know that the bon. gentleman was going
over every incident of that campaign and i naturally was
not prepared, as I might have been, to meet the charges
which ho bas made on these differeit points. Bit si far
as speaking from memory goes I[ rngy s-iy that so far as
Marois is e. cerned no moncy was deducted from
M-j 'r D3wlirg's pay to pay bis funeral expenses. The
bon. gentleman (Mr. Amyot), when reading the letters
which ho was kind enough to read to the House, and in
which he was kind enough to express bis satisfaction at the
manner in which I had been trying to do my duty as bead
of the department at that particular time, says that when
ho got to Ottawa everything had been all right. The hon.
gentleman recollects well how happy we were ail to greet
him on bis and his comrades return from the North-We4.
Your predecessor, Mr,.Speaker, opened up the portals of the
presidential hall to the volunteers who were returning from
the North-West, and everyone, no matter what bis nation-
ality Who happened to be in Ottawa, met together as one
people glad to welcome them back, and to greet the volun-
teers who performed their duty so well On that occasion,
Sir, the bon. gentleman again expressed the satisfaction at1
what had been done. The bon. gentleman says it was1
ail right up to the tirme ho gotto Ottawa. Well, everything
was allrigbt until the bon, gentleman chose to make it all
wrong ry attacking bis old friends and by acusing them of
having committel every possible atrocity, when they hadt
only been doing their duty, as men wno had been trusted(
by the country to do theoir duty as public men. The hon.i

gentleman bas aiso stated that after the Riel matter the
papors attacked him. Possibly they did, and I can say fort
one that they attacked more than the bon. gentleman.
There wore a good many persons who wore severelyt
criticised for the part they had taken in those sad events,r
but the hon. gentlemati knows perfectly well that the news-
papers, if they did attack him, attacked him because theyc
said ho had not been altogether consistent. They said thatt
when ho bad been'up in the North-West ho praised every.
thing that had been done, and that when ho got back,t
thinking that those eventa might bo fatal to the friende ho
had been supporting in politics for a number a
Of years, he changed his views ai that particular i

moment, and he immediately turned around and attacked
those whom he had been su1pporting for a great many
years. If the papers did retaliate it was because the bon.
gentleman had placed himself in that position in which be
could be fairly attacked for not having been altogether
consistent in the course which ho followed. Now the hon.
gentleman has also re'erred to the report of Major General
Strange. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Amyot) has, I believe,
expressed the view that this matter would not come before
Parliament any more, and I really think it is time that it
should not. I shouli like to place before you the report of
Major General Strange in reference to the paper which the
bon. gentleman says was sent to me by that officer and
which was not produced or which was not published in its
entirety:

" MEMoRANDUM: Upon the applie .tion made by the bon. gentleman ln
Parliament (Mr. Amyot) on Monday next Address to Bis Excellency for
copies of official correspondence between the Government and the
commanding officer of the 9th Battalion, 'Voltigeurs de Quebec,' during
the North-West Campaign of i885 and respecting the same.

2. Copies of reports furnished to the Government and military authori-
ties by Major General Strange, respecting the part that he took in the
rebellion ' 1885, as well as those respecting the dividing up of the forces
under his commami."

''3. opies of the report furnishei to GeneraiStrange by the Oom-
mandant of the 9th Battalion, V. Q , respecting the operations carried
out by the said 9th Battalion during the said campaign."

t am now going te read toyou the report made to me by Major
General Fred. Middleton and signed by himself. This is the
original document :

" There does not appear to be any correspondenoe on record in the
&djutant General's Ofmie, between the Government and the officer nom.
manding 9th Battalion Voltigeurs of Quebec, durin gthe North-Wdst
campaign of 1885. Secondly, reports by Major GeneraStrange, respect-
ing the part he took in the North-West campaign of 1885, are to be fonnd
commencing respectively at pages 43 and 51 of the Annual Report on
the Militia of 1881. There is nothing on record on the subject of
dividing up the force under command of Major General Strange. Third,
there is n3 report on reco-d at EHeadquarters male by officer commnand-
ing 9th Battalion to Maj i(r General Strange, respecting operatioas carried
out by said 9th Battalion during said campaiga."

Trisi is the offieial report frorn which I took the informa-
tion which I conveyed to the> IIouse whea the hon. gentle-
men asked for the production of that report, which I said I
could not produce. Now, t bave very littie t> add te whab
[ have stated. The hon. genlernarn as been complaining
a good deal of the papers which were produced, and of the
papers wbich were not produeud. It secmus almost inpos-
sible to satisfy lirm; but I have se many of these valuable
contributions to history ihbat t am perfectly willing te allow
the hon, gentleman to make his own solection of what ho
would like to bo published, and what ho would like to be
left aside. -Bat everything which bas buen produced and
which can be produced will tend to show that there nover
was a misunderstanding between the bon. gentleman and
the department up te the moment that he hirmself, re-
turning from the campaign to Queboc, changed his front
complctely, and attacked the friondi whom ho had been
supporting for so many years. One point I wish te call
attention to. The hon. gentleman says that in publishing
the telegrams which I did bring down to Parliament, I ao-
cused bm, or made him appear, guilty of cowardice, I
never acused the hon. gentleman of cowardice, and my
telegrams to him which ho has read indicato that, far from
that, I stated time and again that I placed implicit con-
fidence in him and bis battalion ; and why should ho say
that those telegrams which I published gave him the ap-
pearance of beirg guilty of cowardicoe? Why, they are the
telegrams ho hirn-elf wrote and cent to re; and surely I
could not do better than give the opinion ho himself enter-
tained of bis battalion and himself than by reading the papers
be placud in my hands. i defy the h n. gentleman, however,
to state that those telegrams or letters were private. It
was on the motion which he himself made in Parliament,
and which I was bound to obey, asking me to produce every
letter and tolegram which had been exohanged between the
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Minister of Militia and the commandant of the 9th Battalion,
that I producud thow letters and telegrams; and if anybody
is to blame for thoir produotion, it is not the Mnister, wno
obeyed the Order of the House on the motion of the hon.
gentleman, who immediately turned around and complained
of the production of such papers. In any case, I sincerely
hope that these discussions on events which are now past
will not recur as often as they have doue in the past. I
think we ought al join together as much as possible to
try and pacify, instead of keeping up, the agitation which
has been caused by those events. So far as I am concerned,
I have never attacked the bon. gentleman. I have defended
my department whenever it was attacked, as t mean to
defend it wbenever it is attacked by the hon. gentleman
or any other gentleman ; but I never, directly or indirectly,
insinuated tr hinted or said anything that could lead the hon.
gentle-man to stand up and state,as ho did to.night,that I had
accusid bis battalion and himself of cowardice. I never did;
and the whole recori of that campaign shows, fortunately
for Canada, that there were no cowards among those who
went to the front to fight the battles of the country. Ever y
battalion did its duty, French and English, as one people,
as we should be, ail j'ined togethtr to protect law and
order when they are ttreatened ; and I for one never,
direutly or indirectly, accused of cowardice any portion of
that corps which I admired so much for having fulfilled its
duty to the very utmost. I may a id that, in so far as the
production of the papers is concerned, the bon gentleman's
object no doubt was to make his speech, and to place him-
self right before 'he country ; but it would be impossible,
from any preceden: known, to bring down tho reports eent
by one general of a division to the major-general, and to
lay them before Parliament. Te o'her papers the hon.
gentleman bas ; ho bas read every letter and every tele-
gram, and, consequently, it would be useless to put the
Govenment to the expense of a very voluminous return,
containing papers whicli ho bas in his possession and which
he has read to.night,

Mr. LAURIER. I have no intention of entering into
this discussion, which je largely personal between my hon
friend the member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) and my
hon. friend the Minister of Militia; and even if I bad the
inclination, I frankly confess that I have not the knowledge
of the facts which would enable me to do so. But one or
two facts connected with this discussion have been clicited
which call for a comment or two. The git of the charge,
whi3h bas been made more than once by my hon. friend
from Bellechasse against my hon. friend the Minister of
Militia, is that the Minister of Militia brought forward and
gave publicity to certain telegrams of the hon. momber f r
Bellechasse, which, presented in that manner, were liable
to make him appear guilty of cowardice. To this charge
the answer of my hon. friend the Minister of Militia is
that he never produced any telegrams or communications
from the hon. member for Bellechasse except what ho was
foredtobring bytheOrderof the louse upoin a motion made
by the hon. member for Bellechasse himself in the Session of
1885. Now, if my memory serves me,rightly, this state-
ment of theb hon. Minister of Militia is not altogether accurate,
So far as my memory serves me, my hon. friend, the Minis-
ter of Militia, brought down, at one time, some telegrams
sent by my hon. friend, the member for Bellechasse, which,
from the manner in which they were brought, appear to
have been produced, not with the view of doing my hon.
friend justice, but with a view of making a point against
him. The occasion was the motion of the hon. member for
Montmagny, at that time Mr. Landry-a motion of
censure upon the Government for the execution of Louis
Riel. To that motion the Government answered at once by
the mouth of the Minister of Public Works, and the hon. the
Kinister of Public Works was followed by my hon. friend

Sir ADOLPK 04ao.

from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). Now my hon. friend from
Bellechasse, as a soldier, did his duty-and did it well, ac-
cording to the testimony now given by the hon. the Minis-
ter of Miliia-in quelling the rebellion; but as a member
of Paijament, as a political man, ho seceded from the G w-
ernment party which he had formerly supported. because in
bis opinion, the rebellion ho had aided, and properly aided to
quell, had been excited by the Government themselves.
Upon that occasion ho chose hie ground, and seceded
from hie friends. At a later stage of the debate the
Minister of Militia followed, and thon, for the firat
time, those telegrams-not all the correspondence and
telegrams which had passed between my hon. friend from
Bellechasse, white ho was commanding his regiment in the
North-West, and the Minister of Militia, but one or two of
them-were produced; and these, taken by themselves,
might convey the impression that my hon. friend had been
guilty of cowardice; anî, certainly, listening to the Minister
of Militia on that occasion, as he brought down those tele-
grams-telegrams which were brought down, not upon a
motion, and not when the hon. gentleman was speaking as
Minister of Militia, but when he was speaking as a member
of the Administration, endeavoring to shield it from the
censure which was thon impending- it was impossible to
come to any other conclusion but that they were brought
down to make a point against my hon. friend from Belle-
chasse, and not with a view of doing him the justice to which
ho was entitled.

Sir A DOLPHE CARON. They were brought down on
a motion.

Mr. LAURIER. The motion had not been made then.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, it had.
Mr. LAURIER, M y memory is not in accord with that

of my hon. friond. At all events, on the 17th or 18th
of March when the hon. gentleman spoke, the papers to
which he now alludes had never been brought down to the
House.

Sir ADOLPHIE CARON. My hon. friend will allow me
just to give him one date. The motion of the hon. member
for Bellechasse was made on the 11th of March, and Ispoke
on the 17th.

Mr. AMYOT. It was a notice of motion; the motion was
never made.

Mr. LIURIER. The notice bad been given on the 11tth
of March and the motion had not been made, tbe papershad
not been brought down ; and when the hon.gentleman epoke,
ho spoke, not as the Minister of Militia detending hie own
department, but as a member of the Administration, defend-
ing the case of the Administration; and ho chose to select
one or two telograms of my hon. friend from Bellechasse
and lay them before the House. I put it to the hon. gentle-
man to say whether his intention could have been other
than to humiliate my hon. ftiend. Well, my hon. friend
promptly rosented the conduct of tue Minister; and I leave
it to the Minister of Militia to say if bis conduot on that
occasion was guideJ by the rules of military honor or
of friendship, which, up to that moment, had exist-
ed between him and my hon. friend. This is the gist of
the charge brought by my hon. friend, a charge whiuh ho las
brought more than once since with a view of exculpating
himself from the insinuations made by the Minister of
Militia on that occasion. I am glad to see that ai last my
hon. friend bas suoceeded in bis object and extracted from
the Minister of Militia the admission that during the camn-
paign of the North-Weat my hon. friend acted like a brave
soldier.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I always said so.
Mr. LAURIER. Well, the hon. gentleman wasnot no

understood. Passing to another point of the discusion,'I
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would like to call his attention to the question of the funeral
of the man Marois. My hon. friend from Bellechase, who
was in command of the battalion, chose to give this man a
military service, and I am sure his (my hon. friend's) object
was praiseworthy, and 1 am sure aiso his object must have met
with the approbation of the Minister of Militia. Ris object,
no doubt, was to elevate the morals not only of the troops
but of the whole population, and it was quite proper that
an impreBsive service should be beld over the body of one
who had fought in the service of bis country. But, to day,
it appears, after three or four years have passed, that the
expenses of that faneral service have not been paid. The
statement bas been made by my hon. friend, and is not
denied by the Minister of Militia.

Sir ADOLPIE CARON. I say that it is impossible to
find any trace of anything of that kind.

Mr. LAURIER. Will my hon. friend tell me, if ho had
been willing to exert himself a little, ho would not have
been able to find out whether that was the case or not. If
the funeral expenses have not yet been paid, their non-pay.
ment is a disgrace to Canada, and I do not admit the excuse
that the hon. gentleman is not able to find out, I have
more confidence in my hon. friend than ho bas in himself. I
am sure that if ho will exerthimself everso little, ho will be
able to find out whether this is the oase or not. If it is ho
will make it his duty at once to see that such an error-I
will not qualify it by stronger language-should be remedied
at once. I have a few words to say about General Strange. I
have no censure to maIke of my bon friend. I willingly
give him the credit for having during the whole of that
campaign discharged his duties in a manner most creditable
to himself, but I believe also, if my bon. friend the Minister
(f Militia will exert himself, ho will be able, not only to
find what ho has been unable to discover, so far with regard
to the funeral expenses of Marois, but will also be able to
bave justice done to General Su ange. Everyone who knows
General Strarge knows that ho is a most deserving officer,
brave soldier and honorable man, who dîd bis country good
service in ber defence in 1885. Yet it appears that General
Strange complains that a part of the report which ho made
or the operations during the campaign never found its
way into the report of the Minister oi Militia-

Sir ADOLPHE CA.RON. Not my report.

Mr. LAURIER--and we have the statement made by
the Commander of the Forces, that the whole of Gaieral
Strange's report bas been published. I will not lay the
blame upon General Middleton or General Strar.ge, but
there is a strange discropancy between the statements of
these two officers. General Strange complains that the
whole of bis report has not been brought to light as it
should have been, yet we have on the other hand the state-
ment that everything which came from General Strange
has been published. This is a most lamentable state of
things, indeed, in the departmont of my bon. friend. My
hon. friend ought to see at once that there is somethiing
wrong somewhere, when two honorable men, such as General
Middleton and General Strange are making statements so
opposed to each other. Perhaps, my hon. friend will say,
on this question also, that it is impossible to find out who is
in the wrong and who is in the right. Again I have to say
t» my hon. friend, that I have more confidence in him than
he bas in himself, and that if ho will only exert himiself a
littie ho will find which is in the right.

Gen. LAURIE. I have occupied a seat for too short
a time in this flouse to be able to follow the points raised by
the hon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), but I must
express an opinion based on what the Minister of Militia bas
said, differing from him to some extent. lie regrets that this
matter bas been brought forward this evening. From my
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point of view, I am exceedingly glad it bas been brought
forward, because the hon. member for Bellechasse (bfr.
Amyot) has most industriously aind carefully collated a
history of the transactions connected with tho service of his
battalion, and bas produced documents showing the views
of the Minister of Militia in regard to him throughout the
whole campaign, and showing that the reports which were
commonly carrent through the country, reports which
were industriously spread abroad by catidid fi iends, who
are often too candid in their expressions of opinon, were
devoid of foundation. Imputations have been levelled
against my hon. friend the member for Bellochasse that he
was not zealous in the campaign, and imputatiors have
been levelled against the Minister of Militia that ho had
not acted fairly towards the hon. mermber for Belk chasse.
We have had it shown to-uight that the Minister of
Militia was in candid, frce and frank commumication
with the member for Bellechasse during the whole -f that
campaign, and it is exceedingly satisfactory to find what
the relations were which exi-ted botween thom at 'hat
time. It is true that, from a military point of view, thoso
relations were not what they should bave bon. As a
soldier, I cannot recognise as correct the communications
which passed between these gentlemen behind the hack of
the Major General. It is evident Iaut there was a misun-
derstanding between the two gentlemen wbo were corres-
ponding. The Minister of Militia naturally considered no
communications as privato. My hon. t riend f rom B-11o.
chasse (Mr. Amyot) would havo gone outside of his duty if
be had communicated with the Minister in any other man-
ner tLan privately. I am to blame to some extent for this
misunderstanding. The hon. member for Bellechasse waa
under n comnand, and a very good soldier ho was, and I
do not hesitate to sa.y so. ie and his battalion were
under my command, aid I never wish to have a botter
battalion than the 9th Battalion of Queboc. I had also
some English soldiers, and, if I were to have a con-
mand in the field, I would wish to have a combined
force of those two nationalities, French.Canadians and
English, and in such a case I have no doubt that
Canada would come well out of any diffioulty. But,
whilst I recognised that I was in a position ofcommand,
I could not help recognising, in regard to the hon. member
for Bel'ochase, as in regard to other hon. gentleman, su' b as
my hon. friend opposite who was thon communding the 35th
B3attalion, that we were triends, as well as occupying the
position of commander and commanded, and I have no
doubt that, in the dual capacity of members of this fouse,
supporters of the Government and officors commanding a
battalioni, communications may have passed betwoon mem-
ber and Minister which would hardly comport with the pc-
sition of a commander of a battalion and the Minister direct-
ing the civil branch of the Militia. As I said, I was myself
to a certain extent to blame. I have no doubt that someof
ihe views expressed by the hon. member for Billechasse (Mr.
Amyot) may have come froin me. We chatted at diff rent
times. Of course, soldiers on duty and off duty are noces-
sarily in a ditfeiont position. We chatted as to where
morey might be saved, and no doubt the potentialities and
the possib li ics were discus.ed, and no doubt out of those
possibilities were evolved the suggestions which my hon.
friend from Bellechase made, beoleving them to be private,
to his friend the Minister of Militia, who, being Minister, ap-
arently looked upon everything coming from him as official.
e have ovidence that everything in the militia of Canada

is not always conduuted with due regard to regularit.y. We
have the evidence of a resolution passed by the non-com-
missioned officers and privates of the battalion of my hon.
friend from Bellechase, when ho was coming up here,
expressing con fidenace i hinm. These things are, e1 course,
entirely contrary to the Qaeen's Regulations, but I do not
know that, on the whole, the militia force is the worse for
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it. It shows the good feeling which exists between officers
and men. As to the services rendered by the hon. mem-
ber for Bellechase (Mir. Amyot) and others, who were not
fortunate enough to be in the front rank, in the fighting
rank, it is thoroughly understood amongst soldiers and
administrators, and those who are in the military ber-
vice, that the duties discharged in forwarding sripplies
and guarding the lines of communication arc of as great
importance as facing the enomy in the field. The louse
of Commons in England mourns the loss of one of the most
distinguished officers of the British service, Colonel Dancan,
who was on the lino of communication on the Nile in the
campaign which had for its object the relief of Khartourm.
Ie was decorated by the Queen and receivel high honore
for the faithful disoba-ge of his duties on that lino of
communication, The Great Napoleon, speaking of his troops,
said it was not the actual collision of the troops with the
enemy in which the highest skill of a general was shown,
but ho said that an arrny marches on its stomach, that it
bas to be fed, and that the men who are charged with the
supply of an army, with the furnishing of its ammunition
and of its daily fed deserved greater credit and had greater
responsibilities than those who met the enemy in the field.
In the latest report of the English Commissioni on the Civil
Establishments of the Ai my, we have the evidence of Lord
Wolsetey, who cortainly may be recognised as an authority
on militay mauers. In answer to a question, ho says that
the officer in command of the lines of communication: " l
to be a military officer of rank, who at the same time is to
be the focus in which all the civil departments of the army
are centered. All the different strands of the rope, or the
different strands of the various civil departments will ho
united in him, and ho, as a military officer, will be responsible
for the feeding and the supplying of the army in front,
while at the same time ho commanda the linos of communi-
cation and is responsible for their defence.' For this very
reason, a military offlcer of rank, of experience, and of
judgment and of known courage is placed in that position.
A member of the committee asked if it was intended to
make a kind of Intendant General, to which Lord Wolseley
replied: "that it was not so intended, but that it was intended
that the bead and most of the officers, and perbaps all the
officers eventually, should be military.' Another memlber
of the committee asked the question: "Combatant officer-s
in fact?" Lord Wolseley said: " Combatant officers-in fact,
staff officers-beocause they wonld be the only ones fit to
ho placed in charge of such a commission." There is Lord
Wolseley's opinion, and he recognises that the most impor-
tant position in which ho can employ his best officerg is on
the lino of communications, which have to be defended in
case of emergency. Hore is another point to show the
dangerous position which that is. Hie is asked if the public
would know, in such a case, whom to hang in case of failure.
Lord Wolseley replies that now it would be very difficult to
find ont whom you could bang. It may not be out of place
to refer to the story of Sir Thomas Picton in the Poninsula
War. He was a quick-tempered man and was afterwards
killed at Waterloo. He waa determined that his troops
should be fit for fighting, and one day hoesummoned the
commissary and said to him: "If my men do not
get their rations to-morrow morning, I will hang you."
The commissary went to the Duke of Wellington
and complained. The Duke said. "Did ho threaten
to hang you ?" The commissary repeated that he did.
"Then," said the Duke: "If I were you, I would
take precious good care to have the provisions ready,
because Sir Thomas Picton is a man of his word." We have
heard it stated across the House that no imputations have
been levelled against the hon. member for Bellechasee (Kr.
Amyot) in this House or by the Government. It is true that
mistakes have been made, but it ie not likely to those who
know the hon. member for Bellechasse, who have met him

Mr. LAURm.

on the platform or in the House, who know that he is a
man with the courage of bis convictions-is there anyone
who does not recognise that he is one of the most pug-
nacious, one of the best fighting mon in this House ?
Knowing imi to be of that character, it would be chiidish
for us to charge him with anything approaching the term
that has been thrown at him outside ; it is wild talk. The
hon. gertleman knowing that we do know him, may be
assured that no sueh idea of him is entertained by any man
in this H.use, or by ary man in a responsible position
outside of it. It is wild talk, and he can well afford to
disregard it.

Mr. AMYOT. I do not persist in pressing my motion,
as my object bas been attained, and I beg to thank the hou.
gentlemen for the kind words they have uttered in my favor.
As to M arois' funeral, I want to say that my authuîi y is
Major Dow'ing's letter, which I read to the House.

Gen. LAURIE. If I might say one word in explanation,
I took upon myself the responsibility, as acting on bchalf
of the Minister, of paying ail the expenses of sending
Marois' body on to his regiment, that he might recoive a
military funeral.

Motion withdrawn.

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

Motion agreed to; and louse ad)j rurned at 11 .n.

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuE5»AY, 26th February, 1689.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clocka

PRAYERS.

FIRSTi READINGS.

Bill (No. 73) to ii.corporate the North-Western Junction
Railway and Lake of the Woods Railway Company.-(Mr.
Davis.)

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Supreme Court of the
Independent Order of Foresters.-(Mr. Jamieson)

Bill (Ne. 75) respecting the Bay of Quinté Bridge Com-
pary.- (Mr. Corby.)

Bill (No. 76) to incorporate the Northern Pacifie and
Manitoba RKilway Company.-(Mr. Daly.)

Bill (No 77) to further amend the Act incorporating the
London and Canadiau Loan and Interest Comptany.-(Mr.
Cockburn)

Bill (No. 78) respecting the Wires of Telephone,Telegra ph
and Electric Light Companies of the city of Toronto.-
(Mr. Small )

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Union Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 80) to incorporate the Dominion Mineral Con-
pany.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Canadian Super-phosphate
Company.-(àîr. Kirkpatrick.)

MESSAGE FIO31 RIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir J.OHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
Hia Exoellency the Governor General.
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Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-

STLuaTn or PrTON.
Gmemeem of the Rouse q Commona:

I acknowledge with thanks the A idreus you have loyally adopted,
in answer to the 8peech with which I opened the Session.

I receive with satisfaction your assurance that the important mea-
sures submitted to you will receive your careful and full consideration.
GOvURNKxU Bous,

OTTAwA, 21st February, 1889.

ENQUIRY FOR REI'URN.

Mr. BOWMAN. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I would like to ask the Government whether they
intendto bringdown areturn wbich I moved for last Session,
in reference to the receipts and expenditures of fire insurance
companies ? At this stage of the Session, it would scarcely
ho woi th while to repeat the motion, because it is not likely
that it would be reached.

Mr. FOSTER. I will look into the matter.

PRIVILEGE-SEURET SERVICE FUND.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Before the Orders are called, I would
like, with the consent of the louse, to make a statement
with regard to certain articles which have been published in
some newspapers, both in Canada and outside of the country,
based, I have no doubt, upon a leter contained in the last
report of the Auditor General. I dare say the letter is
quite familiar to hon. gentlemen who have seen the repo.-t
ihe Auditor General dces not give his own letter to me;
but the letter wbicb I sent to him in reply, I will read:

"INL&ND RIvUNU DEpARTMUNT,
"IOTTAWA, Jan. 17, 1889

DÂan Sia,-In reply to yours of the 15th inst., calling my attention to
two payments to me out of the 'Preventive Service' expenditure for
1887-88, for which there are no vouchers except the paid checks, and
asking me to furnish you with in*ormation as to the disposition of these
sums.

" This information I mrst, of course, decline to furnish. The sumo
referred to were expended in accordance with the intention of Parlia-
ment.

"I am, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"JOHN 0OSTIGAN.''

Ihis letter seems to have been made the basis of those
articles published in the newspapers which I will not now
take up the time of this Ilouse in referring to ; but no
matter how questionable a newspaper in this country may
be, articles published in it are sometimes copied into papers
outside of the country. 1, therefore, attach some importance
to them ; and in order to set myself right, I ask the louse
to bear with me while I explain this inatter. Following
the publication of this letter b'y the Auditor General, these
papers took up the question, and declared, in connection
with some proceedings before the Parnell Commission now
sitting in the O d Country, that the secret service fund of
this country was placed at my disposal, that I controlled
that fund, and that very likely out of that fund I had paid
money to the gentleman whose name has appeared in the
press lately as that of LeCaron. So far as the members of
this Hlouse are concerned, I do not think it would ho
Decessary for me to deny that ; but for parties outside it
ma'ay ho necessary for me to state, in the firet place, that I
bave nothing to do with the secret service fund at the
disposal of the Goverument. Every member here knows
that for my department, every year, besides the appropria-
tions to pay salaries and contingencies, a certain aum is set
apart, called the Preventive Service Fund, out of which the
Minister is authorised to make, without giving any vouch-
ers, such payments as ho considers to be in the public
intereet. On very few occasions have I exercised that
riglit during the eight years that I havo been in the depart-

ment. I think not more than three or four occasions. I
think the largeet amount I have ever drawn from that fund
was 8500 during the last year covered by this report. I
must state to the House that the expenditure st year was
about $18,000 for the preventive service. Some payments
are made at times without giving names or vouchers, for
reasons well known and understood by Parliauent when
voting the monoy. I state that the whole 818,000 bas
been expended and aocounted for in the ordinary way, like
other public moneys, except the $500 referred to. I stated,
of course, to Mr. McDougall, the auditor, that I did not
think he had the right to ask for vouchers for the $500
expended, and when ho discussed the matter with me, ho
agreed that I was right, but hoesaid I should take him into
my confidence. This, I said, I was not obliged to do. I
merely state, so far as Mr. Le Caron is concerned, that I
never heard of him until I saw bis name mentioned in the
Press, that I bad no occasion to use him, and that ho bas
never been employed in my service. I am not looking
after the secret service in any respect, but solely after the
Inland Revenue Department, and every dollar of money
paid out of my department including the $500, has beon paid
to Canadians for services rendered within the Dominion of
Canada in connection with my own department. Neither
to men like Mr. Le Caron nor for services which ho claims
to have been rendered, and whicb, according to certain
writers, entitle him to my sympathy, has any money been
paid by me or through me or my department.

SUPPLY-THE FISHERIES.

Mr. FOSTER moved that the House again rosolve itscf
into Committee of Supply.

Mr. LAURIER. I now rise for the purpose of calling
the attention of the louse to the question of the Fisheries,
and to the position in which the relations between Canada
and the United States stand with reference to this question.
I submit at once, and it les aproposition to which no dissent
will, I am sure, be offered, that there is not at this moment
a more important question to Canada; and I submit at once
also, that it is urgent that upon this question the Govern-
ment and Parliament should speak promptly and with no
uncertain sound. The only reference made to this subject
by the Government at all since the opening of the Session
was the paragraph contained in fis Excellency's Speech
to the effect that since the Washington Treaty bad
not been ratified by the American Senate, nothing
remained for Canada to do but to continue to exercise
her rights as prescribed by the Convention of 1818, until
some satisfactory adjustment was arrivcd at by treaty be-
tween the two nations. In the early days of the Session,
the hon. gentleman who represents the counties of Rich-
mond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), gave notice of a motion which
was intimately connected with that subject. One would
have expected that the Government would have availed
themselves of the opportunity thus afforded them, to expose
fully and minutely to the louse the course they intended to
follow and the policy at which they had arrived. But when
this motion was called, it was postponed once, twice, three
times, four times and five times, and every time at the
request of the Government. A few days later, when my
hon. friend from Queen's, P.E.L. (Mr. Davies), put the
question to the Government, whethe they intended to
continue or not the modus vivendi, the answer ho received
was the ceonvenient, ever at hand, always serviceable
answer: "nder consideration," It must thon bave become
evident to every man in this Houee that the Government,
upon this question, had no policy to offer, that they hold, as
they have beld of yore upon that and many other questions,
an irresolute, vacillating, halting and hesitating policy, and
that they will continue such policy untîl the time for deliber-
ation will be passed, until the time for action will well nigh
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have passed away, until every action, even if taken in the
right direction, will be taken too late and probably remain
barren of result, powerless, perhaps, to repair the possibly
irreparable irjuries that may have been done in the mean-
timuae. Under such circumstances, when the Government
refuse to rise equal to the duty of the hour, when they re-
fuse to discharge the duties which are incumbent upon
them, it, becomes the duty of the Opposition to come to the
frcnt, to clear the way, and to show the Government what
is the duty of the hour and what is the course which should
be followcd in the interest of the country at large. Were
this a purely domestie question, the temptation would be
great, peihaps, to fold our arms and to wait and profit by
the ever-increasing embarrasbment of the Government; but
the isFues are too great, the consequences are of too serious
a chairacter, and it is better, by far, to set aside aIl party
tactics.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Bear, hear.

Mr. LAURIER. Yos, botter by far to lose all party
advantage and to point out at once where the wrong is and
where poseibly may be obtained the remedy. What is the
situation ? At this moment there is au Act, which is the
law of the neighborin g Republic, whereby at any moment
the President of the United States is authorised to close to
our ships all entry to American ports, nay more, to prevent
importations into the United States of any go' ds comirg
from Canada; and when we consider the fact that the
exports lest year of goods from Canada to the United
States, exceeded the sum of forty million dollars, we have
the evidence at once of the magnitude of the possible evils
whieh may await Canada, bhould such a policy be put in
force. This is the situation as it now exists. Here are the
two principal offsprings of that great mother of nations,
Engiard, standing side by side, with every inducement of
blood, of common origin and of a common history extending
back into ages, to stand together on terms of the most
intimate friendship, yet with their relations having reached
such a degree of bitterness and hostility that at any
moment we may have commercial war. A few days ago,
in another debate, the opinion was quoted of an hon. gentle-
man who occupies a very high rank in the estimation of
bis party and country, Sir Charles Tupper, to the eflect that
the line is very thin which separates commercial war from
actuel war. His words may again be quoted as perfectly
applicable to our present position. le said :

" We stood face to face with a Bill providing for non-intercourse be-
tween the United States and Canada. I need not tell you that that Bill
meant commercial war. I need not tell you that it meant not only the
ordinary suspension of friendly feeling and intercourse betwecn the two
countries, but that it involved much more. If that Bill had been
brought into operation by a proclamation of the President of the United
States, I have no hesitation in saying that we stood in relation to that
great country of commercial war, and the line ie very narrow which
separates commercial war between the two countries from actual war."'

Still, even net going so far as Sir Charles Tupper went on
that occasion, the fact romains that the situation, even if it
mtans tolhin elise than commieicial war, is a most deplor-
able nce. Well, for that situation I say that the Govern-
ment of Canada is largely responsible. I do not say solely,
but I say largely responsible. Justice and fairness compel
me to sey, aLd Isav it frankly, thbt in many things the
Governmt ntof the United SLatîs, in their conduct towards
Canada, wtre as blameable as the Government of Canada
were towards the United States. If' I were an American
and stood on the floor of' Congress, I would deem
it my duty to say tr the American people, how,
where, and when their conduct bas been want-
ing towards Canada In fairness and generosity.
But I am a Canadian, and I stand bore on the floor of Par-
liament, and I deem it my du1y to show to the Government
where they have erred, where they have commit ted wrong,
and where in my estimation it is possible to undo the

Mi. LAVUa.

wrong which bas been doue. Sir, on this side of the House
we are of the opinion that, from the moment the American
colonics severed their counection with the mother lund, the
most satisfactory relations that ever existed between the
mother lard and the new Republic, and between that Re.
public and Canada, were the relatior e wbich were oreated
by the Reciprocity Trea!y of 1854 This is our bolief; and
upon that belief we act. We have made it an article of our
programme to obtain, if possible, not merely a restoration,
but an enlargement of that treaty. We have made it an
article of our programme to convince, if possible, the two
nations that it would ho for their mutual benefit to restore
and to enlarge rhe provisions of that treaty. There was a
time not yet far distant, when to a large extent the Conser-
vative party beld the same views. They made those very
views the basis of that system which since, by a strange
misnomer, bas been called the National Policy. The resolu.
tion introduced by the rigbt hon. gentleman, at that time
sitting on this aide of the Hiouse, which bas been the gospel
of the new doctrine, whichb bas been more than the law and
the prophets to his party, has been often quofed to this
House, and I might be dispensed from quoting itagain, but
the memory of hou. gentlemen on that side of the House is
so short, so defective, so deceptive, and so treacherous, that
il may ho an act ot charity again to quote that motion, and
to show them the downward career they have followed
ever since. The motion, after reciting all the benefits which
were to follow from the adoption of the vague, indistinct
policy which was called the National Policy in those days,
went on in the following language :-

" And moving as it ought to do in the direction of a reciprocity of
tariff with our neighbors, so far as ihe varied interetse of Oanada may
demand, will greatly tend to procure for this country eventually reci-
procity of trade."

That was the aim-a reciprocity of trade-and what is the
result ? Non-intercourse and a commercial war. Well, we
believe that, as far se the hon. gentleman meant to have
reciprocity of trade, ho could not have adopted a worse
policy than the policy which he adopted to achieve the end ho
had in view. Be this as it may, we on this side of the House
etill believe that the golden et a of the commerce of Canada
was the twelve years cf the Reciprocity Treaty. It was
not so only on account of the material prosperity which it
assured to the people of Canada, but the treaty was also
connected with other advantages, the importance of which
no one can deny. First of all, it set at rest, for the time
being, that ever vexing quebtion et the fi.-heries. Then it
tended to croate and cement a growing amity between the
two peoples. It is the individual experieice, and il is the
national experience as weil, that amity will ever follow in
the path of mutually advantageous trade relations; bat,
unfortunately, the growing amity, c.msequent upon that
treaty, received a rude shock at thj time of the civil war in
the United States. It is a matter of hi,tory that, in that
great struggle, when the existence of the Republic was
trembling in ibe scaks of destir.y, the sympathies
of the Government of Canada, and of a large number
of the pe'>ple of Canada, were not on the side which
fought for right, and which eventually triumphed.
In this, however, the Government of Canada were
not more remisa than the rest of the civilised world, b-
cause, in that great struggle btween frecdom and slavery,
the heart of the civilised world did .ot beat in favor of the
side which was in favor of Ireedom. Even England, which
had only a few yeais before aboliihed slavery in her own
dominions, abetted the cause of lavery by covert acte, as
far as possible, though not by overt acts. It was not that
England sympathised with slavery, or did anything but
hold it in abhorre.ce, but there was something which ng-
land, or at least the governing clsus of England, dreaded
still more than slavery, and that was the democratic insti-
tutions of which the Republic was thse mbodiment, and
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which were then on trial. Times move fast in our day.
The England Of 1889 is no longer the rngland of 1861.
To-day, England is almosi a democratie country. We have
recently seen a seion of the English aristocracy attempting
to orgenize a Tory Democracy. Who, in 1861, would have
imagined it possible to see those two words combined ? In
that respect, the England of 1861 was very much the same
as the England of 1775, and the state of feeling in that
country in 1775, which led to the rebellion of the American
colonies, is spoken of by Mr. Green as follows, in his
i History of the English People." Speaking of the tyran.
nical and despotie measures of the English Government,
which finally drove the colonies into rebellion, he says:

" And behind al these grievances lay an uneasy sense of dread at the
democrati2 form which the Government and society of the colonies had
taken. The Governors sent from England wrote back words of honest
surprise and terror at the levelling principles of the men about them.
To statesmen at home the temper of the Colonial Legislatures, their
proteste, their biekeringe with the Governors and with the Board of
Trade, their constant refusal of supplies when their remonstrancus were
set aside, seemed ail but republican."

Those feelings which actuated the English Government and
the English Parliament in 1775 were the feelings which
actuated the governing classes of England in 1861. It was
the same thing with the rest of the civilised world. A
French writer said in the early part of this century,
referring to the American Republic : "just let that child
grow out of her swaddling clothes." He prophesied that,
before she reached maturity she would be rent asunder by
factions, and, when the rebellion broke ont, the secret of
the sympathy manifested throughout the civilised world
for the South was that there was a secret hope that the
Republic would be so rent as to go ont of existence, and
that the fragments would be held as a warning that purely
democratie institutions could not be permanently embodied
in a Government. I can understand that being the feeling
in European society, but I am at a loss to understand how
it was that Canada, which in that day, as now, was a purely
democratic country, did not throw its whole sympathy into
the cause for which the North was then fighting. Not
that we could do anything to help it. The North could
fight its own battles. But, if we had shown anything like
sympathy with the supprters of the American Union in
their struggles with re llion, they would have given us
their friendship in return, as they have always been ready
to do te those who sympathised with them. But, finding a
hostile people on their border, the first thing they did,
when they had the opportunity, was to cnt us off from
the reciprocal trade relations which we had with them.
This is the first fault which, I think, has been committed
by the Government of Canada in our relat ons with our
neighbors. With the abolition of the treaty all the old
quarrels, all the old dilffculties in regard to the fisheries,
were renewed. An occasion, however, soon Aiose which
put into the hands of the Government of Canada an oppor-
tunity, to some extent, of restoring the facilities of trade
between the two nations, and good fellowship at the same
time. The close of the war had left many difficulties to be
settled between England and the United States, and at last,
as we all know, commissiocers were appointed to settle
those difflculties, and amongst the commissioners was one
selected from Canada, the right hon. gentleman himself.
Well, the Fishiery question was one of the first and most
important that the commission had to deal with. The
British plenipotentiary offered to settle that question
by a restoration of the Reciprocity Treaty, but, as
we can well imagine, the feeling of irritation in
the United States was still such that that offer
was rejected. Shortly afterwards, however, the Ameri-
can plenipotentiaries offered to settle the question by
obtaining access to car fisheries in exchange of free
trade in coal, salt, fish, and from the 1st of July, 1874,
the article of lamber. I am sorry to say that this

offer, instead of being accepted, was asked by the British
plenipotentiary to be supplemented with a money consider-
ation, and this was refused. It is true, however, that the
American plenipotentiaries had before that time offred to
settie that question by a money payment. They seemed to
have been willing to settle either by money payment, or by
trade facilities; our plenipotentiary, on the contrary, of-
fered to settle with them by trade facilities supplemented
by a money payment. This was refused, and finally, as we
know, the question was settled for a time by granting to
the Americans, for the space of twelve years, access to our
fisheries on the payment of a sum of money to be deter.
mined by arbitrators, and free trade in fish. Well, Sir, I
do not hesitate to say that, in my estimation, of all the
ways in which that question could have been settled, the
moet unfortunate was the way which was adopted, the
most unfortunate was to settle iL by a money consideration.
It must have been then evident that what took place since
must necessarily take place; that is to say, that as tbe terms
stipulated and paid for had expired, the question would be
re-opened with increased bitterness. However, this was done,
and this was the secondfaultcommitted by our Government
in the settlement of that question, and in the history of our
relations with our noighbors. The right hon. gentleman at
that time was in power, and sbhortly afterwards ho lost
power. When my hon. friend beside me was in power, the
right hon. gentlemen, and bis friends, being thon in Oppo-
sition, turned savagoly upon the Administration; they
attacked it with all the means which a perverted ingenuity
could devise, and they thought it honorable warfare, in
order, if possible, to make a point against the Government,
to open ago i'st the United States a campaign of brag and
bluster. I have quoted the resolution introduced at that
time by the right bon. gentleman. Well, if the matter had
gone no furtber than that, I would not have much to say;
but the resolution which was then introduced was intended
to force the United States to give us the reci-
procity which they would not give otherwise, and the
feeling was intensified by the most violent speeches.
Sir Charles Tupper, for instance, went to the Maritime
Provinces, and stated there that by adopting a policy of
retaliation, by Oanada building up a tariff wall against the
Americans, we would in a fow years bring the Americans
to their knees, and force them to give us rociproeity.. In
Prince Edward Island, ho used the lunguego gain and
again, and usod it with some ffect, becaime at that time
the Isltuders sent six represontatives to this i11ase, to help
the Government to build that tariff wall which it was sup-
posed was going to bring the A mericans to their knees. I
am glad to say, however, that since that time the people of
Prince Edward Island have come to take a botter view of
the situation, and they now understand that in order to
have reciprocity they must take morne other way. Well,
Sir, the least that can ho said of our relations with Our
neighbors, is that such langaago and such conduct was
not calculated to prormote go d feeling between the two
nations. If the Americans wore disposed at that time to
enter into negotiations with us, with a view of estab-
lishing freo trade between the two countries, the very
moment that Canada pretended to be able to force them,
that moment the Ameiicans would stiffen their backs,
and refuse to give to threats what they miht
have been disposed to give to negotiations. But
that language had its effect in Canada. The Canadian
people, believing the promises hld out to them by the Con-
servative party, then in Opposition. returned that party to
power, and gave them an opportunity to build their tariff
wall and to establish a reciprocity of tariffi. They did so,
and what was the result ? Why, the result was that in a
few years, instead of opening the American markets to free
trade, the first thing the Americans did was to take au
opposite policy and to abolish the fiLhery articles of th.
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Washington Treaty, tor cnt off from us what little advantage that language. This was exactly in accordance with the
we had under that treaty, and to bring back the state of policy always pursued by the hon. gentleman and his Gov-
affaire which had before existel. This was a serions mat- ernment; it was the same policy whioh had been inaugur-
ter. When the Americans gave notice te the Government ated in 1877, to force the A mericans to come to us and net
of Canada that they would not continue the fisheiy stipula- allow Canala to go te the Americans. The Government had
tions of the Washington Treaty, the Government had b fore a policy by which they were going to force the Americaris to
them a great duty to perform. And how did they perform come to us; they have put it into effect piece by piece.
that duty ? They performed it by a policy of masterly First, they erected a tariff wall around this country; but
inactivity; they never budged; they never stirred; that not being sufficient they made an addition. And what
they observed up-n that question a conspiracy of silence, was t iat? The unwarrantable manner in which they com-
remaining serenely indifferent as te what might be menced to execute the Convention of 1818. I take issue with
the consequences of the attitude of the United States. the rigt hon. gentleman upon this, and I say that,in my
When we on this side reminded them that they had estimation, no greater fault was ever committed by hie Gov-
a duty to perform, when they were asked from this side te ernment than in the way they carried ont the Convention
act, to do something, anything, te meet the new situation of P18 in 1885. They refused to ship the fishof Americans
that had arisen, what was their invariable answer ? Their in bond. They seized their schooners for alleged or
answer always was: "Hush I bush bush ! don't ask for trivial offences of the customs law, and they
information; don't ask for anything whatever; leave the placed upon the Convention of 1818 the narrowest
matter te us; you do not know wbat harm you may do to an construction it was possible to put upon it, a construction so
international question of this sort, by asking for informa- narrow, and in some cases se inhuman, that there are in-
tion ; do not force our hands; leave it to us; everything will stances where the schooners were forced back to sea without
all come out right in time" They never stirred a finger boing allowed the privilege of buying a single article of food
in order te meet the new situation which was about to face in a Canadian port. They expected to bring down the
them. Seeing this inaction on the part of the Govern ment, Americans by that policy. What was the result ? The
we on this side of the House attempted te do in 1884, what result was the Retaliation Bill-the Bill which was passed
we are doing at this moment; in f .ce eof the inactivity of in 1887, when the American Congrees authorised the Presi-
the Government we attempted to clear the way, and te dent at any moment toeever commercialinteroourse between
show them the duty which lay before them. My hon. the United States and Canada. The Government had net
friend behind me, from Queen's, P.E8.1. (Mr Davies), moved anticipated that action. Still they did not move. But it is
a resolution, in 1884, to which I call the special attention of well for Canada that there is in the United States a Cana-
the House, because it shows how the Government were dian with a true Canadian heart, a man who bas the honor
guilty in that respect. The resolution was couched in the of being daily abused by the Conservative press of this coun-
fdllowing language :- try, a man whose name, when it was mentioned the other

"l In view of the notice of the termination of the Eisheries articles of day in connection with this very subject, was received with
the Treaty of Washington, given by the United States to the British jeers, to their shame be it said, by the majority of this
Government,,and the consequent expiration, on the 1st July, 1885, of the louse. Erastus Wiman stepped to the front, and ne did
neiprocal privileges and exemptions of that treaty, this Geouser lof thon what should have been done long before by the Go ern-opinion that steps should be taken at an early day by the Governuient
o Canada with the object of bringing about negotiations for a new ment of Canada-ho constituted himself ambassador for
treaty, providing for the citizens of Uanada and the United States the Canada te the United States, and had an interview with
reciprocal privileges of fishing, and freedom from duties now enjoyed, Mr.B .'ard
together with the addition ofreciprocal freedom in the trade relations of '
the two countries, and that in any such negotiations Canada should be Some hon. M EMBE RS. Oh, oh.dimetl ren se ted bv somone nominated bv its Go Arnttl
arecLi y pra yuc i slun auise uy m vernmen .,

Here was a policy clearly indicated by the Opposition, by
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, that the
Government should at once enter into negotiations in order
not only to meet the difficulty, but to meet it by an exten-
sion of trade facilities. What was the answer ? The ans wer
was just what I said a moment ago: Keep silnt, do
nothing, leave eveything to us. I cannot do better than
quote the language used by the right hon. gentleman on
that occasion. He summed up his argument in the fol-
Iowing word: -

" But the hon. gentlemen says that the United States have shown
a desire to extend their trade by hving a reciprocity treaty with Mexico
asd the Sandwich Islands. Who commen -el negotiations in these cases?
Was it the Sandwich L lande and Mexico ? No; it was the Government
of ihe United States in both instances, who was deairous of getting con-
trol of the trade of those two nations, inferior in population, inferior in
wealth, and veray mch subject to American ibfluenceq. Th y dEsire ta
increase that inluence and to obtain control of the trade of thnse two
nations; butit was not King Kalakaa, it was,not the President of
Mexico, who wanted the treaty; it was the GLovernment of the United
,tates that pressed upon those almost auxihary nations and forced upon
them, almost farced upn them, these treaties. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
thin.k we muet te a ccrtaîn extent purbue the arne course."

"I think we must to a certain extent pursue the same
course and in the same manner as the Government of the
United States," was the 1eply. That Government went to
Mexico and to the Sandwich Islands in order to obtain
treaties of commerce with them; we must follow the same
course and wait until the Goverinment of the United States
approacti us, or, iiideed, force the Government of the United
States to come to us and ask us aiso to negotiate with them
now commercial treaties. I cannot sayI was surprised at

Mr. LÂAUR .

Mr. LAURIER. Is thero any dissent expressed tothat?
Have hon. gentlemen opposite forgotten their own history ?
Have they forgotten the language which was used not
later than twelve months ago by Sir Charles Tupper in this
louse ? Have they forgotten the praise given on that

occasion to Mr. Wiman by Sir Charles Tupper? If they
have, lot me recall the language used on that occasion by
Sir Charles. He said:

"I know this, that a mutual friend-I bave no objection tomentioning
that it was air. Wiman-at an early day after this speech was delivered,
intimated to me that he had had a long conversation with the Secretary
of State of the United States, Mr. Bayard, and that that gentleman had
said that he would be very glad to have an opportunity of discussing
the mutual relations of Canada and the United States with either my
right hon. friend the Premier of Canada or myself."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chostnuts.
Mr. LAURIER. Chestnuts, says an hon. gentleman.

Sir, I am really surprited that on a subject of sncb vital
importance as this, so much levily should be displaye.
But this is quite in keeping with the policy of the Govern-
ment which hon. gentlemen opposite follow. If Mr. Wiman
on that occasion had not steppe to the front, what would
have been the consequences ? I do not know, but the Gov-
ernmont, at ail events, thougt it fit and proper at last to
move, and they commenced to act upon the suggestion and
the action of Kr. Wiman, and promptly Sir Charles Tupper
went to Washington. Hie did what should bave been done
ycars ago, and ho had an interview with Secretary of State
Bayard. It is proper to refer to the correspondence whieh
was the consequence of that interview between Sir Charkts
Tupper and Kr. Bayard. It originated in a letter written
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by Mr. Bayard to Sir Charles Tupper, and in which is to the statesmanship ? If the motion that my hon.
be found a very significant paragraphb: friend behind me (1fr. Davies) made in 1884, w en ho

I am confident we both seek to attain a just and permanent settle- suggested that the Government should send a commis-
ment-and there is but one way to procure it-and that is by a straight- sioner to Washington in order to settle this question,
forward treatment on a liberal andustatezmanlike plan of ite entire had be.
commercial relations of the two countries. I say commercial, because I ha ben adopted, then, Sir, does it not follow from
do not propose to include, however indirectly, or by ary intendment, what I have stated that there was a chance to be
however partial or oblique, the political relations of Canada and the heard and a chance of obtaining what we had in view.
United 8tates, nor to effect the legisiative independence of either At that time the Government would not yield to the
country." . .. pressure put upon them. They wnuld not send a com-
To this paragraph Sir Charles Tupper responded in a simi- missioner to Wahington, but Lhree yuars leLur they were
lar spirit: forced to send one, and upon that occasion, as on many occa-

"i m Dmn Ma. BÂYÂa,-I had great pleasure in reeeiving your sions when they acted, it was too late. If the Government
letter of May 31, evincing as it dces the importance which you attach to had thon acted in time they would have obtained somean amicable adjustment of the Fisheries question and the maintenance ot
the cordial commercial relations between the United States and Canada, resuit; but ihey refused to act in time, and they loat every-
under which such vait and mutually beneficial resuits have grown up. thing. To day we sec the same policy still pursued, the
I entirely concur in your statement that we both seek to attain a just same pol'cy of prooras'ination, and we are forced upon thisand permanent settlement-and that there is but one way to procure ito .
-and that is by a straightfotward treatment on a liberal and states- occasion to suggest what, in our judgment, is the true poicy
manlike plan of the entire commercial relations of the two countries." that should be followed in the interest of Canada. What
It is a matter of history that in consequence of that corres- folowed the retuIî of the last negotiations at Washington ?
pondence, commissioners were appointed to meet at Wash- The treaty wu rejected, it is truc, and rejected by the
ington to settle that question. And when they met, Sir American Sonate, whicbas the power to deal with Ibis
Charles Tupper, remembering the paragraph which I have question. Then came the celebrated Mcisage fram Presi.
just quoted, remembering the spirit which had dictate 1 that dent Cleveland-and there is tis to bo said in favor of the
correspondence between himself and Mr. Bayard, wa President'a Message, tht ho aimpiy eugoeeted (since ho
prompt in asking from the American plenipotentiaries a migbt be called upon at any timo hy the action of tliis
settlement of the question upon the very basis which bad Goverumeut toput the Rotaliation Act in force) thatamilder
been laid down by Mr. Baàyard-that is to say, a commercial course should be adeptod than l ho course demanded thon.
basis. Ho made the following proposition: - Proident Cleveland aimly said to the American nation:64I may bc calied up-rn ut any moment to put thât Actlite

"Thqt with the view of removing ail causes of difference In connec- force, but 1 cannot put that Act into force without, to a
tion wi b the fisheries, it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiarlesl eut, injurirg American trade. Thero laabotter
that the fishermen of both countries shall have ail the privileges enjoyed
during the existence of the Pishery Articles of the Treaty of Washington, way of reaehîug the Canadian peopie, smnce thoy refuse 10
in consideration of a mutual arrangement providing for greater freedom arry our fish in bond. Instoad of ehntting out ail their

of commercial intercourse between the United States and Caada and importa it would be better for us b prevent th'm carryiug
Newfoundland." Newfounland."thoir goods in bo nd u pon our railways." Sncb, however, waa
Such was the proposition made by Sir Charles Tupper, and the bitter sentiment of the American peopie agaluat us at
this proposition was in conformity with the proposition that timee that Cougres refuscd to act upon the suggestion
contained in the letter of Mr. Bayard to him. For what of President Cleveland Notbing came of bis suggestion;
reason and for what cause was tbis proposition rejected by tbe Act romains in torce; and at this moment w. are juat in
Mr. Bayard and the American plenipotentiaries ? Simply on Ibis position: lb .t, to-morrow, or the day after to-morrow,
aâcount of the policy which bon. gentlenmen opposite had the new Administration nay iany lime, if they choose,
followed in regard to the Fisbery Treaty, simply on account cnt off altogether the eist'ug commercial relations bel ween
of the irritation which had been caused in the United States Canada and the United States. Again 1 afk: What is te be
by the barbh and inhuman manner in which that treaty donc? What ii tho policy îbatoughtto b4ollowed by Can.
bad been carried out. Perbaps, Sir, that wilt be disputed ada? I say 10 uic Government: Reverse ynur pnlicy, give
also, but if disputed, I can bring an important witness toup the peiicy ofharshuesé whicb yen have bcen followiug
support my statement, and my witness on this occasion wiil hitherto, and adopt the piicyof conciliatien; admit Ihat
be Sir Charles Tupper himselt. Speaking of this very fact yen bave heeni the wreng, suilcaideavor, net by threats or
and explaining the reason why the offer he had made had by actà of viencc-, Vo obtain reciprecityoetrade with ibis
not been accepted, Sir Charles Tupper used the following country, but endeavor Io obtain it by negotiation sud peaee-
words:- ablemeaos. I amn waro, fror my past oxperience, that iu

" Mr. Bayard and those other gentlemen s id that 'there is only one daring as I do now, upon ar international questien, to may Vo
way to reach this (for Congress alone can take the duty off any article), the Goverument that tbey were lu tho wreng, and te say
aud on account of the exasperatien that bas been excited in this country ibat the other nation was iu the igbt, 1 wil bring ence
by those fishery difficulties, yoa have seen the reult, you have an un-
arnim us bilt passed by the House of Representatives and passed by the mort upon my head ail the thundering indignatiou ef the
Sena e and assented to by the President, you have to meet what they Conservaiibe prusand party. Bo that a-3il may, 1 beld
hold was the inhospitable conduct (they uaed gooi deal stronger terms ibut there is ail the more rasen te speak upon the ques-
iu some of their 8tate papers I am very aorry to siy) of Canada in tiou hocauae it ib un international questiui. Bjcauie the
reference to the treatment of their fishermen, our representatives have
said that they would never purchase from Canada any immunity for censequeuces zay be graver, tbereilaal the more reson Vo
their fishermen by reciprocal trade arrangements' imbued, as their act, and Vo net prerptly. anttespoak ineuncertabu
minds vere, with the idea that we had adopted that policy to force toues. I know very well, from. my pal oxpelonce of the
reciprocity upon tber." manerw t ich the Conservtive parto et hia country

New, Sir, yen bave the opinion of the man hoat qualified Vo Thave always understood party aliegiare, that ited au t
give evidence upon that subjecî, that the reason wby thecf diaboyaity, hat ich an act of troea-n, te attack
frce trad relations whiob were touched upon by Mr. Miniter whe shild tberselves bobiud the sared name of
iByard in bis correspondeue wiîh APr. Tupper werr not country; but, Sir, I say withostugffenceshateI do not care
carried out, waa just on accont of the policy.which bad fer the Miniatera, but I do care for rny country, wbich
bon followed by hon, gentlemen oppmosite upen that may suifer frenitheir condut. The aties of the Cn -
very question. Tho rigbî hon. gentleman and bis Gev- servamive party are net new thoy bave always been t e
eraiment bave always prided themaclves upon their me,and" I um ba alwl ys been hld diseyalty sud tra sn
silperior wimdom, and statesmanship, but upon this ocea- Vo atack the Ccsrvtive inisters, ven though t
sien Is"14 where was the wisdom sud where wayb. Vo avreatbcountry. Therwsa tie in the hisfryeto
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England when the American people, then colonists of
England, were forned in'o rebellion by the harsh conduct
ot the British Government and by the tyrannical measures
of the imperial Parliament. There was, also, at that time
the greatest Englishman of his day- a man who bas done
more than any man of bis tine to launch England on that
career of military and commercial aggrandisement which
bas since signalised ber course. bord Chatham never
ceased to call upon the Government, and on the REiglish
Parliament, to retrace their steps, and to abandon their
policy of harshness and adopt the policy of conciliation.
Thesegentlemen on the other side of the House bave such
slavisb opinions-and I can use no other word but slavish
-of loyalty, that it may not be amiss if 1 put before them
the language used by Lord Chatham, the greatest English.
man of his time. He bal to speak upon the policy which
had driven the Aime rican colonists into rebellion; and he was
speaking at a time when those colonists were in arms, fight.
ing against His Mejosty King George 111. On one ocea-
sion he made use of this larguage:

" Every motive, therefore, of justice and of policy, of diga ity an1 of
prudence, urges you to allay the ferment in America-by a removal of
your troops from $oston-by a rep al of your Acta of Parliament-and
by demonstration of amicable dispositions towards your colonies On
the other band, every danger and every hasard impend to deter you
from perseverance in your present ruiuous measures."

On the sa me occasion ho made use of the following lan.
guage:--

l We shall be forced ultimately to retract ; let us retract while we
can, not when we muet. I say we must necessarily unIo these violent
oppressive acts; they muet be repealed; you will repeal them ; I pledge
myself for it, that you will in the end repeal them."

They were repealed two years later, but they wore repealed
too late. Repealed in time, they would have had some
effect; repealed too late they only encouraged the Ameri.
can colonies to perevere in their action. On another
occasion he made use of this no less significant language:

"If I were an American, as I am an Englishman, while a foreign
troop was landed in my country, I never would lay down my arme-
never-never-never."

Sir, this language was held to be treason at that time;
such language would be held to be treason to-day. At that
time it was held to be treason by the whole Uonservative
party, and still more by that well meaning, short sighted,
thick-headed Tory, King George 111. Ie called Lord
( batham a trumpet of sedition ; yet, if the voice of i hat
trumpet of sedition had been beeded at that time, King
George III would have saved to the British Crown the los6
of those royal domains which England has ever since
deplored. Well, Sir, the loyaity of that great man which
does not pander to prejudices, which does not court the
favor of king or mob, but which speaks the truth whenever
the truth is called for, this is the loyaity of this side of the
House. It is in the name of that loyalty I now speak;
and, doubly encouraged by the language of that great man,
I say to the Canadian Ministry of this day that they are
repeating the same fault which was committed by the
English Ministry of 1775, and in the same terms I appeal
to them to retrace their stops and take a new course. If
yon ask me, Mr. Speaker, to corne down to practiual
measures and to say what I would recommend, I answer :
The Government themselves admit that a new treaty bas to
be negotiated. They say so in the Speech from the Throne,
where 1 find this language:

"It now only remains for Canada to continue to maintain h r righta
au prescribed by the Convention of 1818, until some satisfactory readjust-
ment is arranged by treaty between the two nattons."

That Speech was made on the 31st of Jannary. They then
contemplated acting under the Convention of 18 8. I am
glad to see that though to some extent they have not been
able since thon to come to any different decision, yet they
have wavered a little in their opinion. When they were asked

Mr. Lêaiia.

by my bon. friend behind me, a little while ago, whether
they intended to put into force the modwuvivendi, they said
it was under consideration. They did not know whether
they would or would not. Well, ]et us help them along a
little, and let us say that, in our judgment at least, sinoe
they are to negotiate a new treaty, they should not go back
and act upon the harsh clauses of the Convention of 1818,
but rather upon the more generous clauses and dispositions
of the modus vivendi. If you are to negotiate a new treaty,
it stands to reason, if you commence to harass American
fisherman by the enforcement of the clauses of the Con-
vention of 1818, that that would be a very sorry prelude to
all our negotiations. But if you go to Washington with the
generous treatment provided under the modus vivendi, there
is some reason to believe that an agreeable and satisfactory
solution of the difficulty may be arrived at, in the only
manner which would be satisfacto, y to both nations, that
is to say, upon a basis of freer commercial relations between
the two countries. Sir, there is eery inducement for that
policy. I give it as my deliberate opinion, that ever Fince
the abrogation of the Treaty of 1854, the relations of the
two countries have never been satisfactory ; they have
never been openly hostile, but they have never been avow-
edly and generously friendly, always characterised by petty
anroyances and vulgar bickerings ; and, unfortunately,
that state of things has also extended to the relations be-
tween the mother land and the republic. Nothing, I am
eure, could be more painful to every friend of England than
the hotility displayed during the last presidential contest
towardb England. It is my deliberate opinion that this
hostility, displayed at this date towards England by the
American people, is a blot on the fair fame of the United
States, just as much as the hotilit displayed during the
civil war by England towards the nited States, was a blot
on the fair fame of England. It behooves us, situated as
we are in this country, having the relations we have to the
mother land, and connected geographically as we are with
the United States, to help to create a botter public sentiment
in the two countries towards each other ; and this view is
largely shared, I am glad to say, by the whole Anglo-Saxon
race in the two hemisphores. Though there are at this
moment these unpleasant characteristics in the relations
between England and the United States, there are no two
nations in the world to-day which are so cl>sely abied. Their
trade is daily increasing, and to-day it already exceeds the
trade of any other two nations. More than this, their intel-
lectual ife is every day getting more and more intimately
interwoven. Books-all those important books which the
literary world awaits on the tiptoe of expootation-are pub-
lished simultaneously in London and New York. Actors
exchange boards; preachers exchange pulpits; there is no
artistic or literary fame originated in one country which is
safe and secure until it has been sanctioned in the other.
While all these facts are healthy, I, for my part, would want
Canada to stop into the movement, to turn a new leaf in her
history, to forget the past, and to do ber share to reach that
which must be, [1suppose, and I hope, the ultimate object,
namely, clo-.er and ever closer union between all countries
of Britieh origiu and British institutions. With those views,
I beg to move:

That aIl the words after the word '«That " be left ont, and the follow-
ing inserted instead thereof :-" in vi w of the rejection by the Senate of
the United $tates of the Washington Treaty of 1888, and the unfortunate
and regrettable differences existing between Canada and the United
States on the rishery and Trade questions, this Bouse is of opinion that
steps should be taken, at an early day, by the Government of Caaada,
for the satisfactory adjustment of such differences, and the securing of
unrestricted freedom in the trade relations of the two countries, and
that, in any negotiations entered upon for such purposes, Uanada
should be directly represented by someone nominated by its Govern-
ment.

That, in the meantime and to permit of such negotiations being
favorably entered on, and to afford evidence of the anxious desire of
Canada to promote good feeling, and to remove al possible subjects of
oontroveusy, this House i of opinion that the mo4ms eevidn proposed ou
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behalf of the British Government to the Government of the United
Statea with respect to the Fisheries ehould be continued in operation
during the ensuing fîshing season."

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. In all fairness, my hon.
friend should have communicated the terme of hie resolution
to us in time to allow us to take it up and discuse it sentence
by sentence, and paragraph by paragraph. The hon.
gentleman bas not confined hie resolution to any one sub-
ject. He bas brought into it a question which I thought
was disposed of, namely, that Canada should ho represented
at Washington, and in all foreign countries, by ber own
ambassadors; he bas brought in the modus vivendi, and end@,
I suppose, with unrestricted reciprocity. These a•e the
three subjects treated by his resolution. One of them has
been dispo-ed of, but the other two might well have been
presented in separate resolutions, and have been the subject
of separate discussions. However, my hon. friend has taken
his own course, and we must for the nonce reply to his
elaborate essay, if I may so call it, upon the situation of
Canada with respect to the United States as regards ber
commeRcial relations. I cannot congratulate my hon. friend
on the succees with which ho bas shown that Canada has
been altogether blameable, that the United States has been
altogether, or nearly altogether, innocent of wrong, that
these sixty millions of people have been trampled upon and
oppressed by the five millions of Canada, and that we should
change our position and conciliate these poor sixty millions
of people in order to restore friendly relations between us.
The bon. gentleman says: I advise hon gentlemen opposite to
change their course; 1 advise them to have the magnanimity
to admit that they are wrong; I advise them to conciliate the
United States. Well, we cannot aocept the advice of the
hon. gentleman; we cannot admit that we are wrong, be-
cause we have not been in the wrong; and what is still
more remarkable, ail ho bas to do, while advising us to ad-
mit that we are wrong, is to look at the treaty made last
year with the United States, and ho will find in it that the
President of the United States, and the commissioners ap.
pointed by that president, and the gentlemen who signed
that treaty, admit that every one of the pretensione of
Canada, every one of the arguments used by Canada, every
one of the positions taken by Canada, were just and right.
Without one single exception, that treaty admits that
ail our pretensions, and the course we have taken
under the Convention of 1818, were justified by their ac-
ceptance of the modus vivendi. The Americans admitted
they would have to pay for the privileges which, before
that, they contended were theirs by right, and the Ameri-
can fishermen willingly paid for those privileges; and the
bon. gentleman comes forward and asks ns to continue for
another year that modus vivendi in which the two nations, in
fact, declare that the United States ought to buy, and will
buy, as a favor, what they formerly demanded as a right-
and the bon. gentleman now asks us to admit that we are
wrong. We are not wrong. We have been right from the
beginning. We have been right in principle, and we have
been right in practice. But the hon. gentleman, a friend,
like other cosmopolitans, to every country but his own, at
this moment, just at the commencement of a new régime
in the United States, just two days before a new Govern-
ment is about to enter on the administration of affaire in
the United States-

Sir RICHARD OARTWRIGHT. Six days.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-a few days before there
is going to ho a new Government in the United States,
with the new Government's policy undeclared, with no
means of knowing what course is going to be taken by the
United States, and at a time when we ought to know, the
United States admitting that we are right, saying, bore is a
modus vivendi by which you agree to pay us for these privi-
loges that formerly you improperly and illegally contended

to be yours--the hon. gentleman comes down and says:
Go on your knees, you have oppressed the United Sta'.es,
you have wronged the fishermen of the United States ; go
to Mr. Harrison, go to Mr. Blaine, and say to thom: Oh,
we were wrong from the beginning. The hon. member for
Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) says so; therefore it must be so,
We must go down upon our knees, and after having given
up everything in this world, after having admitted that we
were wrong, after having admitted that we had acted in-
humanly towards the American fishermen, after having
admitted that we had wronged them and oppressed them,
we should say to the Americans, now make a treaty. But
the United States will say, what ls the use of making a
treaty ? You have conceded everything that we askedfor;
you have given up everything that you had contended for;
you have given up even what we admitted, through the
President of the United States and the commissionere ap.
pointed by him, was wrong on our parts; although we had
to confess that you were right and that we must ask as a
privilege what we had asserted as a right; you have given
ail that up, and then you ask us to make a treaty. That
is not the way, Sir, that equai treaties are made. Tbat is
not the way this Government proposes to make treaties ;
that is not the way by which you can get a settlement
with the United States. You must stand upon your dignity;
you must stand upon your rights. Now, the hon. gentleman
said that wo were vacillating in our conduct and in our
course; that, when we were asked the question, which was
as inexpediently asked as the bon. gentieman's motion now
is inexpedient, and is put in at the wrong time and in the
wrong way, whether we were to continue the modus vivendi,
we said that was under consideration. That is now under
consideration, and it will continue to be under consideration.

An hon. MEMBER. No doubt.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg that the hon.
gentleman will not interrupt me. No one on this side in-
terrupted my bon. friend in his remarke, but there is a
persistent rudenese on the part of the Opposition, which is
unparliamentary and must be objected to. I say that the
question about the modus vivendi was inopportunely put,
because it was put before there was an opportunity, or a
probability, or a chance-and I hope there is a good chance
-of renewing commercial negotiations with the United
States. That question was put just at the wrong time.
Now, the hon. gentleman is shaking at us, as if we would
be frightened at it, the Non-Intercourse Bill. Well, Can-
ada discounted that non-intercourse threat a year ago. They
are not afraid of it; they would regret to see it carried ont,
but if that Non-Intercourse Act is put into force by the
United States, it will be a wrong-doing to a friendly people,
because it je without cause. But, supposing that on the
4th of March, or whenever the inaugural address is pre-
sented, the President sbould announce-it is very improb-
bable, I hope it is improbable, almost impossible-that
he was going to carry out the Non-Intercourse Bill ;
suppose, on the 4th March, we were told that the Non-
Intercourse Bill was going to be put into force, and that,
before that, we said we would issue licenees for the whole
year up to February, 1890, to all the American fishermen,
what would be the consequence ? While we should be
prevented from all trade and intercourse by that Bill, we
should have opened our fisheries and our markets to the
Americans, and committed ourselves to the whole extent of
the modus vivendi. We should have given them everything;
they would bave entered every port in Canada and trans-
shipped their fish over our railways, and we could not help
it, because there was the modus vivendi; and yet, at the
same time, we could not send a herring into the United
States because they had passed their Non-Intercourse Bill.
Therefore, the Government stated that they had that under

1889. 329



COMMONS DEBATES. FuBRUARY 26,
consideration. There was no inconvenience to anyone,
because the fishing season bas not commenced, and will not
commence until shortly after the inaugural speech is de-
livered. It bas not yet commenced, and there was no in-
convenience to either Canadian or United States fishermen
by withholding that until we saw what the policy of the
United States was to be. I hope and believe, from infor-
mation I have from unofficial sources-they are unofficial,
but I think they are entitled to some credit-that the
United States will not assume anything like a commercially
hostile position towards Canada. If that be so, we
shall have al the provisions of the Treaty of
1818, which were surrendered for the sake of peace and
on payment of a license fee, to deal with, and we shall go
to the United States and say: We offered you this before.
And why did we offer it? It was in good fellowship, it was
with the desire that the Canadian Government had, know-
ing the feeling of the Canadian people, to cultivate friendly
relations and to enlarge commercial relations. The modus
vivendi says this, that, in order to give an opportunity for
the consideration of the treaty, and while the question of
whether it shall be adopted or rejected is not docided, in
order to give an opportunity for full consideration of it,
Canada offers, of its own accord, the right, for a reasonable
license fée, to buy bait, the right of transhipment, the right
of repairs to the utmost extent, in order to give yon an
opportunity to consider the terms of the treaty, and pend-
ing the consideration and discussion of that treaty. The
meaning of that was, of course, that, if the treaty was
rejected, the reason for offering the modus vivendi
had ended, but, with a happy prevision, the power
was given to keep it afloat until February, 1890. Having
that weapon in our hands, having that evidence of
friendship and amity in our hands, having that proof
of the desire of Canada to extend relations with the United
States, of her desire to remove any cause of temporary
irritation while negotiations were going on, it was extended
lest perhaps the treaty might not be rejected, but kept under
consideration for two years. We have that now in our
power, and I need not tell the hon. gentleman opposite that,
on the first intimation of a desire on the part of the United
States to enter into enlarged trade relations with us, we
shall be only too happy to enter upon them as well as on the
more burning question of the fisheries. The hon gentle-
man must know that we do not stand alone in this question
of the modus vivendi, but that there is the important
colony of Newfoundland, who have their rights and who
have, as a matter of fact, issued many more licenses under
the modus vivendi than Canada bas done, and I am happy
to tell the bon. gentleman, I am at liberty to tell him,
that that important colony approves of our course in regard
to the modus vivendi, and says it is desirous to act with us
in every respect. With this important subject on our hands,
in this crisis of our commercial connection with the United
States, is it wonderful that we, acting not only as
patriots but as men of common sense, are reserving
ourselves, are keeping everything we have a right
to keep, are holding our position and asserting our
rights, and that we do not take the whole world into
our confidence, even my hon. friend. As between man
and man, there is no one in this House whom I
would entrust with greater confidence than my ho.
friend from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), but I would
not even take him into our confidence in dealing with a
foreign nation, because theb hon. gentleman would -be
obliged in party duty to divulge my statements to
those who surround him, and thus to divulge it as wetl
.to the United States. Now, the hon. gentleman said that
the United States had not been altogether right, that they
were blameable to a certain extent, but that we were
blameable, and greatly blameable. I have already stated
that, in my opinion, and with my full knowledge of all the

Sir JoN A. MACDONALD.

facts, Canada has never asserted a claim that is not well
founded. Canada has never set up a pretension under the
Convention of 1818, that the Americans have not now finally
admitted; Canada has never exceeded her rights and her
claims under that convention, and I defy hon. gentlemen
to point ont one instance in which Canada can b. obnoxious
to that charge. And yet the bon. gentleman has evoked
the shadow of Chatham, and he bas read the passages in
which Chatham said : "If I were an American, as I am an
Englishman, I would never lay down my arms "-until those
wrongs and impressions were removed of which he was
speaking. Why, does theb hon. gentleman suppose that
there is any analogy between the two cases? Mr. Speaker,
the hon. gentleman has forgotten that the last, the dyiing
speech that great man made, when he almost fell to the
floor while making it, was a solemn protest against grant-
ing the United States their independence. Does the hon.
gentleman remember that? The hon. gentleman called
him a traitor, but he was no traitor. He fought the battles
for the Americans as Burke and other great states.
men did; he fought the battle of the colonies, as English
statesmen would da if we were oppressed; if Canada were
oppressed at this moment, I have no doubt many men would
rite in the English Parliament and defend our rights. So
did Chatham, and so did Burke, defend the rights of the
British subjects who inbabited the thirteen colonies now the
United States. But he never thought of giving up every-
thing, he never thought of conciliation purchased by
abandoning the rights of Englishmen; while the hon. gentle-
man has got up and bas wilfully, and of a malice afore-
thought, announced as wrongs what the United States have
admitted to be rights. Now, the hon. gentleman bas made
a statement against which I must protest, and that is
that the sympathies of the people of Canada, dur-
ing the great war between the Neorth and the South, were
with the South. The sympathies, not only of the classes
but of the masses, in England, were in favor of the South, I
must admit, including the author of the famous phrase,
" classes and masses," Mr. Gladstone. But it was not so
with the people of Canada, and I defy the hon. gentleman
to point to any one act committed by the Government, by
the people, or by the magistracy of Canada, which showed
any sympathy with the South as against the North in that
awful and fratricidal war. Individuals might have their
own opinions, but the Government of Canada-and I was a
member of the Government of Canada in those days-were so
anxious, and showed their anxiety so continually, that if the
hon. gentleman will look over the records of that time h.
will find again and again thanks from the United States
Government for preventing this country from being made
a baie of hostile operations against the United States; and
Mr. Seward, in his terse language, saidI "I wish to God that
England would behave balf so well towards us as Canada
does." Sir, 1 defy any one to eshow any improper or
unfriendly act, on the part of Canada towards the North-
ern States during the whole of that war. Mr. Speaker, we
had our shores lined with our own militiaien ; at one
moment we had nearly 10,000 men lining our shores, not to
keep a foreign foe out, but to prevent those men from the
South, who were abusing the hospitality which Canada,
like England, offers to all the world, from making this
country a base of operations against the United States.
We know that when, notwithstanding ai our precau-
tions, a raid was made from Montreal upon St. Albans,
and a bank was robbed, the Government came at once
to Parliament and asked for a vote to restore the
money that had been raided by those Southerners, who
had wrongfully taken advantage of their position in
Canada and the shelter we gave them. That money
was restored by a vote of Parliament, it was voted
cheerfully, without one single word of opposition. Look
again on Lake Erie, when a seizure was made of a
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vessel whioh was turned into a piratical ship, the Govern.
ment took immediate steps to surrender the wrongdoers.
As regards the sympathy of the people of Canada, it was as
pronounced in favor of the Noith as the actions of
the Government were in favor of a benevolent neutrality.
I believe it has been said that 40,000 volunteers went from
Canada and enlisted in the Northern army. That, I b-
lieve, is an exaggeration, but I do not know; the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Ur. Mills) shakes bis head as if it was
not an exaggeration ; but, at all events, the people of Canada
showed, by going and shodding their best blood, and fight-
ing for the cause of liberty and against slavery, that they.
were in sympathy with the United States. The statement
which the hon. gentleman now makes, that the Reci-
procity Treaty of 1854 was denounced and terminated in
consequence of the sympathy of Canada for the South,
is erroneous-it was a mere pretext. It was partly
induced, no doubt, by a feeling of irritation against
England, and Congress thought that Canada, being a
pait of England, ought to pay a portion of the penalty.
If the hon. gantleman would look into the matter with a
commercial, rather than a political, eye, he would find that
pressure was brought by the American farmer upon the
American Congress, which was told that Canada had all the
advantages, that we had the control of their market, and
that it left nothing for them. That was the real cause why
the treaty was ended, no doubt fostered as well by
those who desired its abrogation for commercial reasonp, as
by those who raised a cry that Canada had been in sym-
pathy with the South. Mr. Speaker, it is necessary that I
should speak of these things, although, apparently, they
do not seem to have much relevancy to the questions
now before us. Then, the hon. gentleman spoke of the
Washington Treaty of 1871-he says that I was there.
Certainly I was there, I was one of the commissioners who
settled that treaty, and the hon. gentleman may remember
the objections that were taken in Parliament by his own
friends against that treaty.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, the hon. member for
Bothwell, who was in Paliament at that time, took strong
ground against the treaty ; and yet one of the principal
charges that have since been brought against the pre-
sent Government was that we had not managed to
get the treaty of 1871 continued for an indefinite
period. What is the cry ? It is: Why are you so neg-
ligent, why could you not have induced the United
States to agree to a renewal of the treaty? One hon.
gentleman opposite bad compared me to Judas Iscariot,
another gentleman compared me to Benedict Arnold, because
I was so base a traitor to my country as to sign that
abominable Treaty of 1871. Now the hon. gentleman
comes and says: This has been a sleepy Government; they
have always been too late. Why did they not press and
insist upon having the Treaty of 1871 continued? Why,
the answer is, because the Americans were resolved not to
continue it. They thought the Treaty of 1871 oppressed them,
tyrannised over them, and they, poor people, thought they
must be free from that tyranny and oppression, and must
become free men once again by the abrogation of that
treaty. It was no fault of ours. But the hon. gentle-
man says : Oh, but you make a great mistake; the United
States offered coal, salt and fish and lumber in exchange
for our fisheries. We did not happen to think that the
removal of the duty from coal, salt, fish and lumber was a
sufficient compensation for the surrender of our right to
our inshore fisheries to the United States, and all the couse-
quential surrender. We did not think so. I may say, for
now the history is past, that some of my colleagues on the
commission thought we had botter yield. An appeal was

made tW the home Goverument, and Mr. Gladstone said I
was right, that it was not a sufficient compensation. But
when this subject was being discussed the Canadian Par.
liament was sitting bere, I being at that time in Washing-
ton, and Parliament suadente diabolo, and Mr. Holton passed
a Bill taking the duty off coal and salt, and I was confronted
by that vote of the Canadian Parliament. We were com-
pletely sold by our own people, and Mr. Hamilton Fish,
chairman of the American Commission, with a quiet
chuckle, saidI: "We withdraw our offer." The hon. gen-
tleman spoke of the negotiations which took place before
the treaty of last year, and he said it was owing to Mr.
Wiman, whom we have been so much abusing, that negoe
ciations were entered upon. Well, it is quite impossible to
enter into, or discuss, or lay before the House, as hon.
gentlemen who have been members of the Goverument must
know, all the unofficial diplomatie communications that pass
between powerand power and Government and Government;
but, Mr. Wiman, who is a Canadian, a clever and an able man,
gave an opportunity to us, to Sir Charles Tupper, who was
here on the nonce, for the time, to run down te Washing-
ton and see how the land lay. The outlook was very
unpromising before. Hon. gentlemen had found out how
unpromising it was when Mr. Brown went there on the
same mission. We found out how unpromising it was
when Mr., now Sir William, Howland and Sir Alexander
Galt went to Washington. We found out that the
more we tried the more we convinced the United States
that reciprocity was a necessity, and that we must yield
to thoir terms. The more we went down on our knees,
the more we humbled ourselves, the more haughtily
the Americans held back, as is the fashion of that people.
But when we adopted, ex necessitate, after the termination of
the Treaty of 1871, the course of defending our own waters,
of keeping our own property to ourselves, of keeping
poachers and smugglers out of our preserves, the moment
they found there was going to be trouble between the two
nations, and they have no desire to have any trouble
(for I have no doubt the President and Mr. Bayard had no
desire that difficulties should increase, or rathor if there
were difficulties that they should be removed) the position
became somewhat changed. Then we commenced the
negotiations respecting the fisheries, If the hon. gentleman
will read candidly and carefully and apply his mind
to the English of those despatches, he will see how
reluctantly Mr. Bayard went further, and that we could
not induce him, nor could the British Government
induce him, to consent specifically and explicitly to
a statement that the Commissioners should have full
power to enter into the subject of a commercial treaty.
But it is mentioned incidentally, and we were glad to
get as much as we did. We were anxious, if it could be
done with any promise of succose, that the commissioners
should not confine the discussion to the fisheries, but take
up the subject of our trade relations. The commission
was formed and the members procoeded to Washington.
But the American commissioners withdrew even from the
expressions that had been used in the proviens corres-
pondence; they refused to take up the question of trade
and confined themselves to the fisheries. The hon. gen-
tleman says that Mr. Bayard spoke of the irritation that
had existed as being the cause of this. The irritation
was merely a phrase used. The truth of the matter was
this : The President of the United States was in
a minority in the Sonate ; he ascertained that there
was no chance for the adoption of any trade treaty,
whether on the basis of the old reciprocity of 1854,
or on a different basis, whether a contraction or an
expansion of that treaty. I believe Mr. Cleveland and
Mr. Bayard were sincerely anxious te settle the fisheries
question, and as they knew that if any trade provisions
were added to the articles respecting the fisheries, the treaty
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would be doomed from the beginning; they, for the pur-
pose of getting a fishery treaty, for the purpose of giving
the treaty a chance, the President, in effect, said: We must
set aside all negotiations respecting trade relations; that
subject must stand over to another and a happier day.
That was the reason why the treaty was limited, as it was,
to a settlement of the fisheries question. How jastly was
his appreciation of the situation we can now see, because
even limited as it was, reasonable as that treaty was, so rea-
sonable that the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.L (Mr.
Davies), denounced it as an unworthy concession made by
Sir Charles Tupper, on behalf of Canada-

An hon. MEMBER. No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Read the Ion. gentle-
man's own speech and you will see. He denounced the
unworthy concessions that were made then. Notwith-
standing that we had gone to the very verge of concession,
notwithstanding that we had tried our utmost to bring the
United States to adopt our treaty, it was rejected. Now the
hon. gentleman says that we ought eat humble pie, that we
ought go down on our knees to the Americans whether they
will give us a treaty or not, whether they will pass a non-
intercourse act or not, whether they will allow us to enter
their country or not, and whether or not they pass a law
keeping out Canadians from the United States as they have
kept out Chinamen. Notwithstanding all this we must,
forsooth, say to the people of the United States : "You may
come into our watters, you may do just as you please, yo
can have the right to fish in our waters "-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the modus vivendi provide
that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it does not. It pro-
vides for all the incidental claims that are made by the
United States Government and that the United States fish-
ermen to buy bait, to make repairs, to tranship, and so on.
Hon. gentlemen opposite say that we are to give up all
our rights at the same time that we may be excluded from
the United States. I do not intend to discuss the trade
portion of this resolution which means, I suppose, unre-
stricted reciprocity. I do not know whether it is unre-
stricted reciprocity in disguise or avowed. ls it undisguised
or open ? Will the hon. gentlemen let us know ? I pause
for a reply. Is it unrestricted reciprocity or is it some-
thing more shadowy, but yet looking like the original ?
This resolution will, i believe, meet with the condemnation
of this House, as it will meet with the condemnation of
this country. I believe and I know that the people of
Canada will resent anything like humiliation or insult
to their status or national honor. Servility may be the
badge of a certain tribe in Canada, but servility is not
the badge of the people of Canada. They will put up,
if they are obliged to do it, with wrong, they will put
up, if they are obliged to do it, with an interference
with or obstruction to their trade, but they can say, and
they do say, and I say it for them, and I know I am speak-
ing the opinion of the majority of the people of Canada
when I say, that we are anxious, yes, we are more than
anxious, to enter into the most free relations with the
United States, but-in the language of my resolution of
1876, which the Ion. gentleman did me the honor to quote
-only so far as the interests of Canada will allow. The
interests of Canada are a sacred trust; they have been en-
trusted to us since k78; I will not go back further than
that. Those interests have not been sacrificed in our hands;
those interests have been guarded by the support of Parlia-
ment and by the support of the people of Canada under our
Government. The hon. gentleman knows that this motion
lia bound to be defeated in this Bouse, and I will tell him

Sir JoaN A. MACDONALD.

that it is just as certain that it will meet with the opposi-
tion, and the indignant opposition, of the whole people of
Canada.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that
the House has listened to the speech of the right hon.
gentleman with a very great deal of interest, and certainly
with not a little disappointment. The right hon gentleman
began his speech by complaining that my hon. friend who
made this motion did not communicate its terms to him,
I remember that the right hon. gentleman for some time
led the Opposition in this House, and I have no recollection
of a single instance in which the right hon. gentleman com-
municated to the Government of that day, a motion which
he intended to move in amendment to going into Supply, or
in fact that he ever communicated his intention to move an
amendment to any act or resolution of the Government.
The hon. gentleman has given a summary of the history of
this country during a former Administration of his, and he
told us that while the people of the United States may
justly complain of the hostility of England towards
that country during the civil war, that no such complaint
could fairly be made against the Government of this
country. He told us further, that he himself was a mem.
ber of the Go 7ernment at the time, and he knew right well
that the Government and the people of this country sym-
pathised with the North as against the South. I am not
going to enter into any controversy with the right Ion.
gentleman upon that @ubject, but my recollection of the
events of that day is somewhat different from that of the
right hon, gentleman. J think that I remember on one occa-
sion when the Northern Army under General Hooker met
with defeat at Chancellorville that the right hon. gentleman
and his colleagues stood up on the floor of Parliament-then
sitting in Quebec-and cheered when they received the
report of the success of the Southern Army. It was the
conduct of the right Ion, gentleman and those who were
associated with him in the Government of that day
which, much more than anything that was done by the
Government of England, led to that feeling of hostility in
the United States which extended over the entire North
and which led to the repeal of the Reciprocity Treaty in
1865. The right hon. gentleman bas denied that he says
that the repeal of the Reciprocity Treaty was brought about
by commercial considerations altogether, and that political
considerations in no degree entered into the action of the
Government of the United States. The right hon. gentle-
man's former colleague, the Commissioner to the United
States last year (Sir Charles Tupper) entertained very
different views from those expressed by the right hon.
gentleman here tc-day and I have no doubt whatever that
the opinions expressed last year by Sir Charles Tuppermuch
more accurately represent the feeling which actuated the
Congress and the people of the United States in the repeal
of the Reciprocity Treaty than those which the right hon.
gentleman bas expressed here to-day. Last year, Sir
Charles Tupper said:

"It was not in consequence of sny commercial reasons that the
abrogation took place, but it was, as is well known in consequence of
an unhappy sentiment which grew up in the United States, that during
the time of the civil war which rent that country asunder the
sympathy of the British North American Provinces were very strongly
with the South."

Those were the opinions expressed by Sir Charles Tupper
in this Bouse last year, and I have no doubt whatever that
they accurately represented the situation. The right hon.
gentleman bas referred to an incident connected with
the Treaty of 1871. Let me say-and I generally recollect
with a good deal of accuracy what has been said in years
past in the debates of this House-that I do not remember
any hon. gentleman on this aide of the House calling
the hon. gentleman Judas Isoariot or any other insult-
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ing name. I have no recollection of his having been desig-
nated Benedict Arnold. I think, if the hon. gentleman
would consult the debates of that day, he would find a
very great deal of difficulty in discovering those epithets,
and my impression is that they are due to an imperfect
recollection and a vivid imagination rather than the reten-
tiveness of the hon. gentleman's memory. Now, the
hon. gentleman has. said that he received as a member
of the commission an offer from the United States to permit
the free importation of fish, c>al, salt and lumber for all
time to come into the United States for the privilege of
fishing without restriction in Canadian waters. I have no
doubt that offer was made; but, Sir, my information on
that subject does not exactly agree with the information
which the hon. gentleman has to-day communicated
to the House. My information was that when this offer
was made the hon. gentleman did not know exactly what our
trade with the United States was in those articles, that he
took time to consult his colleagues in Canada, and that
before he received information back as a member of the
commission at Washington, the American commissioners
withdrew the proposition; and the hon. gentleman will
sce, if he looks at the date of the protocol, and the date of
the proceedings of this House, that the repeal of the duties
which had been imposed on those articles by the Parlia-
ment of Canada, took place before that offer had been made
by the American Commissioners.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD The resolution was
carried.

Mr. &ILLS (Bothwell), The hon. gentleman cannot
assign as a cause that which only happened after the event
was concluded. The hon. gentleman will further remem-
ber that his Government was thon in power. Sir George
Cartier, a distinguished and influential member of the Ad-
ministration, was thon leading the House, and the hon.
gentleman was supported by an overwhelming majority of
the members of this House; and so far as I know, he never
complained, never tendered his resignation to His Excel-
lency, in consequence of that disastrous act on the part of
the Canadian Government, so seriously affecting the inter-
este of the Canadian people. All the hon. gentleman had
to do at that time, if the event happened chronologically as
ho represents it, was to communicate to the fouse, and let
his colleagues here know how seriously the repeal of those
duties was likely to affect the negotiations carried on at
Washington. If he had done that, there is no doubt the
hon. gentleman could, by an overwhelming majority, have
had the decision of the House reversed. Therefore [ think
the hon. gentleman can hardly shift to the shoulders of
Parliament, a Parliament which was led by his colleagues
in hie absence, the responsibility of any wrong that was
done on that occasion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not say it was wrong,
but I say it caused an effect. *

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman says
everybody now praises the Treaty of 1871, which was found
fault with and severely criticised from the Opposition
benches in 1872, Well, Sir, I have never yet heard any-
body on this aide of the House approve of any of the
provisions which on that occasion were condemned. The
hon. gentleman conceded to the people of the United States
for all time to come the free navigation of the St. Lawrence
without securing anything in return except the navigation
of Lake Michigan for a period of ten years. 1 do not know
that anybody on this aide of the House has approved of
that provision. The hon. gentleman failed to secure the
navigation of the Columbia River to any other than the
Hudson Bay Company or parties trading with that company
so long as the Hudson Bay Company should continue on
that river. This came to an end, and the rights of anybody

trading with that company came to an end at the same
time. I have never heard anybody, who condemned the
hon. gentleman's oversight on that occasion, say that it was
a wise and proper conclusion: Thon, we had the right to
navigate, not only for commercial but for all purposes,
the various rivers flowing through Canadian terri-
tory to the Pacifie Ocean. The hon. gentleman ignor-
ing what had occurred between Great Britain and the
Russian Government, limited the right we had to all those
rivers to their navigation for commercial purposes alone.
WelI, Sir, we condemned that act. We pointed ont how
neglectfui the hon. gentleman was of Lhe rights and interests
of the people of Canada. Has the hon. gentleman ever
found any one on this side of the House who criticised that
provision of the Treaty of Washington, receding from the
position he then took, and approving what the hon. gentle-
man did ? Then, Sir, there was the provision with regard
to the boundary and the position of the Island of San Juan.
Has the hon. gentleman found any one on this side of the
House to approve of what ho did on that question ? The
hon. gentleman referred the question to tho Ernperor of
Germany, to choose one or other of the main channels. It
is well known that ho was advised that the middle channel
should have been selected, which would have given us the
islands then in dispute ; but the Emperor claimed that
ho had only to choose one or other of the main channels,
and was debarred from anting in accordance with the true
interpretation of the Treaty of 1846. We, on this side of the
House, condemned that oversight on the part of the hon.
gentleman, and so far as I know there is no one on this
side of the House who ever said that ho was right and we
were wrong in our criticisms. So far as the Treaty of 1871
is concerned, every provision we took exception to at that
time we take exception to still, and say that the hon. gen-
tleman failed in hie duty to the people of this country in
permitting those provisions to be inserted in that treaty.
The hon, gentleman says that everything that they did as
a matter of public policy, whether growing out of our com-
mercial relations or out of a strict interpretation of the
Treaty of 1818, was admitted-every one of our contentions
was admitted-by the Government of the United States in
the negotiations of the treaty of last year. So far from
that being the case, we were told by Sir Charles Tupper, in
this Honse, that the illiberal construction, the narrow and
straitened construction, that was put on the Treaty of
1818 by the Minister of Customs and the thon Minister cf
Marine and Fisheries, now the Minister of Finance, im-
posed serious obstacles in the way of the negotiations, and
that when ho went to the United States in the first instance
he found few members of Congress disposed to sympathise
with the American fishermen in their extreme pretensions;
but when he went again for the purpose of carrying on
those negotiations, ho was met not only by a hostile repre-
sentative body, but by a hostile press and an exasperated
people.of.60,000,000. That was the condition of things the
Commissioner represented as a consequence of the policy
pursued by the Government who were his colleagues. Now,
did the United States admit the construction of the hon.
gentleman ? So far is that from boing the case, so far waa
even the Canadian commissioner from admitting the sound-
ness of the extreme position taken by the Government of
Canada, that he stated it would be a most inhumane pro-
ceeding and one that would fail to receive the sympathy of
any portion of the civilised world, if the Government were
to persist in the course which they had adopted. He went
on to say that vessels which entered Canadian ports in
stress of weather, were not allowed to obtain the supplies
necessary for their homeward trip were wrongfully dealt
with. The hon. gentleman said ;

11e ay that nder the Treaty of 1818, it in true we hada thepower to
refuse. Under the trict interprotation cof that treity an American
flhherman hao no right to nnload bis cargo and to trauahip or t o 9141
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but what I Bay is that in making this concession, which ie an undoubted
concession, we were only acting trom the dictates of humanity and
with a due regard to the credit and reputation of our own country aIl
over the wurld."
That is the position tbken by Sir Charles Tupper. When
we look at the provisions of the Treaty of 1818, we find
that all the restrictions imposed upon the fishing vessels of
the United States were imposed for the purpose of prevent-
ing those vessels improperly fishing in Canadian waters.
Those restrictions were incidentai to the protection of our
sovereignty over our own waters ; and if it could
be shown that these restrictions were unnecessary to
that protection, then it was an improper construc-
tion of the Treaty of 1818 to so interpret it as to
prevent American fishing vessels receiving the food
and supplies which every civilised country accords
to the vessels of another country in distress. There is, no
doubt, a wide distinction between sovereign rights and
police regulations. It is absurd to dignify or to undertake
to raise to the position of sovereign rights, regulations
which are mere regulations of police. Those restrictions
upon American fishing vessels, those provisions against
their entering Canadian waters except for certain specific
purposes are not a declaration of sovereign rights. It
would be absurd to dignify them by surch a name, but they
are declarations of our right to make extreme police regula-
tionb for the purpose of giving to the fisheries of Canada the
adequate protection they may require. In the interpreta-
tion of every document you have to recognise the changes
that society undergoes, the progress that a com-
munity makes. When the Treaty of 1818 was made
there were no railways, no telegraph lines. There is
not a word in the treaty to authorise an American fisher-
man to land for the purpose of sending a telegram, and you
bave the right, under a strict construction of the treaty, to
say that no American shipmaster shall land to send a tele-
gram or make any report. You have as much right to do
that as to prevent them transhipping their fish. Yet, does
any bon. gentleman maintain it would be a fair construction
of the Treaty of 1818 to say that it does not give to Ameri-
can fishermen the right to send a telegram, and therefore
they have no right to exercise any such privilege upon Can-
adian territory ? The hon. gentleman, I understood, had
somewhat withdrawn from the position he took two or three
years ago. He withdrew last year from that position, but
we have to-day the same position reasserted. We have it
reasserted in HRis Excellency's speech; we have it bere put
forward; and, being so put forward, it was the bounden
duty of my hon. friend, or some other hon. gentleman on
this side, to declare what, at all events, is the policy of a
large section of the Canadian people, and what, in spite of
the declaration of the right hon, gentleman the First Minis-
ter, is, in my opinion, the policy of the great majority of the
Canadian people.

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

After Recess.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) There are many rules to be

considered in the interpretation of a treaty. I do not say
that bon. gentlemen opposite have put an improper legal
contruction on it so far as the mere bare interpretation of
the words of the Treaty of 18 18 are concerned, but we must
read a treaty, not wholly by the light of the events of 1818
but by the surrounding circumstances as they at this
moment exist. The world bas changed, soeiety has pro-
gressed, there have been many inventions and many dis-
coveries which have necessitated a change in the relations
among independent states, and the Treaty of 1818 cannot
be constr ued in every respect now as it was constrned at
the time it was entered into. Many of the provisions that
the hon, gentleman bas acted apon are justied solly as

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.)

police regulations. They are not provisions of the treaty,
but tbey are provisions which the construction of the treaty
might authorise, if it can be shown they are necessary for
the protection of those rights that were secared by
the treaty. Under the Convention of 1818, the United
States abandoned their pretensions to fish in certain British
North American waters, but they retained the right to enter
these ports for certain purposes specified, and agreed that
they would not enter them for any other purpose whatever.
The reasons for that provision, when we look at the proto-
cols and at the correspondence that took place at the time,
are easily seen. It was asserted on the part of the British
negotiators that this interdiction was necessary for the pro-
tection of the fisheries, because if the Americans were per
mitted to enter for any other purpose except to obtain wood
and water, or to escape stress of weather, they might fish on
their way. It was therefore deemed necessary to have the
power of excluding them for every other purpose. It is true
that we have the power, but the question is whether we are
justified in using it or not. That depends on whether it is
necessary for the purpose for which it was given. If you
can show it is no longer necessary this power should be ex-
eroised for the purpose of protecting the fisheries, then
your right to exercise the power, so far as the vexed ques.
tion is concerned is gone. I think the hon. gentleman
will find at this time of the day it is pretty
difficult to contend for a strict construction of the law.
The hon. gentleman knows that the Minister of Customs
and the Minister of Marine, who are largely responsible tor
the state of irritation that existed in consequence of what
was done during the past three or four years, made these
regulations, not for the purpose of preventing the Ameri-
cans fishing in our waters, but as a matter of commercial
policy, thinking that by imposing such restriction upon the
American fishermen, the American Government, to secure
the relaxation of those restrictions, would be disp>sed to
enter into more favorable trade relations with us in respect
of our fisheries than at that time existed. So hon. gentlemen
will sec that the object of the Government in making these
regulations was altogether outside of the Treaty of 1818.
The Treaty of 1818 had nothing whatever to do with our
trade with the United States, it had nothing whatever to
do with securing us more extended trade relations with the
United States, it had nothing whatever to do with secur-
ing the free admission of our fish into the ports of the
United States; it had to do simply with the exclusion
of the American fishermen from fishing within the
waters which are recognised as being within British
North American sovereignty. It was for that purpose,
and for that purpose alone, that these conditions were
inserted in that treaty, and it is in pursuance or in main-
tenance of this right that the exercise of these powers of
exclusion can alone be justified. If I were to ask hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House whether it is pos-
sible to defend those restrictions as a matter of right for
the purpose of protecting the fisheries, I apprehend that no
hon. gentleman on that side would seriously argue that we
could so defend them. They were imposed for another and
a different purpose. If I were to ask, can the right of ex-
clusion which it is attempted to apply to protect these
fisheries be applied in any case where the fisheries are
within our sovereign control and where the treaty does not
extend, we would have a fair test to show whether there
was a use or abuse of the treaty in the making of these re-
gulations. No one, I apprehend, will argue that,
in those waters of Canada where fish may be found,
if American fishermen who were fishing in their own
waters and were to come within our waters for
any purposes, we would have the right to exelude them;
and, if we would not have a right to exclude them in such
a case, we would not have the right to do so under the
Treaty of 1818, because that treaty was not intended to do
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anytbing more than to assert our sovereignty over oertain
waters, and that we bd such rights as were neoeseary, in
accordanoe with the usages of nations, for the protection of
our fisheries in those waters. I do not intend to go a step
further in the discussion of this subjeot to-night than we
went when the ratification of the Treaty of 1888 was under
consideration. There were many of those proceedings to
which we took exception then and to which we take
exception now. It was one of the charges I made here
last year when discussing that treaty, that hon. gentle-
men were obliged to make cencessions to the United
States of certain sovereign rights belonging to this country
in consequence of the mischievous assertion of their
acts of comtmercial policy. Now, it is well known that
the United States are claiming control over land-locked
bays and waters upon their coast which are larger than
those waters which we claim and which are conceded to be
common waters by the canvention or treaty made last
year. I expressed my regret that these concessions were
made, and I say that, if the Goverr ment had not puraued
a mischievons and irritating policy with the view of forcing
the United States into commercial relations which any one
who had carefullyconsidered the subject would see could not
be accomplished in that way, then it would have not beon
necessary to make those concessions; but tbose concessior s
of sovereign rights were made in order to conciliate the
United States, and allay the irritation which the hon. gentle-
men by their policy evoked. We wer-etold last year by Sir
Charles Tupper that he found himself face to face with sixty
miilions of people hostile to this country. How came they
te be hostile to this country ? They were made hostile by
the policy which the Government had pursued. The Govern-
ment refused to permit Canadians to engage on board
American vessels. How did they accomplirh that ? Could
they say to any citizen of this country, you are not at liberty
to enter into a contract with the captain of an American
vessel ? No; they could not in that way interfere with the
liberty of Canadians, but what they did was to forbid an
American vessel from coming into ary port in Canada, and
the men had to go to the United States ports in order to
enter into any of these contracts. The hon. gentleman
knows that et leat 40 per cent. of the persons who are em-
ployed on American fishing vessels are citizens of Nova
ecotia or Prince Edward Island, and theso people bad been
in the habit of bringing their vessels intO Canadian ports
on Saturday night and remaining there till Sunday evening.
Those who were employed on the vessels had the opportu-
nity of going to church or of remaining with their families.
The Americans did the same. Thon the hon. gentleman
made a regulation that, unless the vessel paid Customs
charges and entered at the port, it was liable to be fined;
and fines were imposed, and vessels were seiz3d unier cir.
cumstances which were very vexations, and under regula-
tions which hon. gentlemen were obliged to abandon when
these treaty negotiations were entered upon. There is no
doubt that the Message of the President threatening retal-
iation after the treaty was rejected by Congress was
largely due to the conduct of the Government here. In
fact, it was a warning to the Government, it told them that,
if they returned to the policy which existed before the ne-
gotiations were entered upon, the result would be retalia-
tion. It was a warning to them that the policy which had
been adopted to coerce the Americans to make agreements
in reference to trade which would be favorable to the Can.
adian fishermen, so far from having a good resuit, had Only
served to provoke the most extreme hostility. Another
thing of which we complained hre last year, was that
these treaty provisions were brought under the considera-
tion of this House too soon. We called the attention of the
Government to the fact, that it was highly inexpedient to
call upon the Houme to ratify the provisions of the treaty
when the United States Senate, one of the parties to the

treaty, bad not yet acted, when we did not know what its
decision would be, and when, if the ratification by this
House took place, it would be very diffiult to withdraw
from the posi'ion, and refuse to agree in any subsequent
treaty to what we bad already conceded in this. We
called attention to the fact, that the new treaty which had
been negotiated, and which was afterwards rejectcd by the
United States, would be taken as the last point of de-
parture in any new negotiations, and that the Americans
would ho in a position to withdraw frim cvery provision in
the treaty, while it would ho impossible for this Govern.
ment to withdraw from what they bad conceded, and had
asked Parliament to ratify. The right hon. gentleman who
leads the Government bas spoken of the relations botween
the two countiies He said a crisis existed betweeo the
countries. Ever since the bon gentleman has been in office
that bas been the condition of things. There bas never
been a period, so far as I know, since the expir-
ation of the fishery provisions of the Treaty of
1871, wben a crisis did not exist. If the hon. gentle.
man were allowed to have his way, a criais
would always exist. The bon. gentleman spoke of
the condition of things that existed during ttie civil war.
Sir, I ca4ll the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact
that ho and his friends iejoiced at the success of the South,
that they rose to their feet and cheored in the House and
sang a Southorn song, when the report arrived of the defeat
of the North at Chancellorville I had some doubt as to
whether any other hon. gentleman recollected the fact but
on making enquiry at 6 o'clock, I find that the bon. mem-
ber for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), who had a seat on the
floor of Parliament at that time, remembers well the cir-
cumstances to which I rofer, and I roter to it now as
showing how far the right hon gentleman, in his course of
public life, bas tended to evoke a feeling of hostility in this
country, and to create a feeling of prejudice against the
people on the other side of the lime, and how far ho has
succeeded in promoting a feeling of hostility in the United
States, which bas stood in the way of beneficial commercial
relations between the two countries. The bon. gentleman
referred to the Non-intercourse Bill, and ho said that my
hon. friend from Quobec Est (Mr Laurier) bad shaken that
Non-intercourse Bill in the face of the Government. Sir,
my hon. friend did nohing of the sort. The hon. member
who site here for Richrnond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) had upon
the Orders of the House a notice to inquire into the best
mode of carrying on the trade and commerce of this
country when this Non-intercourée Bill came into effect.
Why, Sir, the hon. gentlemen on that aide of the House
have adopted a course calculated to evoke hostility, calcu-
lated to provoke the people of the United States into
putting this retaliatory measure into force. The have
told us that we could get on well without the United
States; that the railways of this country, especially of the
Maritime Provinces, would not suffer if this Non-intercourse
Bill were carried into effect. Sir, in my opinion it is time
to cousider how the trade relations between the two countries
can be put upon a more satisfactory basis than that upon
which they rest at this moment. It is imp rtant to con-
aider how far a policy of conciliation, a policy of justice,
in our intercourse with our neigh bors, w uid tend to
secure more satisfactory relations than exist at the
preseut time botween the two countries. My hon.
friend bas said that we and the people of the
United States are both ch'ldren of the same mother.
That is a fact. The two countries bave similar institutions,
the people entertain the same religious opiniona, they speak
the same language, they have similar political institutions
and a common literature. Why, Sir, even our fellow-coun-
trymen in the Province of Quebec have their friends and
follow-countrymen, if I may se express myself, in the peo-
ple of Louisianai and so there is every reason that wowho
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are of the -a-me rane- of kindrel institntions. of like litera.-remove impedimenta in the way of trade, and to facilitate
ture and religion, should rnake an honest and earnest en. intercourse between one portion of Canada and the other
denvor to seenire mire satisfactory trade relations with our because at that time w. had no means of comnunicatkn,
ineighbors than exist at the present time. Sir, it is possible except through American territory-I say that everything
for Canada to do a good deal in this matter, it is possible for that could ho done was done by the Government St Washil g'
ber to secure, not only a better position for her own people, ton to meet our wishes; and, Sir, k is elear that if the bon.
but it is possible for ber to do very much to bring the gentlemen had taken as muclipains to secure a better under-
mother country and the great Republic to the south of us, standing as tbey bave taken to irritate the people of the
together; I say it is possible for us to do in this respect a United States, a very different condition of things would exist
great deal in the interest of the whole Empire as well at this moment from that in which w. find ourselves.
as in the interests of our own people. Hon. gentlemen One wouldsnppose from the course that was pursued Ly
opposite have adopted a policy of irritation. their the Government, that their object was to create a feeling of
interest se--ms to point in the direction of keeping Canada hostility and of irritation, so as to keep tb. two countries
and the United States commercially apart. One would as far apart as possible, as the surest means at their dis.
suppose that they consider that trade relations between the posaI for maintaining the so-called National Policy. If
two countries would be inimical to Canada, that the more those bon. gentlemen desired to adopt a course calculated
we estended trade relations the worse it would be for our- to iï ritate and to prevent succesa being achieved in any
selves. Sir. we cannot change our geographical position; commercial negotiations, they conld not have devised one
we are beside the United States whether we wish it or not. more effectuai than that which they parsued during the
In that respect our position is beyond our control, and the two years prior to the negotiations of the late treaty of
question we have to consider is whether we will endeavor Washington. The First Minister in speaking of the resoîn-
to be agreen ble or disagzreeable to our neigh borq, whether ion now before the House, said iLs principal provision had
we will seek to promote a better understanding, or whether already been discussed. That is a mistake. W. declare
we shall seek to deal with the American people as the oui selves in this resoution in favor of unrestricted reci-
Jews dealt with the Samaritans. Sir,every new railway that procity, and a larger measure of trade with the United
is built from one country to the other, every new trade States; in the resolution of the hon. member for South Ox.
that springs up to enlarge the commerce between the two ford (Sir Richard Cartwright), which wai voted on a few
countries, is a guarantee of a more extended friendship and days ago, we declared onrselves in favor of Canada negotia-
a more certain peace. In my opinion it is possible for the Ling ber own commercial treaties. We adbere to
people of this country to secure more intimate trade rela- that, wo adhero to this also. We belie7e that persona
tions with them than bas existed in any previous period of earnestly anxious to secure more favorable trade
our history. I know verv w, Il that a few years ago, if we relations with the United States are capable of
had not lost the confidence of the country in the attaining that objeet, and that the boit persons to enter
elections of 1878, before a year had gone round, on such negotiations are those who represent the Canadian
in all probability we would have secured a com- people and who are responsi ble to the Canadian Parliament.
mercial treaty establishing more extended trade relations If hon gentlemen opposite do not succeed it will ho a great
with the United States than existed in any former period misfortune to this country, and in My opinioniL will b.
of our history. Sir, I found that the American Govern- their own fauît. Tbey should remember that w. are
ment were most anxious to meet our wishes, and to do 5,000,000 of people lying alongaide a nation of 60,000,00e
whatever they could to oblige us. I remember being in and that it le not in the interest of this country to adopt a
that year in Manitoba. At that time the only means of policy that le calculated to make those Who are our
sending produce out of the country-it was the first year immediate neighbors hostile to us. At this moment the
that the wheat crop was exported-was to send it out il United States are engaged in negotiations with ountries of
bags upon the boats that went up the Red River. South America and with Mexico with respect to the trade
Every bag at the boundary had attached to it a bonding relations of the western continent. How is it that Canada
seal, 8 cents were paid upon each bag of grain; it had to go is not represented; how is it that our relations are not
to some point in Ontario before the bag could be emptied there discussed? The trade between Canada and the United
and it could only ho used for one or two trips in the season. States is twice what iL is between the United States and
I remember writing from there to the Secretary of State at any other country on this continent. The reason is obvions,
Washington, with whom I had personal acquaintance, call- namely, that hon gentlemen opposite are opposed to such
ing his attention to this regnlation, and recommending that negotiations. They are opposed to arriving at a satisfactory
the bags should be counted, that they should be emptied commercial undert anding, and tbose hon, gentlemen
into the cars at Fisher's Landing, that the cars should b.ealtbougb tbey are opposed toit they have not Lb. courage
bonded, and that the bags should be returned on that boat. of their convictions. We know what hon, gentlemen
Well, Sir, instead of waiting to communicate with the said last year. While they profess stili to stand by
American Custom house officer at the boundary by the resolution sabmitted Lo Parliament in 1876 by the pro-
post, they telegraphed to him to give instructions in sent First M nister, many of them-declare they believe
accordance with the sentiments of my letter, and that this country wûnld gain nothing by reciprocity with
after that the people of Manitoba were enabled to tb. United States, fot even lu Lb. natural prcducts of the
receive five or six cents a bushel more for their wheat than two countries. That opinion is stili their opinion; and,
they received before. The American Government, so far althougb not publicly expressed, iL je the view they enter-
from putting impediments in our way, did everything they tain. They know right well that this policy of excessive
could to meet our wishes. I remember when I came to St. protection je one that cannot stand unleee tb.y continue te
Paul having my attention called to the bonding system for bave the support of the agricultural class. They know rigbt
the transport of salt, and for the transport of hard ware well that if tbere was an opportunity of securing better ti ade
from the various parts of Ontario to the North-West Terri- relations with Lb. United States, that support, even to the
tories. At that time every piece of hardware had a bond limited extent now given, would b. withdrawn. Tbey know
attached to it, and instead of this being continued, the rigbt well that if tbey were without Lb. agriculturis' eup-
articles were counted and put in a car, and what was paid port, their wbole fabrie, by whicb Lb. people have been taxed
before on a single article, was afterwards only paid upon a and by which a few bave been benefited for a limited
car load. And so, whatever we asked to have done to1 period, would oome to an end.

Mb. MILLe (aBothwell).
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solution is to secure more extensive and intimate trade rela-
tions with those in our immediate vicinity. We have what
they require, they have in their possession what can be
produced more cheaply there than on this side of the
border. We desire to trade with them. In spite of the
barriers which hon. gentlemen opposite have erected, that
trade amounts to 50 per cent. of our export trade, and yet
in the face of that fact hon. gentlemen opposite tell us that
this country has no special interest in more extended trade
with our neighbors to the south. Without sacrificing any
territorial rights, without abandoning any interest which
pertains to the sovereignty of the British North American
possessions, it is possible te secure a settlement of the
iheries question on a permanent basis and satisfactory to
the peoplo of the United States, without sacrificing any
interests of this country, it is possible te secure satis.
factory commercial relations by which the trade of the two
countries would be developed in spite of those barriers
which hon. gentlemen have during the past ten years
endeavored to maintain. If hon. gentlemen opposite fail to
secure those advantages to the people of this country, it will
be their fault, and not because the people on the other side
of the border are not prepared to enter into such negotia-
tions and asseited te such a settlement as I have indicated.

which he uses against the Government and he has not been
able yet, nor has he yet attempted to cite any proof of the
correctness of that allegation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We cited it last year.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman has not quoted any

proof of his allegation either from any source in Canada, or
from any source outside of Canada. I think that the hon.
gentleman might look upon this failure of proof as fairly
indicative of the falsity of that assertion, and I think at
least that the country will take it as indicative of its falsity.
Great Britain was the power that made the Treaty of 1818
with the United States of America, Great Britain was the
major party to that treaty, Great Britain revised all the
correspondence which was carried on during the contro.
versy from 1885 up to the prosent time and up to the time
of the sitting of the Commission in the City of Washington,
and the hon. gentleman fails to find in all our intercourse
with the fiome Government one single line in which that
Government admonishes the Government of Canada for
having gone one single stop beyond the just rights which
were guaranteed to this country by the Treaty of 1818.
The continuance of peace betwoon Great Britain and the
United States is of so great moment that hon. gentlemen
on the opposite of the House have averred again and again

Mr. FOSTER. I have listened, Mr. Speaker, with a tnat Engiand nota se sacroaîy the good rotations botween
good deal of attention, if not with a good deal of profit, to thet wo countries that she would not even press for our
the speech of the hon. gentleman who has just taken his rights. I say that when that ste of ihings is known to
seat, and althongh I am not given to undue criticism I fail exist it comes with very poor force as an argument from
to fiod at what conclusion the hon. gentleman arrived in all the hon. gentleman if he cannot find a single line in the
the devious wanderings into which his mind led him. He correspondtnce with Great Britain which has such great
started out and continued with a good many assertions, but interests at stake, admonishing us that we were taking a
it sceme to me that his assertions lack the consequent proof wrong course. H e has to resort to making a single
which is necessary to make them strong, and at toast to assertion propped up by no proof whatever, that it was the
make them convincing. One of the first statements ho way in which Canada carried out those resolutions which
made was that the regulations which were carried out, or caused all the trouble and which was responsible for the
as ho said which were made, by the Minister of Customs and failure of the treaty.
Minister of Marine, that is by the Government, after 1885, Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Sir Charles Tupper said so.
were not meant to protect the fisheries of the Dominion,
but were meant for a totally different purpose, namely, to Mr. FOSTER. He did not say anything of the kind. I
coerce the United States intogranting commercial privileges beg the hon. gentleman's pardon for saying so abruptly
to Caiada I take issue with the hon. gentleman on that that Sir Charles Tupper did not say so. While the point is
question, and I defy him to point out the first scintilla of -fresh and as a good deal has been said about it, I may read
proof in the correspondence whiehe has taken place, and it what the then Minister of Finance stated in his speech to
bas been voluminous, between this country, Great Britain the House on the Fichery Treaty:
and the United States, and I defy him to produce any single "i ,ay when the Minister of Marine and Fisheries feu b'ck upon the
item to prove that assertion from the utterances of any Minis- me policy hie predecessor had adopted under like circumatances and
ter of the Crown or any one responsible for the carrying out took such meui'5 as were abiolutely neceimary and indlmpenible for
f those reguations. It is purely an invention f he hon. protection of the right and interet of the fiermen of anada,Of tOsereglatins.It s prelyan nvetionof he on.the United States complained bitterly. Difficulties again took place.

gentleman's brain and an invention which does him little Fishermen, perhape, are the most intractable and uncontroltable people
credit and does very little good to his cause. I know, from iu the worid, and when a fisherman gets on board hie lîttie smack ho
aving had to do with the regulations and with the carry- thinks lis monarch of ail he surveyo, and hoean go where he pleases,

hsvingand do what he pleases. The reauit was that, ae bef are, collisions
ing out of those regulations, that the purpose of them occurrpd. Those parties brought themselves under the operation of the
and the intent of them was no other than simply to law, and it was absolutely neceasary, as I have said, in the defence of
protect the fisheries of this country as they were guaran- the rights of Canadian fishermen, to make examples of those parties who

teedte s b th Traty f 118,te retct or rght aswe howed that dieregard for law. The result waa, an entirely erroneous
teed to us by the Treaty of 1818, to protect our rights as w ression grew up throughout the United States. t was shared b
considered to be ours under the terms of that convention ;teGovernment-by the Benate, by the Bouse of Representativos. Lt
and if the hon. gentleman chooses to run away with the was accepted by the great body of the people; and the press and the

ideatha th~e rgulties hd a etaly iffeentaimandpeople of the United States, almnost wthout exception, camne te the cou-idea that thoe regulations ad a totally diffrent aim andt a particle f grondtJtity i, that anada w
that that aim was to coerce the United States into granting enforcing a moet harah, ungenerous and unwarrantable construction cf
commercial relations with us, the hon. gentleman is welcome the terme of the Treaty of 1818 for the purpose of forcing reciprocal

te akeLt nd un waywih L an Ltfora cnstnttrade relations upon the Uni States. flon, gentlemen opposite know
to take it and run away with it and keep it for a cons that this became a univeral sentiment in that country. One aunder-
companien. He said that the mischievous course which stand the mass of people lu the United States haring mach an impres.
was begun by the Minister of Customs and the Minister of lien"
Marine, that is by the Government, with respect to the car- That is what Sir Charles Tupper said, and SirCharles
rying out of the Treaty of 1818 was responsible for alt the Tupper explicitly states uinwhat 1 have read that this
trouble that had arisen, and was the reason wby no arrange- impression which was widely spread Ln the United Statos
ment had been entered into or could be entered into with of America, was an erroneous impression although widely
the United States of America. That is also an assertion spread, and one which had net a particle of truth Vo rest
which, I think, lacks proof. In looking around for a rea- upn I bave my hon. fniend (Kr.Mill1) with the statement
son for the failure of the ratification of the draft treaty of -cf ir Charles Tupper in that respect te reconcile it with
1888 the hon, gentleman simply makes this as an Assertion, hie own. ln tact there were ne new regulations made from
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the time that the Treaty of 1818 came to b. enforoed until
the sitting of the commission in Washington. My hon.
friend the Minister of Customs made not a single new regu-
lation and he merely carried out what was the law of the
land in order to protect the interests of this country in a
commercial sense as well as to protect the fisheries. No
new regulation was made by the Department of Marine and
Fisheries cutaide the similar regulations whieh had been
made in 1870-71. Those same regulations slightly differing
and differing in non important particulars were the regu
lations of 1886-88, and the latter regulations were rather
softened than otherwise. The hon. gentleman who bas
just spoken (Mr. Mills) presents a strong contrast in bis
specch to the hon. ý entieman who preceded on that side of
the House (Mr. Laurier). Thehon. gentleman who preceded
him commenced by saying that this should not bo looked
upon as a party question and that as far as he was concerned
be would strive to divest himself of party feeling while
discussing it ; my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is
not troubled with such scruples and ho came to his task
with the evident determination to make every point ho could
against the Government, no matter what injury h. did to
the country and no matter how long he should put off that
day, wbich ho proposed to himself as a happy day for
this country. Be could rot resist, before concluding his
speech, from bringing up an incident-I do not know
wbether the circumstances have occurred or not-regarding
what he says was a scene in this House when Ibo repre.
sentatives of Canada sang songs in sympathy with the
Sonthern cause and against the Nortbern cause at the time
of the Union war, Be that true or be that not true, what
good under the sun could the bringing up of that matter
be to-day ? What good is it to put it on the records
of the flouse and send it broadcast to the country with
which we hope and with which we wish to have improved
relations both trade and otherwise. What good under the sun
can b. effected by resuscitating and giving new life and
vigor to an incident like that, even though it did occur. It
seemed as if my hon. friend looked about him to pick up
every possible thing which could b. irritant for the purpose
of sending it to do its work of irritation in the minds and
hearts of persons on the other side of the line. fe com
menced towards the latter part of his speech to give the
House and country some information as to how it would [e
possible to bring about a better state of relations on the
fishery question, and I listened with the utmost intentness
until he should have evolved those different things that ho
said it was possible for us to do, but I got nothing definite
from the hon. gentleman. He said geographical position
was a great deal and I suppose that the geographical posi
tion remains the same wlether my hon. friend is on the
Treasury benches or not. ie says that railway building
will do a great deal to bring the two countries more closely
together. I recollect, as we all recollect on both sides of the
House, that if there is an hon. gentleman on that side of the
House who has opposed railway development in this country
more than any other member it is the member for Bothwell
himself. So that one of the very things the development of
which would bring about, as he said, a botter state of trade re-
lations between Canada and the United States, is a line of
development which the hon. gentleman himself has opposed
to the utmost. Thon, his third point was that if bon. gentle-
men opposite had remained in power one year longer after
1878, they would have had established a satisfactory state
of trade relations between the two countries. That is
another of the very well founded and well supported proofs
that my hon. friend has given, supported by unimpeachable
evidence drawn from the records, that a botter state of trade
relations could be brought about. He then asked why
Canada was not included with Mexico and the various
countries to the south in the invitation which las been
issued by the United States for ageneral conference, and ho

Mr. FosuTa.

states that it is beeause Canada through her present Govern.
ment is opposed to botter trade relations with the United
States. .Well, I always supposed that Canada was not
included because she was not invited, because when the
resolution was drawn the gentleman who made it and those
who voted for it never named Canada at all. It was their
owD pleasure as to whom they should invite, and they did
not invite Canada, while they did invite the others. How-
ever, on that point of treaty negotiations, it seems that,
after all, however many treaty negotiations may hava been
started by the United States, with Mexico or other states
near by or far away, very few have been brought to suc-
cessful conclusions. My hon. friend says that the National
Policy is what keeps us apart-that the idea of protection,
which this Government and the party supporting it are
allied with, keeps us from having botter trade relations
with the country to the south of us; and yet my bon.
friend asïerted a moment or two afterwards that he and his
party had nailed their colors of unrestricted reciprocity to
the mast, w bich means what? Putting themselves and
this country under the yoke of a protective policy which
gives almost double the protection we have in this country.
The inconsistency of gentlemen who base themselves one
day on the rock of free trade, and declare that its principles
are the only correct financial and trade principles, and
the very next day raise a hue and cry to get under a pro-
tective policy which runs twenty or thirty per cent. higher
than the protective policy of this country, is an inconsis-
tency which I think the hon. gentleman himself must feel
the people of this country wih not fail to see or be slow to
appreciate. Now, Sir, I have done with my commenta on
the speech of my hon. friend who has just taken his seat.
I have, however, a word or two to say with reference to the
speech of the hon. leader of the Opposition. He commenced
by throwing the blame for what he considers the bad state
of relations between us and the United States upon the
Government of Canada and upon Canada generally. Thon,
he says, coming to the present day, as this state of relations
is thus and so, and as when we ask questions of the Gov-
ernment, the leader of the Government gives us no decided
answer and will not state his policy to us, but simply says
that these matters are under consideration, it is time for us
to moreto show what ought to be done and to bring about
a more satisfacLory stata of relations in this way. Now, it
seems to me that if any country is going to make a trade
treaty or any other kind of a treaty with a foreign power,
it is not the best course for it to show its whole hand to
the country and the world, to state just exactiy what it
wishes to give and what it hopes to gain in every way, and
thon, after having pledged itself to those conditions, to go
to that foreign country and treat with it. On the contrary,
il seems to me, that it is always the case that a Govern-
ment, in treating with another, holds its position as firmly
as it can, holds its botter positions under cover as far as it
can, and uses its advantages without pledging itself before-
hand in order to draw as far as it can advantages from the
country with which it negotiates. But my hon. fri-nds
opposite wish the Government to pledge itself beforel and
as to what it will do, as they ask this Parliament to say
to-day that whatever comes, before we enter into any fresh
negotiations, we must pledge this country to maintain the
modus vivendi with all the advantages it gives. Sir, I think
it is not apparent that that is the best way in which to make
favorable treaties with, or to gain advantages from, great
countries with whom we wish to undertake negotiations.
My hon friend said that the Treaty of 1854 gave us the best
relations that we ever had with the United States, and that
it was the golden era of Canada, during which the amity
which existed between the two countries was greater than
that which has existed sxiùce; and, true to his idea that it
was the Canadian Government which was to blame for the
failure of aIl treaties and the abrogation of existing treaties,
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ho stated that the reason that treaty was abrogated was that
there was undue sympathy in Canada with the South, and
that that reacted upon the Northern mind, Well, Sir, sup-
pose for the sake of argument, what I am inclined to deny
as a fact, that the feeling of the Canadian people was one
of sympathy with the Southern power, that was no fault of
the Canadian Government, and if it was a fault at all it was
a fault which was held in common with a great many people
in other parts of the world. But my own reading of history
is that the historical basis is unsound which states that the
Treaty of 1854 was abrogated because of ill-feeling on the
part of the United States, for the sympathy which they sup.
posed the people of Canada had with the South during the
war of the rebellion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not say the people of Can-
ada. I said the Government of Canada.

Mr. FOSTER. I stated a moment or two ago that I was
not addressing myself to the hon. member for Bothwell,
but to some of the arguments offered to this louse by the
hon. leader of the Opposition. My own belief with regard
to that is this, and 1 think it is historically correct, that
that treaty would have been under existing circumstances
brought to an end if there had been no war between the
South and the North, and consequently no question of sym-
pathy one way or the other. If you read the history of
that time, from 1855 to 1866, you will find this state of
facts. Commencing shortly after 1856 and continuing on
in an increasing ratio until 1866, there was a feeling ol
dissatisfaction all along the border between these two coun-
tries with the state of things which grew out of the Treaty
of 1854. That treaty made free between the two countries
certain natural products, and from the very beginning of
its operation the people of the States along the border, and
the people affected by those States, began to come to the
conclusion that that treaty was more in favor of Canada
than of the United States. That while Canada had a larger
proportion of the raw material which the United States re-
quired, that raw material was admitted free into the United
States, while the manufactured goods coming from the
United States, which they wished to supply to Canada, had
.to pay tariff duties. I hold in my hands elaborate
reports containing the opinions of the Chambers of
Commerce of the United States, from the ex-
treme eastern limit of the lino dividing us from the
United States to the extreme limit of the great lakes, and
there 18 scarcely a Chamber of Commerce from one end of
that lino to the other which was not outspoken against the
unfairness of the Treaty of 1854 as regards the United
States interests. That dissatisfaction culminated at last in
a concurrent resolution, passed by the Legislature of New
York, and which was taken up by the Congress of the
United States; and any gentleman who will take the
trouble to pursue it will find I am correct in stating that it
was the dissatisfaction to which I refer that brought about
the abrogation of the Treaty of 1854, and not any question
of sympathy or sentiment. After the Treaty of 1854 had
been abrogated in 1866, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier)
came to the Treaty of 1b71. le reviewed the circum-
stances which surrounded the negotiations of that treaty,
and while upon that subject I think it would be well to
show that there was no lack of effort on the part of Canada
towards securing then a larger measure of trade relations
between the two countries than existed or than we were
able to obtain. We find that at one of the conferences at
which the Commissioners were present at Washington, in
1871, the American Commissioner said that:

" With the view of avoidingthe diseussion of the matters which subse-
quent negotiationu might render it unnecessary to enter into, they
thonght it would be preferable to adopt the latter course and enquire
what, in that case, would be the basis which the British Oommissioners
deaird to prpoo."

What was the first proposition of the British Commission.
ers ?

" The British Commissioners replied that they considered the Recipro-eity Treaty of the 5th June, 1854, uhould be restored in principle. The
American Commissioners declined to assent to the renewal of the former
Reciprocity Treaty."

That does not bear out the assertion of my hon. friend that
the Canadian Government has been opposed to larger trade
relations between the two countries or to trade relations on
the former basis. It shows, on the contrary, that in 1871
the British Commissioners, of whom Sir John A. Macdonald
was one, stated at the very outset of the Conference that
they were willing to go back to the Treaty of 185t, if not
in entirety, in principle, and to base their negotiations upon
that. That was, however, refused by the American Com-
missioners:

" The British Commissioners then suggested that, if any considerable
modification were made in the tariff arrangements of the treaty the
coasting trade of the United States and of Her Britannie Majesty's pou-
sessions in North America should be reciprocally tbrown open a.nd ihiat
the navigation of the River 8t. Lawrence and of the anadian canale
should be also thrown open to the citizens of the United States on terms
of equality with British subjects."

What was the proposition ? It went further even than the
preceding Treaty of 1854. It was that there should be
reciprocity in coasting trade between the United States and
the Provinces of British North America. The American
Commissioners declined this proposal, and objceted to any
negotiation on the basis of the Reciprocity Treaty. What
did they give as the reason for the abrogation of the old
Ruciprocity Treaty ? Not that the North was angered
against Canada because of the sympathy Canada had with
the South with their struggle. No, they did not act on
theories ; they were business men, they were sent there to
represent the business feeling and sentiment of the United
States. The roason they gave was that the treaty had
proved unsatisfactory to the people of the United States,
and consequently had been terminated by notice from the
Government of the United States, in pursuance of its pro-
visions, and that its renewal was not in their interest and
would not be in accord with the sentiment of the people.
They further said that they were not at liberty to treat of
the opening of the coasting trade of the United States to
the subjects of Her Majesty residing in her possessions in
North A merica. Those negotiations show that Canada,
represented on the commission, was in favor of open-
ing up botter trade relations, if possible, with the
United States, and was willing to go back at
once to the basis of the Treaty of 1854. They show that
the United States Commissioners refused, because such a
treaty would not beto their interest; they show further that
Canada was favorable to a reciprocity in coasting trade, but
that this was also refused ; and ultimately the proposi tion
was made by the Americans to buy out the fishery rights of
Canada for a surn of money, which was, of course, refusel.
At last the Treaty of 1871 was agreed upon and made opera-
tive botween the two countries. Now, the Treaty of 1871
was certainly not abrogated bocause of feeling aroused by
any conduct of Canada inimical to the conditions of that
treaty. Hon. gentlemen opposite have not asserted that.
The Treaty of 1871 was abrogated because the United States
believed, first, that the money which they had paid as edui-
valent for the rights they gained under that treaty was ex-
cessive, and, secondly, that the treaty itself, that the rights
given them by the treaty to fish in our limits and to enjoy
certain commercial privileges in our limita were not worth
anything to them. It is well to have that point thoroughly
settled, and that cannnot botter be done thÈn by going back
to Fe bruary, 1883, when notice was given that the Treaty of
1871 would be abrogated at the earliest possible moment.
After it had been decided to abrogate the treaty and instruc-
tions had been given by the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
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and after the chairman of that committee had brought the
matter brought before the House, Mr. Rice, of Massachusetts,
said :

" I think if the gentleman from Minnesota will hear the explanation
which I will briefly give, it may, perhaps, satisfy him on ail points,
with reference to the propriety of the adoption of this measure. By
the treaty of Washington certain sections were devoted to rights given
in British waters to the American fishermen. The amount that the
United States was to pay for the privilege was to be settled by the Hali-
fax Oommission. The sum that was to be awarded by the Commission
paid for that right for the term of twelve years, and no longer. The sum
awarded by the Halifax Commission was $5,500,000. We must now give
notice, by the 1st of next July, of the abrogation of the clauses of that
treaty and provisions is contained in the treaty for the abrogation of
those clauses, and nothing else. go that the matter stands by itself, or
else we ente r upon another term, for which England may demand
ample payment from the United Mtates, according to the enormous and
pujust awards of the Halifax Commission for privileges which nobody
in the United States, who has investigated the subject, considers worth
keeping."

That is the key of the whole affair. The opinion that obtained
at that time in the United States-whether it obtains there
now is another question-was that the privilege which
the United States fishermen gave up ofaccess to our inshore
fisheries and the privileges they had commercially conse-
quent upon that treaty, were not considered worth keeping.
Mr. Rice continued:

" The Senate Committee o:i Foreign Affaire unanimously reported
this resolution. It was adopted by the Senate without an objection :
and the Committee on Foreign Affaire of this House, having fuly ex-
amined the matter, unanimously instructed me to move the adoption of
the resolution by the House, which I now do, under that instruction.
With this explana.tion, I trust that no objection will be made to the
consideration of the resoultion, which, I am very sure, I can satisfy
everybody, ought to be adopted, to avoid liability to further payment of
au extortionate sum to Great Britain, for that which is not considered
worth anything to us by parties who are interested in the matter and
who have examined int, it.'

And that is the underlying note of the indisposition of
the United States of America to make any extension of that
treaty or to negotiate further for a treaty on the same
lines; and that especially in conjunction with another
point, that the Treaty of 1818, as they contend, is a treaty
which is obsolete, which has lost its force through lapse
of time and from the great changes which have taken
place since. These two things, the plea that the treaty
was no longer binding or could not be made binding on the
ULited States and the belief that the privileges to be gained
in Canadian waters were no longer worth anything, and
were so declared by those who had examinea into them,
were the two fundamental reasons why the United States
Senate and the United States Congress have been disposed
in the first place to get rid of the Treaty of 1871 as soon as
they could and have been indisposed since that time to
enter into any negotiations for a treaty providing for like
privileges between the two countries. The hon. gentleman
said that Canada was to blame for the abrogation of that
treaty. In the light of these facts, can any one fairly hold
that Canada was to blame for the denunciation of that
treaty ? When that treaty came near to the point of
denunciation, what were all the indications ? Those
which I have read are some of them, but they are few.
In the United States prints from one end of the country to
the other, the same opinion was prevalent, that these privi-
leges were.worthless, and that they did not want them any
further. That was the opinion expressed in the United
States Congress, both in the Senate and in the House of Re-
presentatives. An attempt was made to have that treaty ex-
tended for a time. That attempt was made through diplo-
matic correspondence, and, finding that could not be done,
it was attempted to have the terms of the treaty go along
for a little while so as to allow time for negotiation. All
these attempts failed. Hon. gentlemen say that nothing was
done, that "hush " was the word, that it was a period of
masterly inactivity. I ask any hon. gentleman who may
be uninfluenced by party motives, who may take a fair and
a candid view of the subject, how it is possible for one of

Jr., FoT".

the two parties to conclude a bargain in which it is indis-
pensable that both shall have the wish, and that both shall
agree before the bargain is made. There was one party to
the bargain, the United States, denouncing the treaty at
the earliest possible moment with a unanimity which was
not broken by a single dissenting voice in public, and re-
fusing to negotiate, for another. When the President's
Message came down in 1883, that part of it which related
to this matter was not even noticed. When the President's
Message came down in 1884, suggesting that a commission
should be appointed, the dominant party in the legislative
body, reported that they did not care for, and would not
vote for a Commission to sit upon this matter. If you look
into the report of the Senate Committee, you will find, after
thorough investigation and after taking all the official docu-
ments, which were many and voluminous at the time, the
same idea runs through them, that this treaty is obsolete
and that they do not want the privileges in the Canadian
waters under the old treaty. They say : "Let us denounce
the treaty and we will not make another." We are stated to
have been in fault not only because of dilatory action,
which does not lie, but also because of arbitrary action. In
what did that consist ? That treaty came to an end on the
Lst July, 1885, You might have said it was arbitrary if,

when the American fishermen were with full fleets on the
shores of Canada, men who did not have a very just idea of
treaty rights, when they were in the midst of fishing season,
Canada had done what she had a perfect right to do, if she
had put her cruisers there and protected her fisheries and
brought those who acted against the Treaty of 1818 to book
and imposed the penalties that might have been imposed.
But Canada did nothing of the kind. Going against a strong
sentiment in this country even, going against the views of
some hon, gentlemen opposite even, Canada said: "We will
give a fair chance-for the sake of the United States ?
no; for the sake of the fishermen ? no; but for the sake of
negotiations which may take place, we will give a grace of
six months, to give time for opening up negotiations, and, if
possible, making a treaty. That period of six months was
given, and it was not till April, 1886, that Canada, after
full warning and full diplomatic correspondence, by means
of which the position was plainly known, not only by the
United States authorities, but by the United States fisher-
men themselves, seeing that nothing else could be done,
felt she must for her just rights cling to the privileges
guaranteed to her by the Treaty of 1818. My hon. friend
the leader of the Opposition, says we did wrong, that our
conduct was arbitrary, and his policy is to reverse that
conduct and do d ifferently. In what way did we do wrong?
Were we wrong in our contentions as to the rights the
Treaty of 1818 conferired upon us ? Not in a single case.
The law officers of the Crown of Great Britain, the officers
of the Government of Great Britain, from the highest
down, who had to do with our negotiations, have stated,
and their opinion is on record, that in every single instance
of Canada's action she was in her just right and did not
pass beyond it. The hon. gentleman says that vexa-
tious regulations were carriea out, and, without a scintilla
of proof and without an attempt to invoke the records in
favor of what was said, my hon. friend stated this afternoon
that we went so far as to drive away froin our shores fish-
ermen of the United States who were in want of bread to
eat, that we turned them away from our harbors and re-
fused them the rights of hospitality.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend says "hear, hear," and

stands at the back of that assertion. I say that cannot be
proved. 1 say that no document can be brought forward
to prove it, and the United States diplomatic correspond-
ence failed itself to prove it, and I think it is a little too
much for men who still hold themselves to be patriote and
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lovers of their country, and who profess that their only
object is to do their country ample justice, to make
speeches of an hour or an hour and a half, in which there
is no word of even mild condemnation of the eourse of the
United States Government towards us, while every other
sentence is laden with invective against the Government of1
Canada. There is no word of sympathy for the poor toil-
ing fishermen of the Maritime Provinces, men who merit
on the part of both sides of this Bouse and from the country
the strongest sympatby and the very best efforts for the
betterment of their lot and the maintenance of their rights.
There is not a word of sympathy for their rights or for
themselves, but ail the sympathy is directed to the United
States, and ail the invective is given to those who stood
fairly, and honestly, and courteously, and with forbearance
for the rights of our fishermen, and for the rights of'
Canadians. Now, Sir. of ail the cases of ail the
vessels which. in those two years, were in the waters of
Canada, the United States Government, through its diplo-
matie agents, brought only 30 cases of alleged grievances
before the attention of the British Government and the
Canadian Government. in the two years of 1886 and 1887
we know the number of fishermen that were down thore, a
large number, we know the constant going and coming, we
know the surveillance we had over them, we know the
number of those that were boarded, and when they were
supervised by our officers and by our cruisers, yet out of
ail these, there were but 30 cases to which our attention
was drawn as a matter of grievance, and there was but one
out cf the 30 cases in which, when we had given a complete
answer, there was even a reply to the answer that we
made, and that was in the case of that famous man Medeo
Rose, who swore one way and then swore another way, and
thon swore back again on the old tack, and thon came back
again on the firÊt tack. When he was in the United States
ho would swea! for the United States, and when he was
in Canada he would swear for Canada. That is the
only case upon which they attempted to meet the reply
that we gave them to the grievance that was alleged.
Now, Sir, the case of the Mollie Adams is the only
case upon which hon. gentlemen can base a declaration
that a vessel was ever turned away in distress from the
shores of Canada. The captain of the Mollie Adanms
was Solomon Jacobs, and if they wili take the records of
this case, which have been placed upon the Table of the
flouse, and which are there for all to read, it will be seen
beyond possibility of doubt that the captain of the Mollie
Adams himself, when he went into port, asked the collector
if he could buy a barrel of flour, and the collector, doing his
duty, as he ought to do it under his instructions, asked him:
" Have you enough provisions to do yon, or are you ir
want? " and the captain of the Mollie Adams said he had
enough provisions to take him back home, that he was not
in want, and he sailed away and went home. Now, Sir,
that is the only case, and this opinion which my hon. friend
talks about as being so strong in the United States, is
exactly what Sir Charles Tupper said it was, without a
particle of foundation. It gained credence and currency in
the United States, largely-from what circumstance ?
Because hon. gentlemen in this louse, and hon. gentlemen
who control papers in this country, put out as being true
the contention of the skipper in the first instance, and sedu-
lously avoided the proof that was given of the falsity of
these statements, and the untenable position which they took,
with a studied desire, as it would seem, to avoid examining
into the case, and to rush to take up the case as first given
by the person who had the grievance. That very feeling
was added to, because the American papers copied more
largely from our own papers and the speeches of our own
public men than they did from the statements of those who
had a grievance to give to them at first hand. Now, Sir, so
muoh for that, Myhon. friend said that it wusthe policy

of himself and his party to go baek to the Treaty of 18f4,
and to get that treaty and, it possible, to enlarge it. Now,
I suppose my hon. friend, if ho were in power to-morrow,
and wore to remain in power for ton years, bas no idea that
he could get the Treaty of 1854 again between this country
and the United States. If he does think so I will refer
him to a statement made by the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who is not at present in his seat,
who, in 1883, in this House, as will be found on reference to
the Bansard of that year, page 271, made this statement:

" It is perfectly hopeless to dream of obtaining a reciproeity treaty
with the United States in the future, which is confined lu its operations to
the natural products of the soil of the two countries. Such a treaty
will, as the Treaty of 1854, work almost exclusively to the advantage of
the Canadians)'1

I refer my hon. friend to bis confrère and party follower,
to debate that subject between themselves and come to a
conclusion. But, Sir, ho said that if le does go back to the
Treaty of 1854 he wishes to enlarge it. Thon I put the
oinus of proof upon him to show to this House, and to his
followers, and to the country that he hopes to have follow
him, to show one single leaning in the strong dominant
opinion of the United States which is in favor of increased
trade relations on the lines that he lays down, and that bis
party lays down, and that they take as their fixed policy.
Sir, do you find it in the Bills which have been iutroduced,
either the Mill's Bill or the Senate Tariff Bill ? Do you find
it in the election which took place in the United States
last year when both parties wrestled with each other for
the supremacy, and bronght out every noint of practical
pdlicy that they supposed would influence tho clectors?
Where. Sir, o' all the platforms, and in ail the peeches,
will you find a single public platform advocating unre-
stricted reciprocity with Canada ? Not in one single
instance. But you find men high in political position in
the United States, men who are either now dominant
or who will be dominant in the administration, who simply
say : "Yes, Canada can have ail the advantages that the
United States people have when she is of a mind to come
under the United States fiag, and not before." That, Sir,
is the statement of the Hon. James G. Blain, who ail people
believe bas a dominant influence in the Republican party,
and who most people believe will have a dominant position
in the Cabinet which is soon to bo. Sir, you may find
those men occupying the position of Mr. Sherman. one of
the strongest men in the Republ'cain party of' th, United
States, who says: " Unrestricted reciprocity-yes, I would
be favorable to it if it led to a certain conclusion "-and
that conclusion was the absorption of Canada into the
ULited States of America-" but I favor it only if it can be
mhown to me that it would lead to that conclusion." Sir,
I do not speak here of the Butterworth's and the Hitt's, and
the other men strong in po3ition in the United States. I
do not spak of the papers of New York, of Boston, and of
Chicago, which show the dominant public sentiment Of the
country; in not one of these can you find a defender of
unr estricted rociprocity; in every one you may find a
reference to "manifest destiny," and to the time soon
coming when as a ripe apple falis off the tree, Canada
shahl fall into the hands of the United States of
America, and there shall be but one flag and one
people from the North Polo down to the Gulf of
Mexico. Sir, that is not the sentiment of young
Canada to-day, that is not the sentiment of. the bot
people in Canada to-day; and rather than join and link
her fortunes with a destiny which is so strongly held out
to her as being the only condition on which she can get
these, to a large extent, mythical advantages, which are so
much talked about, Canada comes to the sensible conclusion
that, with a people of five or six millions, with a territory as
large and as rich as ber own, and a climate and a soil which
are unequalled, with a stock, so far as her people goe, whioh
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combines the best excellences of the best peoples of the
world, bas a future before herself, and that while she will
cultivate amity and the best feeling with ber reighbors to
the south, and with ail other neighbors, she will purmue ber
own undeviating course, with the star of future promise
full in view, and miake a people by herself, maintaining her
own institutions, her own commerce, ber independent de-
velopment through and through, keeping intact ber institu-
tions, ber government, and those ties, stronger than some
people thik them to be at this day, which bind us to the
mother country and to every portion of the British Empire
the wide world over.

Mr. E DGA R. I hope the f.'lowers of the Government
listened with great attention to the speeches delivered
from the Treasury benches on this question, because they
were most distinctly educational speeches. Why, we bave
heard from both the Prime Minister and the Minister of
Finance that there is something good in reciprocity after
ail. They say they are in favor of reciprocity with the
United States and of cultivating the most friendly relations
with our neighbors. But did we not hear last Session,
night after night, when the debate on reciprocity was going
on, speeches from the followers of those hon. gentlemen to
show that we did not require reciprocity with the United
States? Did they not enter into elaborate calculations to
show that Canada was perfectly independent commercially,
agriculturally and in every other way of the United States?
The leaders of the Government have evidently learned
something already if their followers have not done so, and
they are trying to educate their followers in that direction.
The Ministers have been educated by the country. Since
last Session we on this side of the louse have gained three
seats from them in Conservative counties on the square and
direct issue of unrestricted reciprocity.

Some hon. MEMRBERS. No.
Mr. EDGAR. That counts six votes on a division in this

House, and perhaps the Ministers think it is about time to
begin to educate their party to accept unrestricted recipro.
city. The Minister of Finance opened his remarks by inform-
ing the louse that we were altogether wrong in declaring
that their treaiment of American vessels in 1886 was for an)
other pur pose than the protection of our fitheries. The Min-
ister said it was not to interfere with American commercial
intercourse with Canada, but it was simply to protect the
rights of our fishermen and the treaty rights to the fisheries
that action was taken. I desire to contradict the Minister
most positively, but in a parliamentary way. What we
complain of is not any interforence by the Canadian Gov-
ernment with American fishing vessels trying to poach on
our fisheries wiLhin the three-mile limit, forwe are entirely
with the Government, always were with the Goverument
as ail Canadians are with the Goverunmeut on that question,
but it was when the Kinister of Customs and the Minister
of Marine aiso in their respective departments interfered
with American vossels, wan ,cnly and unnecessarily in
1883 and irritated and annoyed them. Was it for the pro-
tection of the fisheries that the case of the schooner Pearl
.Nelson occurred, where the captain of that vessel was
fined $200 ? For what ? For encroaching within the three-
mile limit, for throwing bis nets in our waters ? Not at ail,
but ho was fined 8200 for simply putting ashore two
native Canadians at their own homes to see their
wives and children when in port. The fine was imposed
for doing that and nothirg else, and the Minister cannot
deny it. More than that. A Canalian in that crew had
died on board, and the captain of the vessel wantei to put
the dead man's clothes on shore, to give them te bis
family; but ho was prevented from doing so, because this
fine of $200 bad no, been paid. And yet, the hon. gentle-
man rises in Lis seat, and leutures hon. members on this
aide of the House, for not having sympathy for the poor

Mr. FoT.

fi-hermen down by the sea. But those were Canadians, and
those were fishermen whom he would not allow to come
ashore, and the dead man whose clothes could not be landed
was a Canadian fi-herman also. The Minister contradicted
my bon. friend (Ur. Mills) flatly when he made the asser-
tion that American vessels bad been deprived of obtaining
a reasonble quantity of provisions at a Canadian port.
Does not the hon. gentleman remember the case of the
Laura Sayward, at Shelburne, where the captain was
refusel permission to buy seven pounds of sugar, three
pounds of coffee, one bushel of potatoos and two pounds of
butter for the use of his little crew on the return voyage to
Massachusetts. The hon. gentleman cannot deny it. Let
hi ru look at the Hansard of last Session, when I mentioned
this very case, and when his colleague, the Minister of
Customs, said it was perfectly right.

An hon. ME MBER. It does not make it right.
Mr. EDGAR. I do not think it does, but it was justified

in this louse last Session, and it is a fact. The hon, gentle-
man will perhaps still insist that the action of the Govern-
ment bas been simply to protect the fishing rights of
Canada under the treaty, and not in regard to our munici.
pal or domestic legislation. No doubt the Minister is quite
familiar with the celebrated dispatch of lst February, 1S87,
sent from Canada to England, which contained a copy of a
report of a Committee of the Privy Council, signed by the
Minister himself, who was then Minister of Marine.
Whether he wrote the document or not I do not know, I
rather suspect the Minister of Justice prepared it, but the
Minister of Finance was responsible for it. In one clause
of that document he describes the position the Canadian
Government was taking and which at that time they were
determined to maintain. The hon. gentleman said in that
report of the Privy Council:

"It is not to be expected that after having earnestly insisted upon
the necessity of a strict maintenance of these treaty rights and upon
the respect due by foreign vessels while in Ganadian waters to the
municipal legislation by which ali vessels resorting to those waters are
governed, in the absence, moreover, of any decision of a legal tribunal
to show that there has been any straining of the law in those cases in
which it has been put in operation, the Oanadian Government will sud-
denly and without the justification supplied by any new facts or argu-
ments withdraw from the position taken up deliberately, and by doing
co, in effecL, plead guilty to the whole of the charges of oppression, in-
humanity and bad faith which, in language wholly unwarranted by the
circumstances of the case, have been made againet it by the public men
of the United States."

The Minister of Finance himself justified their action
towards American vessels as regards the municipal legisla-
tion of this country, and it is of that we complain. We
contend that in regard to all matters of petty detail the
Government have been unreasonably bard. I do not pretend
to say that all the cases reported in the United States were
justifiably complained of-i do not think so at all. But
very few cases were sufficient to irritate the people of
the United States and the whole body of fishermen, and
it was certainly extremely unwise, and under the circum-
stances criminal, for this Government to have allowed any
of the cases to have occurred. The hon. gentleman bas
stated, however, that the English Government entirely sup-
ported thein. I do not think that the English Government
when it was nogotiating with the Secretary of State at
Washington was very likely in its public despatches to
announce that the Canadians had been guilty of allthe
crimes that were attributed to them. I would not
expect to find that told in the English despatohes,
but the Ministers know a great deal botter than I
do what were the private and confidential opinions
of the English Government upon their course of action.
But this I do know froin the public despatches,
that the English Government put their band down upon
the Canadian Government and prevented them in 1887
from repeating the ourse of treatment they were guilty of
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in 1886. If I am not out of order in referring to another authority by the other side of the House, I think that man
debate, I may say that I remember distinctly on an occa would b. Mr. Joseph Chamberlain. I think I eau tell the
sion not long ago, in this House, that the Minister of Fi- hon. gentleman wbat Mr. Joseph Chamberain thonght of
nance said that in 1887, they had no cause to interfere witb their course of conduot in 1886. At a banquet gîven him in
the American fishermen because the season of 1886 had New York whlle speaking of these sane troubles with the
taught them to behave themselves. I think I can show fishing boats he nsed these words:
that it was the English Government that taught the Cana- &-This interferone, whether justified by law or notproyoked great
dian Government how to behave themselves in 1887. In this irritation and in-feeling in this conntry."
wonderful despatch which I quoted just now and which is amat je Mr. Joseph Chamberlain% view of the situation,
sort of no surrender despatch, the Canadian Government That le exactly the vicw we tke ouiLd bide, and the view
said that they had done perfectly right and that they w always bave taken. Wben we flnd thoee twe gentlemen
would not surrender. That is just what the Finance Min- agreeig with us d disagreeing with the Ministry we may
ister and the Firet Minister have said to-day. I quote fromu fairly regard ourselves as justified in the course we have
the despatch: taken intbis matter. I may also say that the language of

" Sncb a surrender on the part of Qanada would invoive their aban- these gentlemen tully justifies the language which the leader
lonment of a valuable portion of the national inheritance of the people of the Opposition used last summer, in the speech wbieh he
of this country." delivered atSt.Thom as. Botb the FirstMiniéterand the Min.
What followed this des patch? It must have been received istercf Finance to-day professed friendlinems to the United
towards the end of February, 1887, in Downing Street, and States, and a desire for reciprooity, yet, when we profes
it could not have been received very long before the friendinese te the United States they cali itdisloyalty, and
Secretary of State sent a cable message out to the Governor when we say that we are in favor of reciprocity we are told
General here, dated 24th February, in which he said: by the other side that it is the me thing as annexation.

" Her Majestys Government are disposed to think after much consi- A few minutes ago we had a vigorous denunciation by the
deration of the entire subjeot-" Rinisterfo Finance given to the annexation tedecies f
1 have ne donbt that considoration inwluded the case of the certain persons, net mentioned, and ho told ns that a great
Pearli-Nelson aud the Laurax Sayward- many peoplemin Washington were Cfavorlf the annexa
Sthat thse best and implest settiement of the difficulties might be tion cf Canada. Ho mentioned thea by naine, althongh i

arrived at, if both parties wouid agree, 50 as to permit discussion of the did ot mention ay on this side of the Houe by nane. I
more extended relations, to ratify for a term atilesat, if not permanently, can tell the Minister cf Finance that if this Goverumotit op.
the condition cf thinga thft exsb ted under the Treaty of Waseington.
Fish aud lbh production being again reciprocaily admit"ed free of duty poses, as they opposed last Session, ad if they continue te
and the fisheries being once more reciprocally thrown open. They are oppose, the efforts whieh we are makiig, r ad tho sugges-
further of opinion that it would bethe clear intereTt of the Dominion tiens whch wo offer to thern towards ob tining larger coin.
that no suggestion of a pecuniary indemnifloation should be made in rerTai relations with the United 8tateo , the will be very
making this arrangement." apteamke a grea t t any anexationids on th othersde
The plain English cf that je that in 1887 and 1888 the of theline, sud on thisgrde, to, bcume it Mpsrfectly lear
Canadian Govrnment was te allow the Ameriosus the tethose weebsrve the feeling f the people in Oterio at
right te use their fisheries without stoppinig thei. It was least, that they dionue ltave free trad relations wich the
quite reasonable that this should b.idoue or otherwise ther v United Staths.
is no doubt whatevef that we would have been plnged intoe T o
a wart with the United States. Whit did eu- brave captains e est N
of the Canadian navy ssy te that? Wbat did the Minister cf Mr. EDG . will draw the attention cf the hon.
Marine Say to that? WhySir, ho at once owned himis- Minister of Finance tge the hon. nember for Lincoli. The
takie, and said he wonld cheerfully do what was suggested te hon. mem ber is oe eof hieseconstructed followerb, and bis
him by the E glish Goverment. And Lord Lansdowe able speech to-night bas Pot eonvinced the hon. member
cabled back on the 26th February, almost the ext day, yet The hon. Mnister ad botter takd-hiniilubaud and
to the English Secretary cf State in the most dutif aighd give him aother lecture. Well, apart from the hon.
proper spirit : membes- for Lincoln, neasly oves-ybody in the Province cf

aReferring to your telegramt of the 24th Febraryto anadian Govern- Ontarif th aexiens te have larger trade relations with the
ment is prepared to accept your suggestion of reverting temporarilyto people cf the United States, aud if the Governint con-
the condition of thing teisting under the Treaty of Washington with- tinue teannounce that that desire on the past cf the people
ont at proet raiding question of indemnity." will lead tedamnexation, they will make anexationistby
Yn se thatislthe way in which the Gevernment taught the score lu this country. But we Say lu order te got
the American fishemen how te behave theelves in 1887. ample trade relations with the United States, annexation
The hou, gentleman says that Sir Charles Tupper approved je not ueL-esary, sud therefore we persuade people not te
cf their action, but does ho not remember, because I do very be annexatioiats Our policy prevents them from being
disinctlyisangdethik oves-ynt.e el"elu this enouse des te, annexationists. If they can get the comercial advatages
that Sir Chales Tupper su speaking cf this vosy construc. witbout the political union, thy wil not b. annexationis;
tien cf the Treaty et1818 whi h the h A. Ministeria defend- but samthsutiefiod that an inreasingnuuber cf peopie wil
ing to-uight, said: say that if tey are teebidebarredoytthsoGoverpgmenttfroh

iIt rsaone thin t hold a techuical construction and it is anothereobtainiug commercial advantagee nlees they accopt the
thing to enforce it.e tplitical union, they wil be vemlcu tempted t
Thatl a ail we say ou this aideocf the Blouse, and that i ail accept the political union; and thereore l warn hon. gentle.
we over s-id.We do not deuy that the techuical construc- mon opposite that they are making avnexationiste an
tien cf that treaty je ight 'as eonstrned by the Canadian this c anntry every day that they resit on ar pioy Now,
Goverumeut. I romember the Miniiter of Finance the ether Sir, an important part of thie motion invofves the direct
night asking s-ose the Houe. whethes- we held that theis negotiation by Canadians, threough theif cown acedited
interpretation cf the Treaty cf 1818 was right or wroog. I reprosentatives, with the United States Goverm nt for the
shal a-swer in the wo-ds of Sir CharlesTupper: l tlneuepus-pose f negotiating this reaty. Ithink that the xpe-
thing te hold a teohuical cocutruotien sud it l anothes-athing p s tnce which Canadians have had of English negotiaters o
te enforce it" If thes-e is any eue else besides Sir Charles beba f cf l Canada with the United Stateet c us int been very
Tuppes- who wa aaquainted with those fishery negotiations'encousaging. Ou the centsa-y, it hea been a disastrous
at Wayhington ad why would likely o. opted as in Mnhistory of failurOsnealog; ond I do neot think that hven
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the aïsistance which Sir Charles Tupper received during the
negotiation of the Treaty of 18m8 from Lord Sackville or
from Mr. Chamberlain, could have been worth very much.
I think ho would have done quite as well, and very likely a
good deal botter, if ho had been sent there as the direct
representative of Canada. Now, Sir, I think there is a
great practical advantage in sending our own representa-
tive to Washington. The hon. Minister of Finance referred
to an Act of Congress providing for a conference of the States
of Southern and Central America with the United States at
Washington for the purpose of negotiating treaties of com-
merce, and said that Canada was not to be represented thore
because we had fnot been ask- d. Now, Sir, the Act provid-
ing for this corfer once, which was passed in Congress during
last year, is similar to a Bill which was introduced during
several sessions by Senator Sherman. In that Bill Senator
Sherman made proposais for the encouragement of closer
commercial relationship and in the interest and for the per-
petuation of peace between the United States and the re-
publics of Moxico and Central and South America, and the
Empire of Brazil, He proposed that conference in a spirit
of the broadest statesmanship: and if there is a man living
to-day in the United States, who is a broadminded states-
man, that man is Senator John Sherman. When ho had one
of those Bills of his before the Sonate a short time ago, a
gentleman who was in Canada, and who was intimate with
Senator Sherman, wrote a letter asking him why ho did
not include Canada in his Bill; and I have permission to
use an extract from the letter which Senator Sherman wrote
to that gentleman in reply. Hie said:

" DAa SiR,-The reason why the Dominion of Canada has not been
Included among the nations to be represented, is that under the form of
Government existing there, we can only negotiate with and invite
Great Britain, the Paramount authority in Canada, to participate in the
Congress. Both official etiquette and the subordination of Canada to
the British Government prevent any negotiations with the Canadian
authorities in such a CongreEs. I know very well that Canada is a
much more important country for trade anc commercial intercourse,
and is in many respects more akin to us than any of the South American
States. The fact that we speak the same language, are governed by
kindred institutions, and are descended from the same source, would
make it natural and easy to form closer commercial and business rela-
tions; but we cannot invite the Canadian Government into this Con-
gress, composed as it is of independent States."

There is the reason from Senator Sherman himself why
Canada is not invited into that Congress, and cannot send
a representative there. Now, what is suggested in this
proposal before the House to-night is that Canada should
send her own direct representative to the United States,
and if she were in a position to do so, we should be so far
independent of the control of Downing Street in that mat-
ter that we would be accepted and admitted into that Con-
gress to negotiate in that enormously important matter
with the United States and the other countries represented
there. Now, there is a most distinct practical illustration
of the important commercial advantages that we should
have by acquiring the right to send an independent nego-
tiator. Well, Sir, at one time the hon. Frst Minister him-
self rather squinted in that direction. I dare say the hon.
gentleman's colleagues will remember that Sir Leonard
Tilley and Sir Charles Tupper were in London in 1879, and
in order that Sir Alexander Galt might be appointed as a dis-
tinct negotiator for Canada at other countries, these distin-
guished gentleman, including the First Minister, signed a
memo. which they sent into the Colonial Office, and which
they concluded in these words:

" It is further submitted that the very large and augmenting commerce
of Canada and the increasing extent of her trade with foreign nations
are proving the absolate need-"

Of what? Why-
-" of direct negotiations with them for the proper protection of her
interests."
The First Minister, Sir Charles Tupper and Sir Leonard Tilley
actually ton years ago proposed to the English Government

Mr. Enaa.

that Canada should have the right to enter into direct
negotiations with foreign coantries; and they went on to
Say :

" The necessity has thus arisen for providing separate and distinct
trade conventions with foreigu powers with whom Canada has distinct
trade."

If we have not distinct trade with the United States suffi.
cient to justify us appointing a Minister to that country, I
do not know of any country with which we have sufficient
trade. You see, therefore, we are not so much in advance
of what the right hon. the First Minister himself was in
1879. Now, I think the proposition is a perfectly feasible
one. I do net think we would meet with any objection
from England if this resolution were carried and if we were
distinctly to ask for the right to make our own commercial
treaties. That would be only asking the right te use the
name of the Queen ourselves. We do not propose revolu-
tion, we do not propose that the name of Queen Victoria
should not be used in those negotiations, and we think that,
as subjects of Queen Victoria, we would be getting a gool
deal nearer to the Queen herself by being allowed to use
ber name in making our own commercial treaties. We use
ber name every day in our writs ; we use it in all our domes-
tic matters. I do not think we have very much disgraced ber
name by any use we made of it as Canadians, and I really
do think it would tend to strengthen the silken ties that
bind Canadians to the Empire if we were at liberty simply
to use ber name in making commercial treaties with
foreign countries. What earthly objection could England
have to our sending our representative to the United States
to mako a commercial treaty ? The only possible objection
that could be suggested is that in making these treaties we
would be discriminating against England or against coun-
tries with which she has entered into commercial treaties
containing the most favored nation clause. That is an objec-
tion which might have some force if negotiations of a similar
kind had not already taken place, and if legislation con-
nected with the duties on foreign goods had not already
taken place here, which render it impossible for the Eng-
lish Government to make any objections of that kind.
On many occasions and for a good many years England did
object to Canada making discrirninating arran!Zements of
that kind. ln June, 1868, the English Board uf Trade pro-
tested against our statutory offer to the United States of
reciprocity in natural products. That is the offer which hon.
gentlemen opposite boast so much about as being sufficient
to satify ali reasonable requirements of the United States.
The protest which the English Government made against that
offer was combatted very cleverly by Sir John Rose, and the
English Government yielded. If we go back to the Elgin
Treaty of 1854, we find that under the terms of that treaty
there was an express claim to discriminate against Eng-
land and against all other countries. In 1854, there were
a great many treaties between England and foreign nations
in which Canada and the other colonies were included, and
which contained the most favored nation clause. These
treaties would therefore prevent Canada from making a
treaty with the United States, offering special trade arran-
gements with that country, but in the face of that treaty,
we made those arrangements. It might be said that
although on the face of the Elgin Treaty, we had discrimin-
ated against other countries, still when we came to legislate
on the subject of the articles which would be admitted into
Canada free of duty, we put those articles on the free list as
regards the rest of the world. Well, it happened that we
did not do so. We did not put all those articles on the fiee
list; several of them were not on it, and, therefore, in res-
pect of those, we did discriminate against England and
against the world. There was the article of dried fruits.
lu that the principle was asserted by Canada of her right to
discriminate in favor of the United States. The United
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States was the only country from whieh we culd
import dried fruits free of daty; therefore we dia.
criminated against ail other countries in the world.
Among others, there was Greece with which England had a
treaty containing the most favored nation &lause at that
time, and including the colonies. That was a most
material violation of that principle, and there was no pro
test at the time from England or Greece. I have heard a
good deal of stress laid upon the speech which the Hon.
George Brown made in the Sonate on his return from ne-
gotiating the draft of a treaty at Washington in 1874.
In that speech he suggested that the manufaotured article@,
which were to be admitted free of duty from the United
States, should be placed on the free list, and at any rate, as
far as Great Britain was concerned, that there should be no
discrimination against ber. Now, I think it is impossible
that Mr. Brown could have intended to go any further in
restricting the right of Canada to discriminate than the
English Government itself proposed to go, and I find that
when the draft of treaty, which the Hon. George Brown
drew up, was sent over to England, the Government there
submitted it to the Board of Trade for their consideration.
Now, remember that that treaty not only included ail the
natural products of the Treaty of 1854, but also embraced a
large number of manufactured articles, which it proposed to
admit reciprocally free between Canada and the United
States. The Board of Trade in England commented on that
provision of the treaty, and theso are the words they used:

'' To this no objection can be taken, whatever criticisms may have
been made on the original Reciprocity Treaty on the ground that
Canada was setting up differential duties against this country and
countries with which we have most favored nations treaties. No such
objections can be taken now.1
So that the English Government, through its own Depart-
ment of Trade, distinctly and positively repudiated ail desire
to prevent Canada fron setting up differential duties against
England or any other country in the world, if it should be
in the interest of Canada. This obsolete doctrine, that
Canada could not set up differential or discriminating duties,
was found in the original Governor General's instructions.
Article 9 of those instructions was as follows:-

" You are not to assent in Our name to any Bill of the classes berein-
after specified, that is to say:"

And amongst them is this:
" Any Bill imposing differential duties."

There was a most distinct objection on the part of the Eng-
lish Government, which framed these instructions first, to
our right to make those discriminating duties, but in 1876,
Mr. Blake visited the Colonial Office, and the result of that
visit was the disappearance of that clause zn toto from the
Governor General's instructions, Not only did that clause
disappear, but we have the reasons very frankly given by
Colonial Secretary, Sir Michael Bicks-Beach, in a despatch
to Lord Lorne, dated the 3rd May, 1879, in which he says:

" The clause was at the instance of the late Government of the Dom-
inion, omitted from the revised instructions becanse Ber Majesty's Gov-
ernment thought it undesirable that those instructions should contain
anything which could be interpreted as liniting or defining the
legislative powers conferred in 1867 on the Dominion Parliament.

Now, that was entircly in the line of the report of the
English Board of Trade in 1874. Yet, as an illustration of
the profound ignorance of Canadian and colonial affaira
shown by prominent English public men at the time, and
of the necessity of our having Canadians to manage the
negotiation of our own treaties, we find that Lord Kimberley
actually, in 1882, attempted to fetter as again in this matter.
After all that had passed, after the decision of the English
Board of Trade, after more than once changing the royal
instructions, and after all the incidents to which I have
referred, Lord Kimberley, referring to the proposed com-
mercial arrangement with Jamaica, undertook to take the
old, old ground, and ho said:
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"I need acarcely say that Sir A. MKugrave is entirely right in bis
assumption that Her Majesty's Government could not sanction any
arrangements which womid Involve the reation of differential duties in
favor of Casiada."
Even the resent Government, or that of 1882, could not
quite stand that from Lord Kimberley, and they of course
knew botter than ho did how the position stood, and ho was
very soon made to withdraw the objection ho had made te
our negotiating an independent treaty with Jamaica. The
memorandum of Counci1, which I entirely approve of, says-.

" That, in accordance with this preeedent, the Canadian Government
claim that it is competent for any of the colonies possessing representa-
tive and responsible government to emeer into mutual agreements for
either partial or absolute free trade with the mother country, or with
each other, or with both."
That memorandum is to be found in the Sessional Papera of
1883, No. 89, pagea 38 and 39. The Minister of Finance
no doubt has observed that, in this motion which is before
the Chair to-day, nothing is proposed about the right of
Cana la to negotiate treaties with British Amorican Pro-
vinces. 1 recollect a few days ago the Finance Minister
makinga great discovery in the debate on the motion respect-
ing commercial treaties when ho said that, in the resolu-
tion respecting commercial treaties which Mr. Blake had
proposed in 188J, ho had included the right to make treaties
with British North American Provinces, and he wondored
why it was not in that motion, and ho pointed to its omis-
sion in the resolution of the other day as an ovidence of dis-
loyalty. Now he will see the reason, which is that shortly
after 1882 the Government of the day obtained from the
English Government the distinct acknowledgment that
they could create differential duties and negotiate indepen-
dent treaties with any other colony; and therefore my hon.
friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) would
have displayed ignorance equal to that of the Finance
Minister if he had included any such unnecessary proposal
as that in his resolution. I tbink the hon. gentleman was
not in the Government at that time, but ho probably read
the Government organs, and, if ho had read the %&ontreal
Gazette, ho would have found the announcement in that
paper which I have just mentioned to the House. i am not
aware that it was ever vouchsafed by the Government to
the House, but the Montreal Gazette announced it to the
public in this way :

" We understand that the principle therein laid down by the Cana-
dian Government bas been conceded by the Imperial Government, and
that hereafer the colonies are left free to enter upon reciprocal trade
relations with each other, whether the arrangement involves disctimina-
tion against Great Britain or against other colonies than tnose immedi-
ately concerned."

And, in order to show that the Montreal Gazeite, a few
years ago, was not afraid to see Canada extending her inde-
pendent trade relations, i will go on to read from the same
article which says:

" There is in that conceession no weakening of the tie that binds the
various portions of the British pouessiona to the Empire; on the con-
trary, the freedom of action in the arrangement of whatever policy may
be deemed by the colonies most conducîve to their material progress
and proSperity, can have no other effeet than to strengthen the attacb-
ment of the colonies to the Crown."

I think that utterance was almost prophetic. It would
refer to the resolution which was before th fHouse last
Session, to the one which has already been before the House
this Session, and to the resolution in your hands to-day, Mr.
Sreaker, and I would distinctly draw the attention of the
Minister of Finance to that article. Now, in order, if pos-
sible, to make it more certain that there can ho no objection
raised by anybody to Canada, rmaking a discrimination in
favor of this country and against any other country in her
commercial treaty arrangements, I would just refer the
hon. gentleman to the Revised Statutes of Canada, to section
11 of the Customs Act, in which there is a proposal standing
to-day, and it has been standing on our statutos since 1879,
and has been very often boasted of by the Government of
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the day, and that is the proposal to allow wines, when im-
ported from France or Spain, to be taken off the customs
lista, as regards those two countries only. Now, Sir, in
that clause of the Customs Act, we distinctly offer to France
or Spain, either one of them, a differential discriminating
privilege against England and against all the world,
in spite of the most favored nation clause in any
English treaty. So that it is absolutely clear that
the doctrine of differential duties, and of not dis-
criminating against England, or against those favored
nations, is absolutely a dead letter, and has been aban.
doned by English statesmen of every Government, both
Liberal and Conservative; and it is, therefore, absolutely
open to Canada to make whatever arrangement she likes
with the United States about her own commercial matters.
England has not, as I am aware of, discriminated in favor
of Canada, and she is quite able in trade relations to take
care of herseif, and she has not aaked that Canada should
discriminate in her favor. Therefore, Sir, I think, it is
the manly course for Canadians to say that, that only pos-
sible difficulty being out of the way, they should demand
the right to negotiate treaties with all foreign nations, but
more particularly with the United States at our doors, and
for that reason, especially, I cordially support the motion
of the leader of the Opposition.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron) moved the adjournment of
the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to,; and House adjourned at 10:50 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNESDAY, 27th February, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

ParÂYas.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 82) to amend the Act to incorporate the Win-
nipeg and North Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 83) to incorporate the Ontario, Manitoba and
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Mr. BOWELL. With the consent of the House, I desire
to move the addition of two members to the Printing
Committee. The Senate appointed nineteen members on
this committee instead of seventeen, and it is thought better
that we sehould add two names rather than aak them to
reduce the number. I beg to suggest the names of Iessrs.
Hickey and Ellis.

Motion agreed to.

REPORTS.

Report of the Department of Public Printing and Sta-
tionery for the Dominion, for the year ending 30th June,
1888.-(Mr. Bowel.)

Annual Report of the Department of the Interior, for
the year 1888.-(Mr. Dewdney.)

EXTRADITION ACT.
Mr. WELDON (Albert) moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 84) to extend the provisions of the Extradition
Mrà EDaR,

Aot. He said : A Bill of this nature is of very grave
importance now. The position of Canada with reference
to the matter of extradition in a very singular one, partly
by reason of her geographical position, and more largely
by reason of what may be called historical accidents. To
-ake more clear the purpose that I have in view in this

short Bill, let me say a word with reference to the ruling
policy underlying the whole matter of extradition law,
whether embodied in treaties or statutes. The object
of extradition is two-fold. It aima, first of all, more vigor-
ously to enforce the criminal law, and, secondly, a matter
of still greater importance, to enable particular communi-
ties to rid themselves of a very dangerous class of immi-
grants. Whatever view we take of the criminal law, we
must agree that the objects of the law are to confine and in
some cases to destroy very grave offenders, and further-
more, to restrain and to deter those who may be contem-
plating the commission of crime. The experience of hun-
dreds of years has abundantly shown that the arm of justice
is paralysed when the criminal who las violated the laws
of his country escapes punishment by crossing the boundary
line. Here, in Canada, we are powerless to reach our hand
beyond our boundary line and draw a criminal from a
foreign country; but the second purpose, namely, to rid
our country of a dangerous class of residents, fugitives seek-
ing an asylum here on account of crimes they committed
abroad, is a matter within our own powers, and with which
the Parliament of Canada is competent to legislate. Our
geographical position is peculiar. On the North Amerioan
continent there are three political communities, Canada, the
Republic of the United States, and Mexico. With the one
we have no treaty; with the other we have a very
narrow treaty, and the result is that the criminal classes
of those two important nations to the south of us are
found settling down in Canada. This is, so to speak,
the very bottom of the basin; and with an international
boundary 3,000 miles long, with increased facilities for
travel, the mischiefs resulting from this immigration
have been in later years greatly augmented. With
reference to the historical accidents of the case, it is a
singular fact that while the country of which we form part
ias now extradition treaties with all important states, all
those treaties but one are of comparatively modern dates,
and are modelled upon the statute which the English Par-
liament passed eighteen or nineteen years ago. The statute
contains a full list of crimes and an excellent procedure,
and was meant to be a guide and model for future treaties ;
and ail the treaties which England has are modelled upon
it with the exception of one. That one treaty, that imper-
fect, that old treaty, is the Ashburton Treaty, which was
made forty-seven years ago, and that treaty is of more
moment to us than ail le others put together. The tenth
article of the Ashburton Treaty of 1842 relates to extra-
dition and is singularly defective. It will surprise hon.
members who have not given attention to the matter, that
it contains a list of but seven crimes, and of really but
five. Of these five, four are violent crimes against the
person and property, and there is but one commercial
crime. The' crimes named are murder, assault with
intent to commit murder, piracy, robbery, and arson,
and the only commercial crime is forgery, including the
utterance of forged bills. Within the past forty or fifty
years, there ias been, for obvions resons, a great in-
crease of crime in commercial matters. There is an addi-
tional complexity in commercial transactions, there is a
great extension of credit, a great multiplication of the
forme of credit, a great enlargement of our paper
money, a great development in the way of replacing these
by cheques, and credit forma, and dtafts, almost the equi-
valent of money. These ievelopments have given occasion
to a great increase of crime of a commercial character, yet
there is in the treaty which determines our extradition re-
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lations with the United States, but the single commercial existence of any treaty between this country and the state against
crime of forgery. During the years since 1842, efforts have whose law the offne. hua been committed. It is as much to our advan.

. tage that such criminals should be punished, and that we should t
been made by the diplomats of Great Britamn and the rid of then, as it is to that of the foreign state that they should
United States, te replace the Ashburton Treaty by a better brought within the reach of its law."
one. The Rosebery Treaty failed to pasa in the American There are the rosons clearly given in support of the
Senate. It is not my purpose to trace the roason, I con policy of this Bill. I will not now dwell on the multitude
only deplore the result; and to day, despite the hopes of the evils which exist under the present conditions.
we had a few years ago of a fuller treaty These may be dwelt upon better at a later stage. I thinkwith a larger list of crimes and a botter procedure, there is no more insidious danger than that great criminals
we are still governed by the old Treaty of 184 3. We can- from other states, carrying off their booty, and makingnot have all we would like in this matter. Every member their homes hore, should defy the law, should @pend their
of this House would have earnestly wished to see a reson- money here, and should corrupt and taint the morals of ourable, wise treaty adopted by the two nations, and to see the
Ashburton Treaty replaced by a wiser and fuller one. But young mon. I think it s the duty of the people of Caada
if we cannot have the whole loaf, let us have the half. It
is within the power of the Parliament of Canada to give to Motion agreed to, and Bil read the firet time.
the people of Canada the very best half of an extradition
treaty. It is within our power to drive from our own bor-
dors the more flagrant and atrocious criminals who seek
Canada as an asylum. The Bill is very brief. It provides Mr. LA.IVIÉRE aaked, Whether it is the intention of
in substance that as between Canada and any country the Government to negotiate, at as early a date as possible,
which has no extradition treaty with Great Britain affecting with the Indians of the "seau River, in the Province of
Canada, it shall be within the power of the Canadian Manitoba, for a change of their present reserve te a more
Government to surrender criminals who are enjoying suitablo location for them, and to open to settiement the
asylums from certain flagrant crimes committed in foreigu land now held by those Idians?
countries ; and in respect of a state with which we
have a treaty, but an incomplete treaty, one con- Mr. DEWDNEY. The land in the above reserve is of
taining too narrow a list of crimes, it is provided most excellent quality. Lt is aise weII wooded, and alto.
that the Canadian Executivemay surrender criminals having gether a most suitable location for the Indians. Lt would
committed one of the long list of crimes contained in the not ho in their intereste to remeve them.
schedule of the Bill, on the demand of a foreign state. There
is an ex post facto clause in the Bill, and a provision that LARUE, CASGRALN, ANGERS & HAMEL.
the expenditure incurred in this matter of extradition, under
the Bill, shall be borne by the state which demands the Mr. TURCOT asked, What is the total amount paid for
fugitive. The provision is made necessary, apparently, by fees) costB, emoluments and dîsbursements since lot Janu-
some difficulties of three or four years' standing between the ary, 1885, to the following law firme:-1. Meurs. Lame,
Canadian Government and some foreign powers, notably Angers & Casgrain; 2. Mesrs. Larue, Angers, Osgrain &
Belgium. The offences in this Bill are grave offences, and famel; 3. Mesre. Lame, Casgrain, Angers & Ramel;
I desire to emphasise very strongly the fact that the Bill 4. Mesrs. Casgrain & Angers; 5. Meus. Casgrain, Angers
does not in any way impair or invade the right of asylum & Lavery, and to Thos. Chas. Casgrain, Esq.
for political offenders, which in Canada, and in other parts
of the Empire, they have enjoyed under al Canadian and Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The total amount paid toail
British statutes. Long ago, ESngland held out her arme to these firms for cos, focs, emohumente and disburementa
the people of oppressed nationalities who wished to find a for the last four years has been $12,000. If the hon. gen-
home in that country, and that rule and policy has been tleman desiros the detaihe, 1 think ho will have te move for
carefully conserved in this. I call attention to the a meturu.
fact that, though this legislation is of an excep-
tional nature, the case is exeeptional, and we rest BELLE CREEK BREÂXWÂTER, P.E.L
upon strong authority. I will read a short paragraph from
the report of a commission which was appointed ton years Mr. WELSi asked, Ras any survey been held on the
ago in the mother country to deal with the question of ex- Belle Creek Breakwater, Prince Edwamd Island, during the
tradition. It was a very strong commission. I do not past season? If so, by what engineer, and what is the
think that any stronger commission has been appointed amount cstimated bY hzm cf the cost?
during the reign of Queen Victoria. Among the members Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, a survey wa made. I
were the late Chief Justice of England, Lord Cockburn, am unable te tate the name cf the person who made the
Lord Blackburn, Russell Gurney, the Recorder of London,
Mr. Baggallay, the present Master of the Rolle, who was St.vehasheodre wero seneohe resintsnedo
then Sir Baliol Brett, Sir Fitzjames Stephen, who i Snow thw he dontdtated ne fphis as te do
in Queen's Bench, Sir William Harcourt, and some others te wck.Theatet
whose names I do not now recall. They reported in
favor of adopting the course that we are proposing in
this Bill, of not waiting for a treaty, but of going on by
statute to cure the greater half of the evil. I will read Mr MULOOK aoked, What is the total amount cf North-
this short extract from the first article of the report, which Westland sorip (colonization, volunteer, half-bmeed, police,
was made in 1878 by the commission, which was appointedadher kinds, if any) now outatanding?
the year befome:

" W. woiild, therefore, suggest that extradition treaties with other Mm. DEWDtNEY. I would ask the hon. member te alhow
itates, whioh appear te b. practioally of use only for the purpose of that te stand for a weok or so, and I will endeavor te get
naurîng.reciproty, hould ne longer b. held teb.otnged and the information for him.

that whlr.IeVIEpaerkW the Orown cf enhering e tth extradition treatiese
with other nations, naunov exlsting by statut., Ghouldobr etnlegretainedo Mt. IULJ. idat,aea t o

Mttutary ponerirhould b. given terns proper aethorities tprdelirere
Up fu e crhinalugwhereamurrender ostusked for, irreipettivelyatf the f.ofrhIin IwlYes.
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BRESAYLOR HALF-BREEDS.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) asked, Whether any action has
been taken by the Ministry in reference to a petition of the
25th of August, 1887, from the Bresaylor half-breeds for
compensation for losses sustained during the North-West
rebellion ? Whether any compensation bas been made to
Charles Bremner, for the aileged destruction of cattle, and
appropriation of his fars? Whether any stops have been
taken to recover the value of his furs from the parties
charged with the trespasa?

Mr. DE WDNEY. No action has been taken in reference
to the petition of the Bresaylor half breeds, except in the
case of Charles Bremner. Shortly after I came into office
the Minister of Justice called my attention to the promise
which ho gave the House last Session that further inquiry
would be made respecting Bremner's claim for furs. I have
given the matter consideration, and so soon as inquiries,
which are now being pursued, are complete, definite action
will be taken. No steps have as yet been taken to recover
the value of the furs from anyone charged with the trespass.

CASCUMPEQUE HARBOR FOREMAN.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. PERET) aked, Has the Government
dismissed Mr. Achille Jobin, foreman for blasting rock in
the harbor of Cascumpeque, Prince Edward Island? If
so, what are the reasons for his dismissal? Ras another
foreman been appointed ? If so, who is he? Has John
P. Brennan, of Alberton, been appointed assistant foreman?

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. The services of Mr. Achille
Jobin were dispensed with, as recommended by Mr. James
B. Egan, the assistant engineer of the department in charge
of the operations at Casoumpeque, who said it was not
desirable that he should be oontinued on the work. Captin
Gillis, late of the dredge Cape Breon, who had been serving
the department since 1874, was appointed in his place. Mr.
J. P. Brennan is not employed as assistant foreman.

NEW EDINBURGHI AND GATINEAU FERRY-

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) asked, Who is the present
lessee of the New Edinburgh and Gatineau Ferry ? What is
the annual rentali? Are there any arrears of rent due by
him ? If so, how much ? Are there any arrears of rent
still due by the former lessee, C. H. Chabot, who was lessee
from the year 1881 to 18856? If so, how much ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Thoma Mansfield is the present
lessee. The annual rentai is $3àO; balance due by him,
8875. Arrearages due by C. R. Chabot, $920. Steps wili
be taken to collect arrearages.

ALBERT RATLWAY COMPANY.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, Has the balance of the
money granted to the Albert Railway Company been
paid; how much money bas been paid on account thereof
since the lt July, 1887, and to whom was the same paid ?

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. 1. No. 2. To Albert
Railway Company, 82,341.19; to interest accouat, 8770.94;
to L. R. Harrison, for profemional services, 6111.12; total,
83,223.25.

AMERICAN FISHING VESSELS.

Mr. W EL DON (St. John)asked, What mastera of Govern-
ment cruisers were authorised to enter and clear American
fishing or other vesseis during the year 1887 ? HEow many
vessels were entered and cleared under such authority, and
by whom ?

Mr. DEWDNEY.

Mr. BOWELL. The following are the names of the
masters and cruisers:-James McLean, of the steamer
General Middleton; Charles Dakin, of the steamer Lans-
downe; Thomas Quigley, of the L. Bouleit; William
McLaren, of the schooner Critic; Matthew Sweetzer, who
did serve; Andrew Gordon, of the steamer Acadia; Charles
T. Knowlton, of the schoener Advance; J. N. Pratt, of the
schooner Capt. Boward; L. Pouliot, of the steamer Annie C.
Moore. The department has no means of knowing how
many vessels were entered and eleared by them. No return
of the kind was ever made to the department except when
called for. Their instructions were to send such reporta
and clearances to the nearest collector for registration in
his books. I may add that if the hon. gentleman would
like to know the number, he can send to each of the ports
in the Maritime Provinses.

PICTOU BRANCH RAILWAY.

Mr. IoMULLEN asked, The total length of the Pictou
Branch Railway, from its junotion with the Intercolonial to
the terminus of said Pictou Branch at Picton?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Fifteen miles.

INTERST ON CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY
BONDS.

Mr. EDGAR asked, What sum bas fallen due for interest
upon the 815,000,000 of Canadian Pacifie Railway bonds,
as authorised in 1888 ? Has all interest been met by the
railway company, or bas the Government been called upon
to pay any sum upon their guarantee of 3j per cent; and
if so, wbat sum, and when was it due, and when paid ?

Mr. BOWELL. The first payment of six months' inter-
est (8262,500) on $15,000,000, Canadian Pacifie Railway
bonde authorised last Session, fell due on the first of Janu-
ary, and has been made by the company.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

Mr. DAVIN moved for :
Copies ot all memorials addressed to the Government by the Legisla.

tive Assembly of the North-West Territories which sat recently at
Regina.
He said: In making this motion I desire to occupy the
time of the Houe for a few moments, and that the House
listen, not to my words, but to the voice of what, withont a
figure of speech, may be properly called a New World.
It has been opened up by you, and it is under your charge.
It is some six years since that greater Canada was opened
up by a railway, a railway which not merely opens up that
great territory, but constitutes a highway for the world.
It is a railway which will always be connected with the
name of the right hon. gentleman, and had he nothing else
upon whicb his fame might rest, that railway would secure
his memory. It is a railway that realises the dreams of
great and enthusiastie men. Lachine, near Montreal,
marks the object of one, aud the English Franklin aimed at
doing, amd gave hie life in trying to do, what this great
work has accomplished for the world. Now, Sir, six years
ago I witnessed the opening of the first North-West Council,
not the first North-Weet Council held in the Territory, but
the firat held at Regina. That council was crude, but in
the succeeding years it did good work and laid the founda-
tion of our educational and municipal systems, and our
criminal and civil jurisprudence. At that time Brandon,
which is new a Bouriaking oity, whence we get one of our
ableat members of this House, the hon. member for Selkirk
(Mr. Daly)-at that time Brandon was crude, and I re-
mniember ht my bon. friend walom.d as te a teat elub.
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Barlier than that time, a little over six yea ago, Calgary
bad no existence-it was merely Fort Calgary; Medicine
.Rat had no existence, Moose Jaw had no existence,
and none of the Ilourishing little towns that stretch
across the prairie now, had any existence. The
prairie itself was practically virgin of the plough. Now
it produces millions of bushels of grain, and we ex-
ported such quantities of grain the year before lat, as to
almst embarrass the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Not only
so, but coal mines have come into existence, sawmills, four
mills, cheese factories, dairies. Ranching and horse raising
are carried on to a very large extent, and the day is at
hand when we shall have smelting and reducing works
there, and there is no reason why, at this moment, we
should not have tanneries flourishing in Regina, Moose
Jaw and Calgary. Evory year at Calgary yeu have 10,000
hides, and 3,000 sheep-skins, so tanning could be carried
forward successfully. The counoil has, within a short time,
owing to the action of Parliament lat year, grown into a
Legislative Assembly. That Assembly sat last year, and I
am only echoing the language of persons who visited it from
the east, when it was in session, in stating that that As-
sembly need not fear comparison with any Provincial As-
sembly in the Dominion in the personnel of its members,
in their intelligence, and in the zeal with which they give
themselves to legislation. During that time the Minister of
Interior presided over the destinies of that country, and took
a deep interest in its welfare, and it is due to hum to say,
that the educational progress we have made has been largely
due to the great interest he took in education in the Terri-
tores. I ask without fear the attention of members of this
House for that portion of the Dominion, because I
think this House is now sensible that in that vast and
fertile region we have the solution of the difficulty in the
way of Canada becoming one day, however distant, a self-
contained nation. As regards the settlers who are in that
prairie region, I will say this for them, that there are not
in the whole Empire men more calculated by reason of
their intelligence, morality and business qualities to lay the
foundations of a great and prosperous community. They
are all energetic, most of them are reading men, some are
cultured men, and there is no doubt whatever, that the free
and independent bearing which characterises the men in
the North-West is due in part, possibly wholly, to their
free surroundings. It may be that even the associations of
the North-West have some influence on them. The associa-
tions connected with the North-West are of the most
inspiring kind, for thongh a new land, it is a land which
has historical associations of which people can never read
or think of without enthusiasm. Some 150 years ago Pierre
Gauthier de Varennes traversed those very regions, and
Forts Du Pas, Fort du Grande Rapide, at the Rapids of the
Saskatchewan, Fort La Corne, and other places familiar to
North-West travellers, are among their footmsrks that are
living yet. That prairie region alone contains 123,000 square
miles, reaching up from the arid plateau of the Missouri to the
forests of the Saskatchewan and stretching away from Mani-
toba to the foot of the Rocky Mountains. That whole region
maybe described as one vast wheat mine. There can be no
doubt in the mind of any man who knows that country
that it is destined to be the great wheat-producing region
of the future. My hon. friends from Hamilton visited the
country last year. Both of them went north and south and
saw what sort of a country was there. The correspondent of
the Empire, Professer Dawson, visited the country, and pro-
bably some hon. members have read his letters about the
country; but my hon, friends from Hamilton, with visitors
from Ontario, at an earlier period, saw with wonder
the extraordinary crops produced. It is not merely,t
as I have already stated, a wheat-producing country. We
have farmers in every part of the North-West who are also
engaged in stock raising. If you go north of Regina or1

Moose Jaw, you will flnd farmers who came in there with-
out $100, as they will tell you, owning herds with
nearlytheir whole homestead cultivated. In the Qu'Appelle
valley you will mnd several herds increasing at an almost
mathematical ratio every year, and horse ranching south of
Regina is most successful. I have here a pamphlet just
issued by the Regina board of trade. I will not trouble the
House with the details contained in this pamphlet.

Mr. MITCHELL. Read it.
Mr. DAVIN. I will not read it, even though that desire

be expressed by the Third Party without a single dissenting
voice, but I will give the flouse some idea of the character
of the pamphlet. On page 13, there is the testimony of
Rebert Green, who came to the country without very much
money, and who is now a prosperous man. He sys:

" This year (1888) I had eighty acres cropped as follows: Wheat-
29 acres, yielding 30 bushels per acre, which will grade No. 1. Oats-
48 acres, yielding 60 buahels per acre, firat-class quality and weighing
42 ibs. per bushel. Potatoes (Early Rose) -3 acres, yielding 350
bushels per acre. The binding of the grain averaged 3 Ibo. of binding
twine per acre. I have also a garden consisting of one acre of land on
which I raised cabbage, cauliflower, turnips, beeta, mangolds, &c.,
which for size and qua*hty may be equalled but not excelled in any
agricultural district in the world."

Then there is the testimony of Charles Martin to the same
effect. Then there is the testimony of Walter Simpson,
who spoke In a like manner. Adam Traynor, who spoke in
a similar strain, said :

"I broke 100 acres here in 1886 with a gang plow drawn by four to
seven oxen, the dryest season we have had since the place was settled
and baeks3t 70 acres of the same, besides doing w at other work I
had to do. Cool days I broke 3 acres per day, but my average during
the month ofJune wa about 3 acres per day; in backsettlig abouta oen
to eighl luches deep wltb six to seven oxen, 1 averaged about 2j acres per
day. on half mile inrrows. I have my homestead all broke but about
three-uarters of an acre where my bouse and granary stand, and nearly
finished backuetting."

He goes on to give like testimony to the fruitfulness of the
soil. J. W. Reynolds, eighteen miles north of Regina, ad-
vises young men to go to the country. Ie says:

l Yes; I like the country, climate good, health ditto; going to have
school house right on my farm ; Regina and Long Lake fRailway runs
across corner of nylondg Have oreu, ten head of catîle, farm impIe-
ments, good fram hoa.Justlhreshed, wheat gone over thirty bushels
to the acre, No. I bard a that, and no front. I thik thiis is the country
for good practical farmers, would like to ses every half section taken
up, and have no hesitation in advising energetie young mon to come

.ere."

Neil Martin gives similar Iestimony. Then we have the
testimony of a Crofter, Donald McFayden, a hardy Scotch-
man of 57 years, who makes the following statement :

I' I came to the Regina district on July 15th, 1887. 1Tam located on
section 34, Township 20, Range 19. i have a wife and live children;
built a good log bouse 19i15 last year; put in ten acres this spring on
breaking; it is a beautiful crop. We have a good school bouse and a
Scotch minister in our midst. When i landed in the country from Scot-
land I had no money. I like the country well, have good health, and I
can in good conscience advise aIl in my native country who are not
doing well to come to this country. All the (Irofters in this section are
doing well and like the country very mach."

James Bole tella us :
" This year, 1888, I had 105 acres under crop (eighty acres wheat,

twenty oats and five barley, potatoes and rye). The wheat on new land
yielded thirty-five bushels to the acre, and took four Ibo. of binding
twine per acre. The oats were the finest I ever saw, standing nearly
five feet high aIl over the fiuld, and yielded eighty bushels to the
acre,-thia was fourteen acres on old land, part of which was cropped
three years and part five years in succession. I had six acres of osts
barrowed in on stubbie w&iÀut plough-ng This is a style of farmin
I do nul approve of, but thespring was very lae and tbuought 1woul
try il and grow green fodder if aothing else, but tu my surprise it camne
on as thick and iooked as well as any of the crop in the district; the
field is not yet thresbed, but I feel confident the six acres wili yield 500
buahels. Mr. Ira Morgan, preident of the Ontario Agricuturai and
Arts Association, who saw thia field while standing, sud 1«r. licDonald,
editor Mark Lane Expreaa, who saw it in the sheaf, can testify to the
correctness of this statement. My wheat this year rades No. I bard,
aud I have already sold 600 busbels to Regina deaiera from $1.06 to

SIil per bahel.
;&Atthe preoent time I have seven hores and a small start in

thoroughbred eattle ; seven hog ready for pork by 0hristmas, a bidr,
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sulky plough, two hand ploughs, two waggons, sleighs, haresss, a
amali house, comfortable stable, good weil of water, and everything
else necessary, aIl of which are paid for or at least provided for, and
will have at least a thousand dollars additional to further improve the
farm, enlarge the house and stables, and provide comforts which pioneer
days did not afford.

" Considering that I am now past 60 years ofage, and that I started
without capital (having lost my farm in Ontario by endorsing and sub-
sequent business failure), I think I can with clear conscience advise
every man of sober habits and a determination to susceSd to come to
this country. Farming.is pleasant, and to every man who knows hie
business and attends to it, is profitable. No foresta to eut down, no
draining, no taxes, as nature has given us good roade, everything a man
could desire is here for the man who desires to use them."

John McIntyre, a brother of Mr. Duncan Montyre,
who has a very large farm, gives similar testimony.
Thomas Barton, an Englishman whose farm I have visited
myself, corroborates this. Mr. Barton's farm is certainly
one of the most interesting places that one could visit,
because it is a piece of England transferred to the wilds of
the west. He has a cottage buried in flowers, and it is hard,
when sitting in his parlor and looking at the wealth of
flowers around you, to realise that you are in a cottage
which was raised there five or six years ago when ail was
a wilderness around. Mr. Barton says:

" This year I invested in a threshing machine, and for the pastmonth
have been threshing in the district, and I can testify to the great pro-
ductiveness of the soil. Have just got through at Mr. Henry Fisher's
farm, where we threshed over 8,000 bushels of grain. Wheat is yield-
ing aIl the way from 22 to 42 bushels to the acre, and oats from 50 to
90, and in a few cases, on my own farm, for example, over 100. I god
Regina a good market lor aIl kinds of farm produce, grain, butter, eggs,
pork, aud fat cattle always find ready sale. As to how I like the
country, I say first-class. If a man works hard, and is a good manager,
he will get rich quicker farming than in any other country in the world
that I know anything about. All branches of farming can be carried on,
dairying, cattle raising, wheat growing. Large areas of land eau
be put under cultivation in a short time, and there is plenty of pasture
to start as big a herd of cattle as a man likes. Don't think I have any
more to say, unless I might add that this appears to me to be the right
country for good, hard working men, who are living in the old country
from hand to mouth. To all such I say, sell al you have and come out
here and start over again. If you are not a practical farmer, you will
soon learn, if you are willing to learn and willing to work. Hoping,
gentlemen, you will succeed in getting us more neighbors."

Se, Sir, I could mention case after case. There is a gentle-
man here at present, Mr. Carse, who was a Carleton farmer
well-known in this district, and he is now one of the most
successful men in the whole North-West. He has a large
herd, farms extensively, and has probably made some
$20,000 in the North-West. He is ebore at the present
mument, speaking to his friends in Carleton and giving
them some idea of the Land of Promise where he himself
has succeeded so well. A moment ago I spoke about the
schools in the North-West, and I shall now refer to therm
again. This House will be glad to know that in that new
region opened up six years ago we have 167 schools at the
prosent time; the teachers are carefully examined, they
have to have certificates just as your teachers have bore;
and as I have visited many of the schools I can bear testi-
mony to their great efficiency. I would like to impress on
the Government, and especially on the Minister of the In.
terior, that I really think a step might be taken further in
the matter of education and something done in the way of
having a high school at some central place. The children
that went to our ordinary schools six years ago have now
grown beyond the teachers, and we ought to have a high
school for them. I spoke to you a moment ago about that
Assembly which has charge of so important a part of our
interests. It has very wide powers now and it is gliding into
responsible government. That Assembly passed a number
of memorials which it desired should be brought before this
louse. I do not intend te occupy your time at any great
length, and I will rapidly describe what those memorials are.
The firt relates to a subject which neoed not be impressed
upon any hon. member: it is the necesity of opening up as
rapidly as possible the Saskatchewan district by railway
communication. I believe the Government have doue

Mr. DAVIN,

thoir part in this matter and that we shall soon have a
railway opening up the Saskatchewan territory. It is a
district cf the North-West which is, if anything, more
attractive than even our prairies along the line, bocause it
is varied with hill and forest and stream, and the House
will easily understand what an attractive place for immi-
gration it will be when a railway gives facilities for the
ingress of immigrants and for the egress of the crops and
products which they grow. Of course, at the present mo.
ment there is no encouragement to settlers to grow crops,
because, if they grow them, they have no market within
reach. The next momorial relates to what are called
the loyal half-breeds. I do not know much about the
subject myself, but my hon. friend from Saskatchewan (Mr.
Macdowall) will be botter acquainted with the particulars.
It is contended that there were some loyal half-breeds
who suffered losses, and, notwithstanding their loyalty, their
losses have not been recouped. The Assembly now pray
that Ris Excellency will be authorised to have such stops
taken as will cause a reconsideration of the whole subject
of the claims of half-breeds for losses during the rebel-
lion, with a view to compensate those who proved them-
selves to have been loyal, with such amounts as may
be shown to be equal to their losses. The next memorial
relates to providing seed grain for any person in a part of
the North-West Territories whose crops may have failed.
In the district with which I am connected there have been
no failures whatever, and I am not aware of any failure in
crops along the line. But I suppose there must have been
failure in some districts, or this resolution would not have
been passed by the Assembly. I come now to a resolution
which deals with a burning question in the North-
West, that is the liquor question. Ever since I went
in there that question has created great restlessness,
and I think myself it has created unreasonable restless-
ness when we remember that no man went into
the territory without knowing that it was a prohibitory
territory. Every man that went there knew that prohibi.
tion obtained, and as I have often said to some of my
friends who grumbled very loudly on this subject, it was
one on which they had no right to grumble about, because
they knew it was a prohibitory territory when they went
in there. Notwithstanding this, however, the question has
created a great deal of feeling. The settlers somehow seeom
to think it hard that they had to ask a permit from anyone,
and I have heard men, because they were refused a permit,
talk as though they had good grounds for fiat rebellion. I
will say this in passing: The hon, gentleman who is Minis-
ter of Interior, and who had the administering of that
permit system, had one of the most difficult tasks to per-
form that any man could undertake. No one course would
please everybody, and to do one's duty in refusing a permit
to men who ought not to get it was sure to make enemies.
Ialways sympathised with the hon.gentleman in the difficult
task ho had to perform in dealing with that permit system.
Now, here is the position at present. The four per cent.
beer hms been admitted wholesale by a special permit. It is
not strong enough for some people, and it is too strong for
others; the consequence is that there is a great desire to
have this question settled, both on the part of those in favor
of high license and on the part of those strictly temperance
people who would like to seo prohibition established, even
unqualified by permit. There is a great deal to be said in
favor of settling this question rapidly. In the firet place,
we can grow in the North-West the fineSt barley that ever
rewarded farmer's toil, and beer and whiskey are both
brought in from outaide. Over 7,000 gallons of whiskey
was brought in last year by permit, yielding a revenue of
over $3,000 froin permits; and yet the amount of whikey
brought in contraband fromi Mon tana Colonel Herchmer
will tell you, is simply incalculable. Parties bring it in,
cache it two miles from the town, and on moonlight nights
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out and bring it in in small quantities. In this way a

large amount of money is being sent out of the territorv,
while beer is being brought in and drunk which we oould
manufacture there. Again, we had manufaotories of what
is called Moose Jaw beer, a kind of beer made from hope,
without malt in it. The four per cent. beer coming from
Winnipeg has shut all these up. Mr. Allen, the son of
a Toronto brewer, had $10,000 or $12,000 invested in a
brewery at Moose Jaw, and this man has been ruined by
this four per cent. beer coming in. Now, what is to be done ?
There je a great desire on the part of many people for a
plebiscite, but a plebiscite is not known to the British oon-
stitution, and it might be a doubtful way of settling this
matter. Let me tell you that Mr. Blies, who in at the head
of one of the temperance organisations, visited the North-
West last summer, and stopped at Medicine Mat, Calgary,
and other places; and after returning to Winnipeg h. issued
a pronunciamento in which ho said that it was of vital im-
portance that the liquor question should be settled in the
North-West Territory, and that the morale of the com-
munity required that it shou!d be settled-how ? By pro-
hibition ? No, but by bigh license. This Mr. Blise will,
no doubt, be known to my hon. friend from Norfolk. The
Legislative Assembly proposed themeelves to take th#*
opinion of the people on the subject, and to pay the cost of
doing so out of their own funds; but the judges whom they
consulted told them that would be ultra vites. Then they
passed this resolution:

"That, in the opinion of this Assembly, a vote of the Territories on
the question of licentie vs. prohibition should immediately be taken.

"That in the event of provision for the taking of such vote not being
made by the Dominion authorities at the next Sesion of the Dominion
Parliament, it is the opinion of this assembly that powers similar to
those enjoyed by provisions under the British North American Act in
respect to the liquor question should forthwith b. granted."

Of course, if the power were granted before they could
legislate, one of two things should be done. They ehould
not be allowed to use the power until after their term ex-
pired and they went to the country, or a dissolution should
take place, in order that they might go to the country, and
have the question decided at the polls. That would, no
doubt, be a constitutional course; and, as we have practi-
cally manhood suffrage in the Territories, such a vote would
effect the same purpose as a plebiscite. The next resolution
deals with a matter of the greatest possible moment to the
Territories, immigration, and makes suggestions:

"Your Oommittee would further recommend that a sum of $5,000
be voted from the general revenue fund of the Territories, and that this
House, by every means at its disposai, prese upon the Dominion Govern-
ment the advisability of granting us the siun of $10,00; both of said
sumo to be used for immigration purposes. With such sums at the dis-
posal of this House, your Oommittee are of the opinion that greater
results would be had, both to the Dominion as a whole, and to these
Territories in particular, than can be had by the expenditure of a like
sum under the general immigration schemes of the Dominion. We
would uggest that two permaneat officials, selected by this House, be
located in Great Britain ; also that four agents be appointed by this
House, one being from each of the Dominion electoral districts, who
shall b. located for a period of three months at four of the principal
points in Eastern Canada and the United States, as, uay, Montreal, Que-
bec, Toronto and Chicago. We would further suggest that several
pamphlets be prepared, giving a full description of the varions localities
suitable for settlement within these vast Territories, believing, as we
do, that it is impossible in a single pamphlet to do justice to the varied
natural resources of our Territories. We would report that we have
made an estimate of the probable cost of the scheme. We propose, as
follows:-

salaries.
Two permanent officials in Great Britain, at $100 per

month, each..... ......
Four men located In Eastern Canada and Chicago,

thre month, at $100 per month..... ........

Traezuing Expese.
Two oficials in Great Britain, at $5 per day, each...
Pour agents inEastern Canada, at$5 per day, each..

expenses.................. _...
Prepannig and printing pamphlets ...............

$1,400

1,200

3,600
1,800
3,000
4,000

Total. ....................... 1,000

The Government will perceive that they propose to give
out of their own revenue $5,000, if $10,000 is given for the
same purpose by the Dominion. Now, Sir, I cannot help
thinking that greater benefits would result if the Local
Government bad to deal with this matter, and not the
Dominion. The Department of Agriculture will necessarily
deal very generally with the question of immigration; but
if we had local agente controlled by the Advisory Board
in Regina, their action would be focussed in certain
channels, and the immigrants' attention would be directed,
not to the North-West in a vague way, but to particular
parts of the North-West having special attractions, and
they would be put on board the train at Halifax and sent
on to these destinations. The next resolution relates to
haW-breeds:

" The Assembly recommends that granting of scrip to half-breeds of
Manitoba and the North-West Territories be extended to such half.
breed heads of families and their children who, on the 15th day of July,
1870, were resident of non-ceded territory, and who have since moved
to either Manitoba or the North-West Territories."

" The Assembly would further recommend that half-breeds residing
in the North-West Territories on the 20th April, 1885, who were other-
vise entitled to scrip, but who failed to comply with the conditions of
the Order in Council of the 20th April, 1885, be ranted sorip notwith-
standing such Order in Council. As under thel Half-breed Commission
of the 20th of March, 1885, the Indian title, in so far as the half-breeds
are concerned, only extends to those born prior to the lth July, 1870,
and as a number have been born to parents coming under the said com-
mision of 1885, who, in the opinion of this Assembly, have equal rights
to those already dealt with, this Assembly would draw the attention of
the Dominion Government te the fact and urge that steps be taken to
finally end ail half-breed claims. This Assembly would also urge the
appointment of judges of the North-West Territories as permanent com-
missioners, to adjust and investigate halt-breed claims, as the system of
the flying commission is very unsatisfactory to the people and unneces-
sarily expensive to the Government."

Now, I would state this argument to the House. Under
the Manitoba Act of 1870, 1,400,000 acres of land were set
apart for half-breed children. These did not extend out-
side of Manitoba. Therefore, the primitive contract made
between the Government and the half-breeds did not ex-
tend outeide of Manitoba, or to any other half-breeds or
bands of half-breeds. We acknowledge the Indian title in
the half-breed; we acknowledge that he has the Indian title.
When we come to extinguish the Indian title with a band
of Indians, what do we do? We make a treaty with them.
We do not insist that Treaty six shall do for what we after-
wards call Treaty seven. We do not insist that a treaty
with the Blackfeet will do for a treaty with the Crees, but
we act, as do sensible men in ordinary life; we deal frankly
with the persons with whom we have to deal, in regard to
the interests they control. Those half-breeds in the North-
West were not in Manitoba at the time the Manitoba Act
was passed, and the arrangement made to extinguish the
Indian title in Manitoba. As we took no steps-and
it was our fault that we took none-to extinguish the title
in 1870 of the half-breeds in the North- West, and did noth.
ing in 1885, how can we say to the half-breeds in the
North-West in 1885: Now, we are going to deal with you as
though you had been dealt with already in 1870 in Mani-
toba. I could never see the reason which would justify
that position being taken, and I am perfectly certain
the matter has only to be brought to the attention of Par-
liament and the Government to lead them to do what is
statesmanlike and proper-to lead them to deal with the
half-breeds to.day who were not in Manitoba and were not
dealt with at that time, on the footing of the present,
and on the same principle on which was based the
settlement with the half-breeds in Manitoba, and give to the
children that exist to-day what was giveu to the children
in 1870. As a fact, the name of every half.breed child born
in the country, up to the 20th April, 1885, is on record in
the Department of the Interior, Po that it is not necessary
to do more than look Into the affidavits. Then comes the
third resolution in regard to the question of scrip :

1889. 351



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 27,
"That the Dominion Government be requested to grant scrip to al

those acting during the North-West rebellion as scouts under the Police
Act."

I am happy to state that this matter of scrip, which has so
often occupied our attention, is on the way to be satisfac-
torily settled by the Government. The next resolution re-
lates to a body of men which is a credit to Canada.
No Canadian visits the North-West without feeling
proud of the Mouiited Police. We have had English gen-
oral officers visiting the North-West, and they looked
with envy on that body of 1,100 mon, each one of
whom would be a model for a statue. These men
who took part in putting down the rebellion, fought,
when they had the opportunity, as gallantly as did the
volunteers. They endured hardship, they did everything
they had an opportunity of doing, and all they complain of
is that they did not get more opportunity ; and if they
had had more opportun ity, I believe we might have brought
the rebellion to a close more rapidly and not les gloriously.
Many of these policemen endured hardships, and it is no
new thing for them to endure hardships. Their whole life,
especially in the winter, is one of continuous strain, and
there is no soldier's life as trying as the life of the Mounted
Police, in the winter, up in the North-West. The Assembly
passed this resolution :

" We would beg leave, respectfully, to point ont that in great measure
the services of this force were insufficiently appreciated in Canada, that
the arguments advanced against their receiving such awards are, in our
opinion, to & great extent, fallacious, and that we are confident such a
beatowal will be hailed throughout the North-West as a satisfaction,
and as an act ot justice."

What they ask for is the same award of scrip as bas been
conferred on other corps, but I can tell yon that many of
the mounted police have told me they cared very little for
scrip, but that certainly, as they had borne the brunt and
heat of the day as well as others, they would like to have
it; but they should also have a medal. Thon comes a reso.
lution with regard to the main trails. I do not expect to
be able to clear up the mystery of the main trails and to
enlighten Parliament on this recondite subject. The trails
are from Macleod to Calgary, from Calgary to Edmonton
and Athabasca Landing, from Swift Current to Battleford,
and from Qu'Appelle to Prince Albert. These trails will
require for some time to be kept in good order, and the
Assembly reports:

" The condition of some of these trails at certain seasons of the year
has proved to be dangerous to life and property, and communication
between the different settlements made most difficult and supplies
not only rendered much dearer but in fact almost impossible to obtain.
Such a condition of affairs is a most important elemeut in retarding
settlement and the proper development of the Territories, and as the
fonds at the disposal of the Territorial Government are insufficient to
make the necesary improvements and we consider the Dominion Gov-
ernment especially interested in those trails, we would therefore urge
that the Dominion Government appropriate a special sum to be expen-
ded on the following trailes: From Macleod to Oalgary. From Calgary
to Edmonton and Athabasca Landing. From Swift Ourrent to Battle-
tord. From Qu'Appelle to Prince Albert."

Now I come to a great question in the North-West. The
resolution is very long but very important, which the
council bas passed, and I will ask the attention of hon.
members while I read. It is as follows:-That it is desir-
able, in the interest of the settlers and of the settlement in
the Territories, that the time of payment for pre-emption in
arrears should be extended five years from the lst of
January, 1889, without intereet, and on condition t bat
homesteaders remain on and continuously cultivate their
homesteads during that period:

" That it would be only just to those who entered the landa in the
Territories, during the operation of the Act permitting second home-
steading, that the right to second homesteading should in al cases
be extended to them, provided they have continuously cultivated their
first homesteads.

" That in the year 1885 a regulation wau in force whereby persons en-
tering for cancelled lande could secure only eighty acres for a home-
stead and eighty acres as a pre-emption, andsi as this regulation was

Mîr. DaviN.

acknowledged to be unwise and unjust by its withdrawal, settlers in
such a disadvantageons position should be allowed the same rights and
privilegesas other bonsfide settiers, by being granted a full quarter
section as a homestead."

The Assembly does not seem to be aware that in 1887 the
late Minister of the Interior did away with the eighty acre
homesteads and the eighty acre pre-emptions. What they
do pray for, and what many contend should be done, is that
those who have got the eighty acres homestead, and the
eighty acres pre.emption, and have paid for the eighty
acres pre-emption, should have the money returned, but
since 1887 there have been no eighty acre pro-emptions or
homesteads, the smallest being 160 acres.

" That, whereas in the years 1884, 1885 and 1886 persons entering for
lande that had been cancelled, were charged, in addition te an extra fee
for inspection, beaides value for improvements that had been made, also
an additional price for pre-emptiona, varying from 25 cents to $1 per
acre, which additional price was demanded at the time of making entry ;

" And, whereas there was no good reason, in the greater value of
such lande, for the additional charge per acre ;

" Therefore, the prices of such pre-emptions should be reduced to the
prices charged for uncancelled lande in the sanie districts ; and moneys
paid thereon should be applied to the payment of sucb pre-emptions at
the said reduced price.

'' That, whereas it has been proved that, for the success of the settler,
it is necessary for him to engage in both grain and stock raising, and
it has been demonstrated that for this purpose the settler requireas not
less than 320 acres of land;

" And whereas from the fact that many settlers have been unable to
pay for their pre-emptions, it bas been shown that the prices for pre-
emptions have been placed at too high a figure, thus practically depriving
many homesteaderu of the benefit of pre-emptions, which are essential
for success in mixed farming;

l That, in cases where pre-emptions have been cancelled during the
pa-t three years, because settlers were unable to pay for the same, these
lands should not be held open for homesteading until the whole matter
regarding pre-emptions bas been further considered.

" Therefore, it is advisable that the prices of pre-emptions be reduced
to the following figures, viz. : For lands within twenty miles of an oper-
ated railway, two dollars per acre, and for lands at a greater distance
from an operated railway, one dollar per acre.

" That, in the interests of the Territories, specially of the prairie
districts, it is desirable that every possible encouragement should be
given to tree-culture ;

" Therefore, it is desirable that arrangements should be made, whereby
tree planting, with continued and successful cultivation, should be
permitted to stand in the place of grain cultivation, acre for acre, as
fulfilment of homestead duties ;

" That, in paying for pre-emption, tree planting be allowed to count
at the rate of five cents for each tree planted by the settlers and found
growing on their homestead or pre-emption tor two years next preceding
such payment.

" That the present system of havingeodd-numbered sections withdrawn
for homesteading is pernicious ; that it is an injury to settlers, inasmuch
as, preventing close settlement, it throws additional burdens on them
for carrying on schools and for necessary improvements.

" Above ail, because the settlement of the land is of more value, and
will brin g more revenue into the Treasury, than the possible sale of
lands thus withheld from settlement will,and because the throwing open
of these sections for homesteading would be farther inducement for
emigrant to come to these Territories, esing they would then be able
to enjoy the advantages of close neighborhood te other settlers.

" That, should it be found neoessary in future to withhold publie lande
from homesteading fer railway purposes, it would be well to provide
that alternate quarter-sections be granted instead of alternate sections.

" Therefore, it is advisable that arrangements be made, where pos-
sible, to throw open all odd-numbered sections for homesteading, seeing
that this would be in the true intereste of the Territories, and also there-
fore of the Dominion.

" That, as the large portion of the Dominion lands is in the Terri-
tories, it is most desirable, in the interest of the settler, the Territories
and the Dominion, that a Dominion Land Board should be established
at some central and comvenient point in the Territories.

" That His Honor the Lieutenant Governor will be pleased to transmit
a memorial embodying this report to the proper authorities at Ottawa,
for the consideration of Hie Excellency the Governor General in
Council."

I have troubled the House with reading this long document
to them, but it is so important, and deals with matters which
are so important for the settlers, that I may be excused.
Remember, it is the voice of an Asaambly elected by a suf-
frage practically extending to every man over twenty-one
years of age in the North-West Territories, and, as you
have really the administration of our affairs in your hands,
it is only right and proper that I should bring the views of
these people before you. One of the main questions dealt

352



COMMONS DEBATES.
with there is the second homesteading, and that question
has two aspects. The first aspect is this: Men who come
in under the Dominion Lands Act of 1883 came in with the
right under that Act, when they got their patent, to get a
second homestead. In 1886, on the 2nd of June, assent was
given to an Act which took away this right that these peoile
came in under. I consider that it was a most monstrous
thing to do. It must h5ve been done thoughtlosily, but it
was a monstrous thng to do. In 1887, when I came down
here, I put a little Bill on the paper, making some amend-
ments to the Dominion Lands Act, and, amongst others,
this relatirg to the second homestead. We saw my late
lamented friend, the Hon. Thomas White, several
times on that subjeci, my colleagues, the hon. member for
Siska-chewan (Mr. Macdowall), the hon. member for
Alberta (Mr. Davis), and the late member for Eastern
Ass-iniboia (Mr. Perley), who has gone to another place.

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.
Wr. DAVIN. Who says "Carried ? " I hope there is

not a gentleman in this HouQe, either on the Reform or the
Conservative side, who is so little aware of what his duties
in this House are, and of what his duties as a member of
Parliament are, as to hesitate to give whatever time is
necessary to that great territory which you administer
here. We saw the Hon. Thomas White several times,
and we pressed, or rather I think I pressed, this question
of the second homesteading on him. I rather think both
my hon. friends differed with me on that, as weil as the
hon. gentleman who was thon the member for E ýstern As-
sinibois. I may say here, in passing, if the louse will ex-
cuse a personal word, that, when I bave had to speak on
this subject of the second homesteading before my con.
stituent-, I have stated on the platform what I
say now, that my colleagues differt d with me on
this question of a seco'snd homestead, but I never
intoduced the subject without paying a tribute to the
efficiency and the zeal of my colleagnes, which I oould not
do bore in their presence, because one can speak with more
energy and enthusiasm behind the back of another than
before his face. But, thereupon, some of thoeo gentlemen
who are always bent upon doing kind things and represent-
ing one exactly as one is, some newspaper would say that I
b 4d attacked my colleagues. This House is aware th at it is
not my custom to attack any man bebind bis back, especially
men who are my personal friends. Well these gentlemen
d'ffertd with me lowevir, L talked several times with the
Hon. Thomas White about it, and I made an argument on
going into committee on this Bill, just before we went to
dinner, which I think irrefragable, and 1 cali the attention of
the Government to it now bocause it is an argument that
cannot be got over. Under our legislation of 1886, mon
who never were entitled to a second homestead morally,
that is to say, men who came into the country before such
a thing as a second homestead was hoard ( f, could get a
second homestead, but not one man except those who came
in during the eight days between the 25th May and 2nd June,
who came in with that motive. couId get a second homestead.
I say tbat was a reductio ad absurdum of the position taken
by the Government ; and my hon friencd, as you will see
by the Bansard, rose up, after I sat down, and ho said : " I
have listened with great interest to the speech of the hon.
gentleman, but ho has not convinced me." However, I
went over to him, I knew he was a journalist, and I knew
very well that he would agree that such a thing as that
wuid affect the public mind. I said to him: "Have
you considored that argument ? " He said : "I have,
and I se the full force of it." Then I said : "You are
going to act on it?I" lHe said : " I do not think I can."
Now I am not going to repeat the conversation that
further took place between us; but h said : "I cannot
act on itl" Well, I got a little iad, that is to say, I got

a little aggravated ; it is very seldom that I get mnd, but
when I do, it is meroly a righteous indignation. I
came over to my place, and after thinking for a
time, I went over to him again aind I said : "Weil, look
bore, you have been very good Io us, yon have done nearly
everything that could have been done by your department.
You have got rid of that eighty acres, and that forty mile
timit for uncancelled homesteads. You have done ail ihat
yon could for us. Now put that on one year and I wili be
satisfied for the present, and we will lot the Bill slide through
the committee, making a few amendments." I know ho
would. " Well," he said, "I will risk it," and it was put on,
as you will have seen. Of course, I may point out to you
that the hou. gentleman admitted the principle for that
year. He put in it on from 1886 to 1887, as you will find
it in the Act passed in that year. I said, "Put it on one
year, and make that 1887, irstead of 1886, and we will be
satisfied for the present." The reason that I did that was this:
half a loa was botter than no bcead. That would en ib'e alI
that came in in 1884, ail that were entitled to second home-
steads that year, 1887, to get them. No man that came in
in 1885 could get a second homestead that yoar. I said to
him, moteover, that nearly ail our people came in in 1884.
[ did not know, until I went back to the lu'rritories, that a
large number had come in in 1885 and 18-6. Now, Sir, that
is one part of the second homesteading. There i- another
side to it. Wu have what are called c.încelled homesteads,
that is to say, a man comnes and enters for a first home-
stead. le does not fulfil the conditions. There are certain
conditions as to residence, six monthe' residence each, con-
ditions as t> the building of a house, and conditions as to
cu4tivation. If he does not fulfil these, if it bo shown clearly
that he bas neg!ected these, the commissioner in Winnipeg
will most properly give directions to have the homestead
cancelled. The rale passed by the land board about these
cancelled homesteads was this, that no man entitled to a
second homestead could second homestead a cancelled
homestead unless within forty miles ofhis original homestead.
Well, as a large number of speculators had gone in in 1882·
and 1883, as a large amount of land was cancelled, this was
a very bad arrangement, because it prevented the man who
was in the country from going and taking up a desirable
spot that had been taken up by these land grubbers, and it
allowed the man just coming into the c ,untry to
take it up. Well, Mr. White agreed that that shonmd
be reduced to six miles; and alter the land board
bad met it was arranged that a man could second-
homestead a cancelled homestead within six miles. Now,
Sir, what we Say is this: What is the virture of this six
miles ? The original idea, no doubt, in the minds of those
who declared that you could not homestead a cancelled
homestead, except it were forty miles distant from the
original homestead-1 have no doubt that the original ides
was this: if we allowthom to second-homestead a cancelled
homestead near their original homestead, they will get some
friend to homestead a desirable location, thon leave it, and
thon they wilt go by-and-by and second.honesteai it. I
believe tuat the danger of that sort of thing was never as
great as was expected. Nearly ail the ideas, or a priori
specutations, of politicians as to what would happen in
regard to tho North. West, have turned out to be ground-
less. One of the speculations about this second homesteading
was this : that Ontario farmers woull go in and homestead,
would build a house, would cultivate the place, and thon
Englishmen, or Irishmen, or Scotchmen, would come in and
buy their holdings, and they would gooff and second home-
stead. Wel), of course, that was a poor idea, because
it would give you a perambulating settlement. I may say
here that the very moment that fact was brought to my
attention in 1883-it was in theautumn of 1883 when I first
saw this second-homestead policy-Iraised my voice against
it, and protested against it. I saw that it was a dangerous
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policy, and I condemned it as a bad policy. But I say that the shah be entititd to obtain another homeutead entry; but notbing cou-
fact of its being a bad policy does not always relieve youtined in this clause shah take away the fight of any person who, b.
from your obligation that you entered into, which obligationfoe ti.nfodafn 8t
you must carry out,even though it is under a bad policy. Now,I
Sir, it is not a good thing to drink champagne, for instance. Stat the ket of 186, iayor, eolaectd
If you drink enough of it, and drink it often enougb, it
will tear your liver to pieces. But if a man who is fond homestesd at the discretion of the Minister, but taking
of champagne were to order some from Mr. Bate, and thon, a igbt which it acknowledges in express terme. It
when Mr.Bate sent the bill, ie were to sit down and write is hardly necessary to take up the time of the fouse with
to him and say : "Dear Sir, drinking champagne is a mis the second branch of the second homestead question, b.
take; it is bad for the liver; it is not conductive to general cause the Minister cau doal with that administratively.
health; I have given up drinking champagne and as a mat. But I will say this, as I have pointed out befere, that I cau
ter of principle I won't pay your bill." Why, what would see ne advantago and no magic i the six-mile limit, and 1
Mr. Bate say to him ? He would say, "You are under peinted out, when 1 had the honer of an interview with the
obligation to pay, and I will hold you to it." Well, I willMinister of Interior when I first came down, that one of tho
not trouble the House with the letters, but I have letters best sottiers north of Pense, JosophYeng, who has cul-
h-ro from a number of these men who say they came in tivated every acre cf his homestead and pre.emption
bore having before their eyes pamphlets in which this cultivatable, has next te him a cancelted liestead, but ho
very North-West Act of 1883 was quoted; they came cannet enter on it. Lt would be a vory desirable thing fer
in here with that promise of a second homestead playingfimifh could do se, for hoehas twe stalwart sons and a
on their wills, and what did they find ? Why, they family, d ho is one of our bet farmers. lie came inte the
had scarcely folfilled the conditions for getting a second country with nothing and ho i. a wehl-to-do man te-day, and in
homestead-three years it takes; on the 25th of May noyear, net even iu 1886, did h. fait tohave a crop; ho las had
the clause was put in and it requires three years a erep every year, but ho is a thoroughpaced farmer and is a
to perfect the conditions to get a second homestead; firt-rate man. He cannot, bever, homestead that can-
and on the 2nd June, 1886, the second homestead was done celled homestead adjeining lis ewn, sud what ls the use of
away with. They, of course, point out what a very unjust bis going away? He is forty-fivo years old and de
thing it is. You see how irritating it ls to those who came nut want te go away six miles. But that, I repeat,
in, in 1881, 1885 and 1886. The men who came in from the is a matter which can be deait with administratively, and
25th May, 1883, or before, up to the 2nd June, 1884, could se I W'11 net trouble the flouse furiler with it boyend
go, owing to the change that my hon. friend the late Min- calling attention te a petitien I have here which was pre&
ister of Interior made, and get a second homestead. The ented te the Minister. t wa8 sent te him by a large num-
principle bas been acknowledged. But men who came in in ber of agricu1tirai sociales, urging thiB question of second
18P adr!""ti hssmeAto tesautobe homesteading, and aise urging that time -be give for psy-1885 and 1P86, with this same Act on the statute-book, eto r-mtos ilsytia adt h
cannot get a second homestead, because, as I tell you, thems
amendment that I was able to effect in 1887 only want the farmersythbtItthink there s ne neod cf teir faingsver
one year. Last year I did not bring it up, for a lamentable exîous abouttheirtbengoed timo. Se far as ma
reason-because we had lost the man who hacd been such an exerionetedeparen ts ona fide farmer l
ornament to this louse. It may b said-I know ow th be pesgris pre-emin aymon if ho could
argumnents of this kind are sometimes used-that this wasbshowa ho wa g r.gSmithuan -ide manner
permissive. I will say this for the late Minister, that h ae mowans fouud thatifi d ttedmanent lere,
never attempted to press that objection ; but I will call the
attention of the Minister of Interior to the argument on fidesettler, were wiffing te agree te any reasonablopresent-
that head. The 37th clause of the Dominion Lands Act, ne
1883, reade as follows:- teit nervoue in regard te that mater. I will enly add this

" Any person who has obtained a homnetead patent after two years' further, that tha farmers around Meese Jaw and olsewhere
residence, or a certificate countersigned by the Commissioner of Dom-
inion Lands, as in the next preceding clause mentioned, with the addi- te pay for thoir pro-omptions. I wiIl make a farther cer-
tional statement that there has been threeyears residence, may obtain ment on this reselutien, because thore le eue clause in it
another homehtd and pre-emption entry. with which I do nota gree. rt reade:

Of course it would be quite unworthy of a Government to
rest anything on that word "may "; but if anybody at-
tempted to do so, what have we? We have that declared
by thestatute to be a right, so that any difficulty on that
head is entirely removed. If we look at section 2, chapter
54 of the Revised Statutes, we find that pre-emption entry
means:

'<The entering on the books of a local agent for a preferential claim
to acquire by purchase, in connection with the homestead, and on be-
coming entitled to the patent for the homestead, a quarter section, or
part of a quarter section of land adjoining such homestead; and existing
pre-emption riqht means the right of obtaining, and right to such
quarter section
If we turn to section 3, what do we find ? It is declared
with regard to pre-emptions:

l And further, such person shall forfeit his homestead and pre-emption
right."

So that in one part of the Act, in regard to a matter where
it is said he may obtain pre-emption, we have it declared
that that is a right. But mark the language of section 43:

"No person who has obtained a homestead patent or a certificate
ounteruigned by the Commisioner of Dominion Lands or a member of

the Dominion Lands Board, as in the next preceding clause mentioned,
Mir. DAVIN.

" Should it be found necessary in the futura to withhold public lands
from homesteading for railway purposes, it should be provided that
alternate quarer sections be granted instead of alternate sections."

In the same resolution it is stated :

" It bas been proved that for the success of the settler it is necessary
for him to engage in both stock raising and grain. and it bas been de-
monstrated that for this purpose a settler requirce nut less than 320
acres."

So one part of the resolution is, inadvertently, contrary to
the other. In one part it says that 320 acres are necessary,
and in a'-other part it states that alternate quarter sections
should be given to the railway. I have here a long commu-
nication that I received this mornirg from the agricultural
society of Mo-se Jaw, referring to this part of the resolu tion
and strongly condemning it,strongly emphasising this view,
that they require to summer fallow, to go into mixed
farming, and that farmers cannot raise crops profitably in
the North-West unless th ýy summer fallow. Part of the
land bas to be fallowed this year while crops are
raised on another pu. t, and crops should be grown
this year on land which was summer fallowed last year.
If you do not adopt that you will not farm successfully, and
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that is the way Mr. Young, to whom I referred a moment
ago, larms. I want to say one word about the last part of
that resolution, which asks for the establishment of a
Dominion Lands Office in the Territories. This, I think, is
a very important matter,and I may point out that the right
hoc. gentleman, in his report of 1882, declares it necessary
to establish in the North-West a land board. However,
when it was decided to establish this land board, instead of
placing it in the North-West it was established at Winnipeg,
in Manitoba. I think it would b a very wise thing to do
what the Legislative Assembly suggests, and to move that
land board to the North-West. At the present moment
you are getting an enormous revenue from the North-West.
This year I sec gladly, by the report of the Minister of
Interior, the revenue of the Department of the Interior is
8540,05. No doubt some of that comes from Manitoba,
but the main portion of it undoubtedly comes from the
North-West Territory, and as the principal business of the
land board will be done in the North-West Territory, I
believe that if it were established at Regina, instead of at
Winnipeg, it would be a groat improvement. The last
resolution of these gentlemen deals with the question of'
responsible government. It says:

" That there is no permanent responsible body whose business it is to
prepare legislation for the consideration of this Assembly, and in couse-
quence its legislative functions cannot be satisfactorily performed. For
instance, the Assembly has had to present an humble address to His
Honor the Lieutenant Governor, praying that he may be pleased to
appoint a Committee to draft during the recess certain measures deemed
advisable by the Aýsembly ; measures which it should be the duty of
Legislative Government to submit. That on these and other accounts
the Assembly believes ihe present system to be unsatisfactory. That,
therefore, the Assembly recommends to Bis Excellency the Governor
General in Council that full responsible government should be given
to the Territorles with the other powers, in addition to those already
possesaed by the Asembly."

And a further resolution:

" That the amount annually voted by the Dominion Parliament for
the expenses of government, kc, in the North-West Territories, should
b' given in the form of a definite grant instead of a rate which lapses
at the end of the fiscal year fur which it 18 voted ;

IThat the laid grant should be placedat the disposal and subject to
the vote of the North-West Legislative Assembly ;

" That although the North-West Territories have not been admitted
into Confederation as a Province, yet they consider that the tact of
their paying taxes to the Federal 'freasury, under the same laws, rules
and regulations and provisions as the people of other parts of Canada,
and having been called upon to exercise the functions of local self-
goverament by the Parliament of Canada, they are entitled to receive
a return on the amount paid by them into the Federal Treasury of a
sum similar to that received by the varions Provinces comprising the
Canadian confederation ;

" That they consider that a greater proportion of taxation per head
is paid by the people of the North-Weât Territories than by the people
of any other part of Janada;

" That the cost of administrating the Goverument of the North-West
Territories is much larger in proportion to the population than in any
other part e Canada by reason of the greater area and more widely
soattered settiements;

" That the maintenance and improvement of main trails in the Terri-
tories should be the subject of special consideration at the hands of the
Federal Parliament;

Fehat inamuontas the lands, timber and minerals of the North-West
Territories are held for sale by the Federal Government, which deprives
the North-West Government of any revenue from these sources, and
the Provinces of Confederation, with the exception of Manitoba, having
revenues from said sources;

" Therefore your committee are strongly of opinion thiat a largely in-
creased grant should be given to the North-West Territories for expenses
of North-West Government, construction of roads and bridges, the im-
provement of main trails, and other publie improvements."

The House wlll be glad to know, sir, that the Advisory
Board has worked wonderfully well. Although I do not
think any more than do those gentlemen, or the mem-
bers of the Assembly, that that board is as effective
a machine of government as complete responsible
government would be, yet, Sir, I had an opportnity
of observing the chamber during its session and I will
say this, that the Advisory Board and the admirable manner
in which Governor Royal fell in with the idea of making it
A bliding scale to responsible government worked admir-

ably and gave a new character altogether to the assembly
as compared with the council. In the North-West Council,
as my friend the Minister of Interior will remember, they
discussed matters more like men in qommittee, but with the
Advisory Board they at once fell in with the parliamentary
practice, and the intelligence displayed by the gentlemen
who are now members of that assembly and the capacity
which they showed in their conduct of the proceedings,
are fraught with the best promise for the future of that
country. I wish to call the attention of the House for one
moment to what might be called our claims on the Federal
Government. Many gentlemen in this House and else-
where think that we are always asking for something, and
that we are, in fact, asking for too mach. They think
we are unreasonable in the North-West, while the fact is
that we are entitled to a great deal more than we get.

Mr. SCRIVE R. You are astonished at your own modera.
f ion.

Mr. DAVIN. My friend on the right says "we are
astonished at our own moderation," and I have no objection
to accept his language. The old council of 1887 petitioned
for responsible government and the memorial set forth:
That by the census of 1885 the population of the North-
West Territories was 28,000, larger by 11,000 than that of
Manitoba when sho was admitted into Confedoration. The
population has much inoreased since that cousus, as oviden-
ced from the new electoral districts crected. Manitoba was
erected into a Province in 1870, and as we seo in 33 Vie.,
cap. 3, sec. 25, she received $30,000 in suppoi t of govern.
mont, 80 cents per head of the population, which was esti-
mated at 17,000, and the salaries of the Lieutenant
Governor, judges, charges in respect to customs, postal,
fisheries, militia, geological, penitentiary department, and
so on, were all paid by the Federal Treasury. In 1882,
according to 45 Vic., cap. 5, when the population of Mani-
toba, according to the consus of 1881, was 69,954, that
Province was allowed 80 cents per head on 150,000 souls,
indemnity for want of public lands of 845,000; and in 1870,
because the Province was not in debt, 5 per cent.
on $472,000, making altogether 8238,000. By 48-49
Vic., cap. 50, she got swamp lande and 150,000
acres for a university and the indemnity for
want of public lands increased to $100,000. Now
I ask the attention of the flouse to this argument. It
is an argument of proportion, such an argument as we all
have made whon learning the rule of three at school. If
Manitoba, in 1882, with a consus population of 65,954, was
allowed 80 cents a head on a population of 150,000,
thon the North-W est, four years after, it was declared
by the cousus of 1885, te have a population of 28,000,
must b entitled to 80 cents a head on about 80,000 people.
But take the ratio adopted after one year, and we are
entitled to 80 cents a head on 70,000, or 856,000; for gov-
ernment, $50,000 ; and for want of our public lands, $45,000.
Then, if Manitoba with a population of 17,000, not having
any debt, was entitled to 5 per cent. on $472,000, the
North-West Territories, with a consus population of 28,000,
would be entitled to 5 per cent. on 8774,000, or 838,700; and
as we have more land than Manitoba, our gross revenue
should amount to $239,700. We should also have 150,000
acres of land for a university, and money for our own
lunatie asylum, as well as Manitoba, Now, Sir, the tone
taken towards that western country is a tone which I
believe will not be often taken in this louse after hon.
gentlemen come to see what its claims are; bocause at the
present minute we must regard that western country as
composed of Manitoba, the North-West Territories and
British Columbia, all west of the great lakes; and what do
you find? If you compare the amount that western
country pays in customs duties with the amount paid by
an old Province like Nova Seotia or New Brunswick, you
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will find that it pays more; and the paper which was put
into my hands a few days ago by the Inland Revenue
Department shows t'hat we drink a great deal more beer
per head west of the great lakes, and pay a great deal more
of inland revenue than the two Provinces of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick put together.

An hon. MBER. It is a bad sign.
Mr. DAVIN. It may be a bad sign, but it shows that

the people there are a very prosperous people, and can
afford to spend a good doal of money on the four articles of
beer, wine, tQbacco and whiskey. I find also that the
banking business done, taking into account discounts, the
amount of capital invested, and all the dotails of banking,
shows well for the western country. Now, my right hon.
friend, in reply to a question, told me a few days ago that
he did not intend to bring in a Bill this year giving full
responsible government to the Territories ; but, in passing,
I with to say that when that Bill is brought in, or probably
it might be done now, a large portion of territory should be
given to the Local Govern ment to be used by it for subsidiz-
ing branch lines of railway. I am not fond, as tbis House
knows of drawing comparisons with what is done in the
United States; but I may state that when they organise a
territory in the United States, they pay ont of the Federal
treasury all the expenses that we do, they give the territories
the school lande and the swamp lands, as we have done in the
case of Manitoba; but they do more than that. When Minne-
aota, Wyoming, Dakota and Montana were organised, each of
these Territories got a large extent of territory for subsi-
dising branch linos. Minnesota, with 83,000 square miles
(Assiniboia bas 93,000 square miles), received land for sub-
sidising 1,800 miles of railway, and with the swamps, started
in possession of one-third of the Territory. What does that
policy enable these Territories to do? It gives them, while
young, that nutriment and vital force, without which any-
thing young cannot thrive. As the right hon. the Prime
Minister is now acting Minister of Railways, I should like
to call his attention to this fact. At this hour the Govern-
inent of Minnesota receives an income of 8600,000 a year, 3
per cent. on the gross earnings of the lines of railway that
it chartered and subsidised since 1849, when it was organ-
ised. But it may be said: "Ah, but those Territories were
very populous. Not at all. In 1849, when Minnesota was
organised, it had only a population of 6,000, and the
aggregate population of all the four Territories at the respec-
tive dates of their organisation did not equal by five or
six thousand the population of the North- West to day. That
is a point which I submit as well worthy Of the considera-
tion of the Government, because I think we may err on the
side of keeping the strings too much in our hands
here at Ottawa, ad not giving sufficient scope for the young
giant, for which I plead here to-day, to develop his limbe.
Now, it will be said to us, no doubt, yon have got the
Mounted Police. So we have, and we are very glad to have
them ; but elsewhere you have batteries, militia, and mili-
tary schools, and we pay for those just as well as you pay
for the Mounted Police ; and before you know where you
are, I believe in the inext five years, you will tind
we shall have a population in those Territories which
will be subscribing to your military schools, and
batteriks, and militia just as much as you are sub-
scribing to the North West M.unted Police. And re-
member that in any case the cost of defonce would
fall on the Federal Governmont ; so that you cannot fairly
make anything of our having the Monnted Police. The
feeling amongst the people, and especially amonget the
members of this assembly, who now represent the people,
is in favor of full responsible governneat. Now, 1 am not
go ng to use the rhetorical language ' e sometimes hear in
this House, and which I always regret to hear, ussd by mcn

Mr. Dvah.

who should speak with the balance and restraint of states-
mon.

Mr. MaCARTHY. Hear, bear.

Mr. DAVIN. My hon. friend from Simcoe says "hear,
hear," but if ho was rightly reported in a speech that he
made not far from here, h. hximself feul into this same
rhetorical exaggeration. We sometimes hear it said in this
Hlouse, that we are not free unless we have the right to
make our own treaties. My hon, friend was reported as
having said that we were not free unless we were repre-
sented in the Imperial Parliament, and took up our full
share of Imperial responsibility. Of course when the noun
" freedom " or the adjective "free" is used in this manner,
it is used in a purely rhetorical sense and not in the broad
signification, in which constitutional writers use it.
When people speak properly of being free, what they mean
is that their liberty cannot be interfered with, without their
being tried before their peers, that they are not taxed with-
ont representation. The varions ingredients of civil liberty
that we are familiar with, we have in the North-West, but
I do not think we have ail the advantages that you have
here. We suifer there from some disabilities that you
do not suffer from, but I regard our position as a free
and liberal condition, Every man can there speak the
thing he will. I believe the Noith-West Territories will
develop at a rapid rate. I see by the report of the Min-
ister of Interior that a far larger number of homesteads
were taken up lat year than the year before. In 1886,
2)4,960 acres in homesteads were taken up; in 1t87,
319,500 ; in 1888, 420,333. From that you soc the pro-
gressive rate of increase at which homesteada have been
taken up. Now, with the crop we had laet year and the
report of that crop going all over the world-for we have
had visite from men from every part of the world-I believe
you will find that next year, instead of 420,000 acres being
taken up, that number will be greatly increased. 1 believe
that certainly 700,000 or 800,000 acres in homesteads will
be taken up, and the increase will go on at the same
rate. There are many documents to which i might
refer to show the progress made by the North-West.
I have not said one word about what the cimmittee of
Senator Schu'tz, now Lieutenant Governor, showed we
possessed in the Mackenzie River Basin; and in the present
report of the Interior Department, I see that Mr. Burgess
refers in glowing terms to the Yukon River district. Take
the report of two years back in which there is an account
given of the Yukon River, and you will find that men make
as mach as 8500 a day mining gold in that district. They
have made 8300 and 8350, and some $500 in one day. I do
not say that happened as a general thing, but still it shows
the value of that region. In the North-West Territories we
have a large area of prairie land, most fertile and most
abundant in its yield; we have gold, iron, coal, all the fruits
of the earth, the forest, and the fineet cattle raising country
in the world. I say that there is the place that the means
will be found te make this country a great and contented
nation. I always regret wheo, in regard to this country,
anything like sectional feeling, arising from race or religion
or froin any other searce, is developed ; and it is a great
consolation te me te know that up in the North-West, we
are freer than in any other part of Canada from thos pre-
judices of race and religion which are really more inimical
to our progress than anything else. I desira to see this
great Canada of ours peopled with French, English, Scotch,
Irish, Germans-and in the North-West we have Germans
whose settements are erfect wonders as evidences of
what can be done by thri and energy-I desire to sec al
these elements mouided into one nation. What 1[hope te see
and what we ought te aim at-French, English, Irish and
Scotch-and it will come soine day, là tohafe i 'United
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Canada with a Canadian race inhabiting it, and I should
like very much to say a few words especially to my
French Janadian friends about the North West.

Some hon. XEMBERS: EBfrangai.

Mr. DAVIN. If the House will bear with me, since
some of my French Canadian friends desire it, I will
say a few words to them in their language, though I do
so with a great deal of diffidence.

Je prétends, M. l'Orateur, qu'il est du devoir des Ecossais,
des Irlandais, des Français et des- Anglais de se fupionner
pour former ici une race canadienne. Nous formerons ainsi
une race plus grande que celle des Allemands, plus grande
que celle desCeltes, plus grande que celle des Anglo-Saxons;
une race qui réunira au jugement, à l'abnégation, à la disci-
pline, à la sincérité du Saxon, la vivacité d'esprit, le goût
des arts, le génie, l'ardeur, la puissance créatrice du Celte.
J'espère que nous verrons cette race se développer en gran.
deur héroïque et recevoir du Nord-Ouest une inspiration de
pouvoirs magnifiques.

Je me bornerai à dire en ce moment aux Canaliens-
Français d'imiter l'exemple de leurs pères dont les faits et
gestes dans le passé au Nord-Ouest sont dignes d'une admi-
ration spéciale. Connaissons-nous nous-mêmes, rendons-nous
compte de notre position, et prenons les moyens de fonder
ici une nation canadienne. Et, M. l'Orateur, lorsque viendra
le j >ur où nous aurons dans le Nord.Ouest une population
plus considérable que dans les provinces d'Ontario et de
Québec, lorsque le Nord-Ouest com ptera au delà de 10,000,.
o0O d'habitants, nous pourrons braver les contempteurs,
les insulteurs et les intrigants, et peut-être adresser aux
Wiman et autres les mots magnifiques qui s'échappent de
l'ime du Cid quand il apprend que Chimène peut devenir le
prix de sa valeur :-

"Est-il quelqu'ennemi qu'à présent je ne dompte?
Paraissez Navarrois, kaures et Oastillans,
Et tout ce que l'Espagne a nourri de vaillants.
Unissez-vous ensemble, et faites une armée,
Pour combattre ma main de la sorte animée.
Joignez tous vos efforts contre un espoir si doux;
Pour en venir à bout, c'est trop peu que de vous."

What I have been saying in French, I eau repeat in
English in a word or two. I was emphasising thefact, that
we should make ourselves here a patriotic people, and that
instead of trying to empba'ise the angles of difference that
divide us, we should try to pare away the angles, so that
by-and-by we might become one Canadian people, becaiuse
we have the finest country in the world, and, when we
have a larger population, with sentiments such as 1 have
indicated pervading them, there is no power in the world
that could affect us, but we could stai d four square againit
ail the blasts that blow. That is the bet free translatiotb
that I can give 0f the magnificent words that Corneille puts
in the mouth of the Cid.

Mr. CHARLTON. I will endeavor to say a few words
on this subject before six o'clock. I am veiy much pleased
that the member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) bas
brought up the question of the proper policy to be pursued
by the Government in regard to the settlement of our vast
domain in the North-West.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD There will probably be
an interesting discussion on thii subject, and, as it cannot
go on after six o'clock, I would snggest that it had better
stand over.

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

After Recea8.

THIRD RE&DINGS.
Bill (No. 19) to inoorporate the Assiniboia, Edmonton

and UjIga Bailwy ompany.-(Mr. Dawsn.)

Bill (No. 21) respecting the New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Railway Company, and to change the name of the
company to "The New Brunswick and Prince Edward
Island Railway Company."-(MIr. Wood, Westmoreland).

Bill (No. 31) to incorporate the Red Deer Valley Rail-
way and Coal Company. - (Mr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 35) respecting the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 48) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Ontario Loan and Debenture Company, and to authorise
them to issue debenture stock.-Mr. Montcrieff)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 57) to incorporate the Cobourg, Northumberland
and Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Guillet.)

Bill (No. 58) respecting the Berlin and Canadian Pacifie
Junction Railway Company.- (Mr. Bowman )

Bill (No. 59) respecting the South Ontario Pacifie Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Sutherland.)

Bill (No. 60) respecting Steam Vessels to be used in con-
nection with the Canadian Paeific Railway.-(Mr. Kirk.
patrick.)

Bill (No 61) to incorporate "The Manitoba and South-
Eastern Railway Company."-(ir. LaRivière.)

Bill (No. 6J) te incorporate the Lake Manitoba Railway
and Canal Company.-(Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 61) to enable the city of Winnipeg to utilise
the Assiniboine River water power.-(Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No 64) respecting the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Junction Railway Company.-(Kr. Hall.)

Bill (No. 65) respecting the Atlantic and North-West
Railway Company.-(Mr. Hall.)

Bill (No. 67) to incorporate the "Assiniboine Water
Power Company."-(Mr. Rosa.)

Bill (No. 68) respecting the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Mr. MITCHELL. I feel it to be my dufy as an inde-
pendent member, to protest against this informal manner
of ;assing Blls through ibis House. Biils are been pas-
ed through a stage which have not been priMted iii English
and French, as the Rules ot the House require; and i think
we had better, in future, confine ourselves to the Rules, and
not put Bills through in this rapid way.

Mr. SPEAKER. Of course, if any objection is taken, I
must enfoice the Rules, but i understood no objection was
raised.

Mr. MITCHELL. I mention it for the purpose of
stiriirg up the printers, so that we may have the Bills pro-
perly placed before the House, and be able te proceed with
their consideration according to the Rules.

PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 8)
to make furtber provision as te the prevention of cruelties,
and to amend chapter 172 0f the Revised Statutes of Can-
ada, intituled "An Act respecting Cruelty to Animals."-
(Ur. Brown.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. TISDALE. I should like to ask the hon. gentleman
who is promoting this Bill to explain what it is ho wants.
We had a discussion the other evening on the second read-
ing of the Bill, and I did not then ascertain. I find by
reading the petition of the Sooiety for the Prevention of
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Cruelty to Animals at Hamilton, that certain statements what ho was after. I take exception to thoso three clauses
are made. I will read the petition, so that the hon. gentle-0f his Bit in the interosts, not of the oitios or the towns,
man may have an opportunity to explain to the committee but of the larger body of constituent@ of this country, the
what they do want. The petition on which this Bill wasfarmors of the Province I core from as well as the farmers
founded-I presume it is this, because it refers to a petition of the othor Provinces. Until I read the present law I bad
presented last year-sets forth: no idea that we had such a severe law about the handling

" 1. That at the instance of the above society (the Hamilton Society
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals), a petition largely signed was
presented at the last Session of Parliament in favor ofthe pass jge of the
Bill introduced by Adam Brown, Esq., senior member for Hamilton, to
make further provision for the prevention of cruelty to animale, and
especially against the using of any live animal or bird as a target to be
shot at.

" 2. That your petitioners hereby respectfully reqnest that the Bill
introduced by Adam Brown, Esq., at the present Session, for the pur-
pose of preventing cruelty to animals, and especially against using any
live animal or bird as a target to be shot at, may be passed by your
honorable body."

" 3. That your petitioners are aware that great cruelty is practised
towards live birds at shooting tournaments, and on othar occasions, for
the mere amusement of the parties participating therein, and your
petitioners think that, in the interests of humanity, the law should be
amended so as to prevent sucb cruelty being practised."

1 should like, as a starting point, to request the hon. gentle-
man to inform the committee whether he follows that peti
tion now or not, because hon. members will notice that the
petition only speaks of one thing, that is, the shooting at
animals or birds as targets, while the provisions of the Bill
are mucb wider than that. It may enable the hon. gentle-
man to reply botter to this point, if I call the attention of
the committee to the present law. Bither thehon.gentleman
wants two things, or ho wants one thing; ho either wants
what the petition asks for, or more than it asks for. Cer-
tainly the petition only asks, so far as it mentions any
specific thirg, the stoppage of shootirg at birds or other
animais as targets. lf the h9n. gentleman wants to go
further, there are two matters in the Bill which, in my
opinion, should be discussed, and placed before this House.
Do I understand the hon. gentleman that ho wants to
cover both points?

Mr. BROWN. Go on.
Mr. TISDALE. 'I shall, thon, be very happy to proceed.

1 suppose that I will have to confine myself at present to
the first clause of the Bill. In referring to that particular
part of the Bil not aimed at trap-shooting, I may say that
1 believe this House desires to legislate upon things that
require to be legislated upon, and I do not think it is
desirous of legislating upon theories or on unnecessary mat-
tors Some hon. gentlemen say, "let the hon. gentleman
have his Bill if it does no harm," but 1 hold that the House
should not lose its time in legislating excopt where logis-
lation is necessary. The first clause of the Bil of the
member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) does fot enlarge on the
provisions of the present Act, which will be found at page
1987 of the Revised Statutes of Canada, but it goes on to
specify the general provisions of the present law, and says:

"Section one of chapter 172 of the Revisel Statutes of Canada, in-
tituled: ' An Act respecting Oruelty to Animals,' is hereby amended by
adding thereto the following.words: 'and the expression 'animal' la-
cludes any horse, mare, gelding, bull, ox, cow, heifer, steer, calf, mule,
ais, sheep, lamb, goat, pig, hog, sow, dog or cat, and every other
domestic animal, fowl or bird, or wild animal, fowl or bird, tamed or
domesticated."

The hon. gentleman proposes to add to the clause in the
present law the names of a number of animais that are evi-
dently covered by the generic terms in the Act now in
force, and that clause in his Bill is entirely unnecessary.
The three subsections of bis Bill, as I had ocasion to
remark in opposing the second reading, are open to pre-
cisely the same objection. I submit, with ail seriousness,
that this Bill is unnecessary. We ail know, although the
hon. gentlemn will not admit, that it is a trivial Bill, and
that it is auied eiÂpy at LL trap-shooting at pigeons, and
if the hon. gentleman would bring his Bill forward in this
particular, we would, to use a familiar expression, know

MËr, TISPALE,

of animais, and I hold that if you go among the farmers of
Ontario and Quebec and the other Provinces, and tell them
that they are so cruel to their stock and the animais they
use, that they need still more stringent provisions than
those in the present Act, they would be justly insulted. I
must read the three clauses for you:

" Section two of the said Act is hereby repealed and the following sec-
tion substituted in lieu thereof:-

"Everyone who-
"(a.) Wantonly, cruelly or unnecessarily beats, binda, ill-treats

abu ses, overdrives or tortures any cattle, poultry, dog, domestic animal
or bird; or-

" (b.) While driving any cattle or other animal is, by negligence or
ill-usage in the driving thereof, the means whereby any mischief, dam-
age or injury is done by any such catile or other animal; or-

" (c.) In any manner encourages, aids or assiste at the fighting or
baiting of any bull, bear, badger, dog, cock, or other kind of animal,
whether of domestic or wild nature.

I tell you that the people who own and use animals under-
stand a great deal botter how to treat them than those
gentlemen who want theoretical legislation. Let me call
the attention of the louse to the fact that in not a single
petition in favor of the Bill have they dared to saythat any
such sad condition of things exists as would require further
legislation against cruelty to animals. Let me read you the
heading of what I cati the theatrical petition ; it says :

" Prevention of Oruelty. To the Hon. the House of Oommons and
Parliament assembled. We the undersigned citizens of Toronto, hambly
pray that the Bill, introduced by Mr. Adam Brown, for the better pre-
vendon of cruelty to animals, be adopted by your hon. body."

I am sure you were all amused, as I was to-day, to see the
thirty of forty petitions presented by the hon. memb<r for
Hamilton (Mr. Brown) or hy those that ho handed them to.
We have all courtesy enough to hand in a petition when we
are asked to. He had those petitions printed, and somet mes
only twenty or thirty persons signed them. If the petitions
amount to anything it will be noticed that those oppose1 to
the Biil stated the reasons wby they opposed the Bll, but
the petitions of the hon. gentleman from Hamilton (Mir.
Brown) which were theatrically flourished all over the
House did not give any reasons why the Bill should pass.
1 do not believe in theatrical legislation. I believe in our
getting down to common sense, and while I oppose this BIl
in principle I object to being classed as one who is cruel to
animais. lias the member for ilamilton (Mr. Brown) shown
a tittle of evidence that the people of this country are cruel
to animals. No, ho has not. He las brought in a
petition from a very excellent society which I am in favor
of, but I think that they should keep within their own sphere.
The hon. gentleman lias failed entirely in proving that part of
his case which asks for severe additional measures to be
passed by this House for the prevention of cruelty to
animais. Let me point out that, under the laws of the
Province of Ontari>, you cannot shoot a single bird
except a pigeon, or an injurious, destructive or
mischievous bird, out of a trap, because there is a
severe law to punish you for shooting anything
but destructive birds or game birds. Alil other birds
are protected inasmuch as you cannot shoot them at alil,
not even out of a trap. I ask for evidence why this House
should boeasked to put upon the Stttute-books a record that
we need stronger laws to compel the people of this
country to treat the animals they handle well and there is
no evidence forthcoming. We have had enough of theatri-
cals in this matter and enough talk to show that it is the
intention to pass this Bill not upon common sense, or by
arguments in its favor, but bocause of personal and indi.
vidual inficence, a proceeding which I strongly object to.
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Some hon. MEMBE RS. Order.

Mr. TISDALE. Well, if I am out of order, I am willing
to submit; but I do say this is the fact, for I mean it, and I
anm oue of those men who, when I have to discharge a duty,
mention things plainly. This excellent society, wbich is
going out of its way to a8k for theoretical legislation with-
out having a case, has induced the hon, gentleman to adopt
its views for the time being and to represent them in this
Hlouse. Some hon. gentlemen say that it will do no harm
to pass this Bill. I say it does a great deal of harm to put
a law on the Statute-book that is not necessary, and that is
why I object to this Bill. I object also to being attacked as
a cruelty-to-ani mals man. I love animals, and take good
care of them; I have grown up in a farming community,
and among people who know how to take care of animals,
birds as well as dogs, cattle and horses. I have shot birds,
and do not think it cruel to do so. But I bave had ladies

Mr. TV81)ALE. I do not think it cau deal with insee-
tivorous birds,-because the Province of Ontario bas dealt
with them, and its law has not been diiallowed. In this Rill
there is an enlargement, but in my view it is not substan-
tial, because, under the law of Ontario, you cannot destroy
or trap or catch birds, or even interfere with their eggs.,

Mr. ]LANDERKIN. l not this dealing with a question
of property and civil rights ?

Mr. TISDALE. I am bound to porcede that this House
bas jurisdiction in regard to cruelty to animale; but the
case of birds bas already been seized by the Provincial
Legislature. Conc ding for the sake of argument that this
louse bas jurisdiction, tbough I do not concede that, I

submit that the present law of Ontario is a broader and
stronger law, and, therefore, this Bill brings the question
down to animals and domestie bit ds.

coming to me in the corridors anasaing me not te oppose Mr. MILLB (Bothwell). I would ask the attention cf
Mr. Brown's Bill. I object to all this. I tell you 1 do not!hon. Minister of Justice te the question of juribdiction. It
come down here for that purpose. As I said the other is true, wo legislated upon the subject before; but, se far as
night, and I feel it still more strongly to-night, if we do not 1 îecollect, our legisiation was not subjeot tc discussion on
put our foot down on this class of legislation, which cone this peint. Se far as wiid animais are cocerned, they are
before us day after day and week after week, the important considered for the time bcing the propeî ty of those on wbose
interests of this country will be neglected. I have never lands or possessions tbey are found; and, spplying this rufe
shot a bird out of a trap, but I do not consider it cruelte tothe publie lande of Ontario or any cf the other Provinces,
shoot a bird. I have seen many more cruel deaths of birds tbey wonld be under thejuriediction cf the Province as an in.
which these humanitarians do not otject to; i bave sec" cidentcfitspropiitaryrigbts. Soferas fiab are concerned,
them put to death when their necks had to be wrung two there je a provision hero that the regulation cf the ses cost
or thiîee times ; and yet these people consider that merciful, and inland fisheries are under the cootrolocitis Pariament.
while shooting is cruel; and any gentleman who stands up Now our courts have held aud the Supreme Court bohas
here and sayô it is not cruel to shoot birds is put in the beldthatevery rogulation cf this sertis a police regulatien,
position of being declared cruel. To bring the matter to a and is an extension t ite municipal pewer onferred upon
question, I move, seconded by Mr. Small, that the Coin- the varions Provinces under the British North America

Act. Under ibis Acto the Provinces are authorisci te
Sir JOHN TIOMPSON. I want te say a word on the egi, ate on hesuject fo mun;cpa mattere. One f

first section of this Bill, becase the hon, gentleman w eo those matters i the prvention of cruelty to animais. The
bas addressed thoe euse and lias entered ute a general prservation of pecea ind god aorder ontherom unity
discussion cf ail the features cf the Billlias porbapc mis o the prevedtien cf immoraities, ed ail thofsoffences which
uuderstood or unintentioinally misropresontod the nature cf te soma extent disturb the peace und god ider f the
the firt section. Wben the lieuse compares this section cotmunity, but woich are, in thor moral charter, blw
with the section iL le intended tesmend, 1 thiink it wiilibe the rank o crimes, are uder the contro of the diffrent
relieved entirely of the hon. member's approhensien c that Provinces, and the Provinces are authorised by hoe15th
thie is a Bill aimcd at the farming interestscf thie countxy. sub-ecion osection 92 te imporegplonfhment sy fneo

knw as far as my cwn section of'thecountry ice- naltyaor ishprisnmen for the entro of his Paiy pro.
cerned, that there is ne farmer who desires te torture birdsvIncial law. uw the Provinces, as far as knowcertainly
and that 1 the ene provision contained in the. first section: Ontarie, have egislated upon the subjet. lt i quite
The firet section cf the existing law undertook te give a true that, e far as the Territmriescf Canada are conerned,
delinition cf the words usod in the AcL aud by seme ever.beyond the limitecf the Provinces, a law shNo as we have
sight it cnly defined the word cattie, wbereas coutinuaAly put on the Statut-bock may operate, but that is net whao
in J iions cf the Act the word animal is uad, and it the hon. member from s amilton is aiming at. ne wiohes
is p n the first section cf this Bilteofnetheword te have a law for the entireDoninion, ud subnit for the
animal, which includes in its ordnary sene any description special consideratin f the Ministor cf Justice the question

cof atird, whicb do nt coea under the designation of cattie. whether this is not a police regisation e oaling witsn the
Thiestdon, nt at al for the purpose cf eaying that municipal autrity cf the different Provinoce of the
nobedy sha shoot a bird or wring its neck or kilt it, but Dominion.1tburîk it clearly is. The Provinces selogis-
that it is aioffencef cruelty to animais teiunmercifully lated befoe the Union, aundhaver e onogiloatfd ince. There
treat a bird as well as any other living animal. That Pr is on thStnatn- bock cf Ontarie, and aholieved f thoiher
the nature f the sectionothf hon, gentleman has attacked. Provinces, a measure simlar te that.it bas bcen amended

credhathereishaenoarmerwo desire sito itt e bi from time t time, td in Ontari, f andertand, a measure
ho.M ISDAIofIJusiceha ne de sie pt haeit h te roîating te this subjeot is now being amond1cd during tbe

hou. Minister cf Justice. I arn quit. saIisfied thatoho under.
stands the questionnf law botter than e do. But possbly prontrio, aveslegilatgieaureon the subject is aquite
did net sufficiently express in detail what I intended te aterethat, f fiaatnhe oerrit abeasu ta i arnceurt
]usge te undetand. h wr quîteprpared teconcede that suroe thStatuti o mayr t operhate beu thetingoturha
there is an snlarge Aent of the provisiontinmake it affect pter bn membertrnginomatnters aiopori tben wisthes
birde; but the latter part cof my argument w thattherdohvne i lorne thi t arieongh Io eubmeurathe
aimsarewicntcrlue, inths prdvense aycfiordn itsauthoritybefere undertakingteo put the meaure on the
by thelaw c ontauoeeon thesgationtof catathertbohi i ot am noltcenegadering th. question cfthe
at aly. wisdomo f this legislation.r Is ighet roin veryting

t ar. ULOCK. elow as this Parliament jariadiction said by those wbo support the Bd, Iblthink cruelty te
t deal with thi l haes ndf propertyo? animatlangt th sdis noraged; bt, anthd same ting, it
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le important that legielation should be left te those bodies,
te which, by the constitution, it le entrusted; and if we
follow that rule, it does seem to me that, except, se far as
the Territories are concerned, we should not undertake te
legielate on the subject bore.

Sir JOHN TRHONIPSON. In reply te the bon. member
from Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale), I must say that when that bon.
gentleman was explaining what the law was, I presumed
he was referring te the Dominion Statute. With regard te
the Ontario law my recollection is-and I speak subject te
correction, for my recollection je net distinct as to its pro-
visions-hat the Province of Ontario ha. legislated on
this question with reference te the preservation of useful
birds and not in any way for the purpose of preventing
cruelty te animals. With regards te remarks of the hon.
member from Bothwell, I feel, with ail deference te his argu-
ments, as pesitive that this matter is within ourjjurisdiction
and not within the jurisdiction of the Local Legislatures, as
if we were dealing, with the crime of bigh treason. Now,
the powers the Provincial Legislatures possess are not, as
he quoted them from memory, the imposition of fines, penal-
ties, or imprisonment for the enforcement of any law of the
Province, but "for the enforcement of any law of the Pro-
vince made in relation te any matter coming within the clas
of subjects enumerated " in the section the hon. gentleman
referred te, and none of the mattera enumerated have any
bearing on this question any more than they have on any
other bra ch of the criminal law. It is true the creation
and establisiment of' municipal institutions are within the
province of the Provincial Legislatures alone, and the hon.
gentleman argues from that that eve ything which tende
te the peace, order, quietne-ss and security of a municipality
comes within the control of the Local Legislature. If that
were se, every offence against the law would be exclusively
within the control of the Provincial Legislatures. But I take
it, unlese it immediately concerns the creation or mainten-
ance of municipal instItutions, everything which is an
offence, uiless it is an offence against a provincial statute,
made in relation te those subjects, is a matter only for our
jurisdiction. If I am mistaken in my view of the provisions
Of the Ontario Act, and if the Ontario Legislature bas
deemed it wise te legislate te prevent cruelty te birds, I
would ask the hon. gentleman why it is that a provision of
that kind, which he deems salutary for Ontario should net
be extended by us te the rest of Canada if we have the
power te do so; and as te he question of power I have
made my argument. As te bis argument that we are infring-
ing on provincial rights because we a e dealing with
wild animals which may be found on the property of a
Province, h.eis a little wide of the subject. We are
net dealing with the question of property. We are making
it an offence te a man te act cruelly te his own property,
and we have the right te say that a man shall net il-treat
hie herse, under the penalty of being sent te the penitenti-
ary, just as we have the right te declare that he shall net
injure hie wife or one of his children under the penalty we
choose te inflict. We might as well argue in the latter
case that we are disturbing the relat'ons between husband
and wife, as te argue in the former that we are interfering
with the rights of property in the Provinces. We are net
dealing with any question of property at al, and surely
we have the right te say that a man shall net be cruel te
hie horse just as we have the right te say that he shall net
be cruel te hie own family.

Mr. TISDALLE. I have looked into the law of Ontario
and I do net think the hon. the Minister of Justice has quite
understood one of the pointe I made. My point is that the
Province of Ontario baving passed a law probibiting cruelty
te animals, and the Dominion Legislature having tacitly
conceded that such law is within the jurisdiction of the Pro-
vince, we have net the right now to legislate on the same

Mr. MILLO (Bothwell).

subject for the Province of Ontario. If any of the other
Provircees have not legislated on this subject, we might do
so as regards them, but as regards the Province of Ontario
that question is settled. The Ontario law is :

"It shall not be lawfnl to shoot, destroy, wound or Injure, or to
attempt to shoot, destroy, kill, wound or injure any bird whatsoever
gave and except eagles, falcons, hawks, owls, wild Ageons, black birds,
king fishers, crows, jays, Inglish sparrowsuand ravens and he birds
specially mentioned la 'The Act for the protection of game sud fur-
bcsring animaie.

I Itshall not be lawtul to take, capture, buy, 001, expose for sale, or
have ln posesion any bird whatsoever, save the kinds hereinbefore or
hereinafter exeepted, or to.met wholly or ln part any net trap, gprings,
scare, fage or other machine.

Tt sah no belawfùl to take, injure, destr 7 or have in possession
any neut, young or eggs of any bird whatsoever.
With the exception of certain birds which are named, I
maintain that it is an impossibility under the law of Ontario
to be cruel to these birds, because you cannot catch tbem
or shoot them or trap them or even have them in your pos.
session, and therefore I contend that there is no necessity
for this measure unless it is from a sentimental view de-
sired to make further provision for that which is already
provided. I do not profess to be an authority on provincial
jurisdiction further th'n this, that, any Province having
passed such laws, and those laws not having been disallowed,
this Government bas concoded that the subject is a matter
of provincial juriediction.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I cannot aree with my
hon. friend from Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale),%a=use, if bis
view je correct, the construction of the British North
Ameaisa Act would depend on which Lagislatuie got fist
in the race. The question is, in which Legislature is the
power vested, and that is a rather important question. The
jurisdiction must be eitber in the Dominion Parliament or
in the Provincial Legisilatures. It cannot be in both. I
muet say that the argument of the Minister of Justice
commende itself to my mind, that this is an offense coming
within the criminal law, which is within the jurisdiction
of this Parliament. A question might be raised that it is a
matter more of a local and private nature, and that it there-
fore comes within the purview of the Provincial Legislatures,
but it seems to me that, this Legislature being seizad of the
criminal law and having exclusive juriediction over that law,
would have the right to make this an offence I berefore
think that the jurisdiction is rathur within the Parliament
of Canada than the Provincial Legislatures. Still, it is pos-
sible that a confiict might arise if you have the two Acts on
the Statute book, and it is a matter which should be care-
fully considered. I am rather inclined to be in favor of this
Bill, but I would like to see the last lin in regard to wild
animals and wild fowl eliminated from the section.

Mr. MULOOK. Sub-section three of section three pur-
ports to give one person the right to destroy another per-
sun's property. I fail to see how this Parliament can assume
to interfere with any man's prope! ty in that way. To give,
even through the medium of justices of the peace, the right
to one man to destroy another man's property is, to that
extent, robbing a man of hie property. It is assuming
that this Parliament can indirectly or direotly take from
one person and give to another. There is no pretence, in
the language of the last clause, that it is in any way brought
within the criminal law. Juriadiction is neot attached to
the clause in any way through the medium of the criminel
law, so it is simply a bare proposition that this Parlisment
has the power to divest a man of this property in fàvor uf
another man, and, therefore, I think that the last clause,
which the Minister commended to the House when the BitI
was up for the second reading, and whioh bas some morits
in itseif, i. really oontrary to the interets of the public.

Mr. BROWN. Hfaving somewhat exhaustively discussed
ithe subject on the second reading of the Bill, I do not pro-
pose to oecup the attçntiQP oh the committee for uore
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f an a few mirutes. The hon. member for Norfolk (Mr.
Tisdale) has taken a stran go position to-night. Hie convoys
the insinuation that the fi iends of this Bih impute acts of
cruelty to farmers. Nothing is more remote from my in-
tention than that Farmers are most kind to their animals.
It is in the large cities that acts of cruelty exist, and it is
there tbat the humane societies are working to get amend-
ments to the law. I stai d hcre as the spokesman of the
various bumane societies in Canada. When my hon. friend
tells this Housr that I got the petitions printed in Ottawa,
and sent them Io Toronto to get them signed, ho is very far
astray. I sent no petitions to Toronto, or to Hamilton, or
anywhere. They have come to me, and they have been
numerously sigred by good and kind-hearted people in
every part of lhe count, y, and the only opposition to the
Bdl bas emanated from some of the gun clubs. I am rather
proud of the charge which my hon. friend threw across in
thisdirection, that ho bad been assailed by ladies in the
l, by to vote for my Bill. If we were to entrust ail mea-
sures of kindness and humanity in regard to dumb animais
to the lad es, the good cause would be safe.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. BROWN. You may laugh if you like, but it is true
I do not envy the hon. gentleman who thinks that the sym-
pathy of the women of Canada is a thing which ho bas a
1ight to sneer ut. I leave the cplanation O the Bill in the
able hands of the Minister of Justicé, but I state that acte
of cruelty have been practiced for which the present law
does not provide, and that ibis Bill, which I tiave intro-
duced, and which I hope will bcome law, makus such pro.
vision as will effectually put a stop to mgny barbarous aets
of cruelty, which, not only in regard to those who are con-
cerned, but in regard to the surroundings in connection
with these debasiog sports, so called, are calculated to do
harm to the people of Canada. I waut the House to know
the motives which led me to bring this Bill forward. The
subject is exciting attention throughout the whole land.
My hon. friend spoke of my spreading these petitions, among
members of the House; I did so, and had 1 iot a right to do
so ? These petit:ons carne from Toronto and were pro ented
by the members for that cIty aRd otherp, and to-day a peti-
tion was presented from the Women's Humane Society of
Ibis city. Appended Io that petition are names of ladies
who would be an ornament to any country in the world.

Some hon. M EMBE RS. Rear, hear. Name!
Mr. BROWN. I may tell hon. gentlemen that the name

of the patroness of that society is the Lady Stsnley of
Preston, and the ladies who are on the mainaging com-
mittee of that society are ladies of which any country or
any city might well be proud. The hon. membor
for Ottawa to-day had the honor of unrolling, in pres-
ence of the members here, a petition signed by a large
number of the leading people of this city. I stand in my
place bore to-night and I say that of ail the gun clubs in
Canada, perhaps the St. Hubert's Gun Club of Ottawa is
the most influential, and I venture to assert that the
majority of the gentlemen composing that club are humane
mon, and they would support my Bill individually. My hon.
friend bas said that there was no cruelty in killing pigeons
for food. I only object to killing them for the more sake of kill-
ing. I tell him that I have known of cases of cruelty at pigeon
matches where money was put up; and, as a rule, at these
pigeon matches money is put up, and wherever there ia a stake
of that kind there is a general desire to see that the trapper is
of the right sort, and if the birds do not get lively the trap
per makes them lively. I have on my desk now the high-
est authority for stating that, at a match shot in Canada, one
of the trappers had cayenne pepper in his pocket to put in
the eyes of the poor birds to make them lively. There was
cruelty, and it is to prevent nob cruelty that this Bill is
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introduced. I could go on for an hour giving you similar
instances. I appeal to the House to þiupport this measur3,
calculated as it is to reflect great credit upon the members
and much goid to the country. My bon. friend says ho is
a hurnane man, but yet he se-s defects in this bill, the
very object of which is to enourage humane actions.
if ho is of opinion that it will do no harm and
is in the right direction, why should ho object to it? Ie
is the champion of a few gun clubs; ho haï a weil knowo
still hanter whosits beside him who does not speak mach, but
ail the same ho is a good hanter. Sir, I venture to hope that
the gyood sense of this House will support this measure and
pass it. The passage of this Bill will show the people of Canada
that the sentiments of their representatives are in f tvor of
further prevention of cruelty to animals.

Mr. BE RG I N. I am afraid that the hon. gentleman who has
last spoken and the Minister of Justine, have fallen under
the flatteries, and the persuasions, and the blanlishments
of the ladies in the lobby, and I wouild not be at ail surprised
to find upon investigation that the fair ladies who se won
the hearts of the susceptible Miniîter of Jastice and the
member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) hal on their bonnets
wings taken from birds for the purpose of adornment Sir,
I do not helieve that ail the kindness of heart in this coun-
try is centered in the so.called humane societie-. We have
in this country various associationq, and we fi-d that in
the so.called humanitarian associations the cranks gen-
erally rule. Now, Sir, we in this country are the
descendants of the sons and daughters of Great B;itain; our
fathers came to this couintry from EuglInd, Ireland and
Scotland, inheriting a taste for sport which overy true
born Briton lves, and we hope to continue to perpetuate
in this country the sports which our fathers loved and which
they introduced hore.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. They did not introduce this.
Mr. BE RGIN. I do not know what the hon. gentleman

means by introducing this, but if ho means that we did not
introduce trap shooting from the old country then ho is
very much mistaken. Thore were pigeons shot in the old
country by men of as kind hearts, aye, ani as strrng brain,
and as traly loval, as are any in Canada to-day. Sir, Ire-
peat that this Bill is a cbarge of cruelty against the farmers
of this country. The fariers, in almost every courty in
this country, almost imnediately after the crops are in,
every year have their turkey shooting matches, and is it not
as cruel to shoot turkeys, aye, and more so, for they are maph
larger and may be suppose4 to suffer more ? [s it not as cruel
to shoot turkeys as it is to shoot-pigeons ? Are we. by passing
th is Bill,to deprive the young far mers of this costry ot their
favorite pastime? Bocause under this Bill ‡bey will not
be permitted to shoot turkeys at the usual season of the
year; and besidei you will deprive other pe ple of their
sport outside of the mon who shoot pigeons and tur-
keys. Is it right to worry a fox ?-I am spe4king now as
if 1 belong to one of the humane societis-is it right te
worry a fox? Yet large sams of money are expended
every year in keeping up our hunt clubi in Torontp and
Montreal, whieh are a credit to this country. Ithis sport
to be put an eod to becauso somo people think that it 1
cruel to shoot pigeons from a trap ? It is a thousand times
more cruel to worry a fox to death with dogs. Sir, I have
no doubt that the hon. member for familton who to-day
placed himself before this country as the man of the kind
heart, who would scorn to be guilty of any cruelty, has
torgotten that there is such a sp >rt as fi,hing. He is, I
beelive, one of the most ardent fisherm.en in this country.

Mr. LANDE£RKIN. He fishes with butterfdies.
Mr. BERGIN. I have not the least doubt of it. Yet if

the hon. member for Hamilton is fot a fisherman himself,
I know the majority of his neighbors are, and that there are
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hundreds of gentlemen in this country who do not yield in
kindness of heart to any one here, who visit the different
fishing rivers in this country and kill their salmon and
enjoy the sport. And is it to be supposed that the gentle-
man who kills 15 or 20 salmon a day is able to consume ail
this salmon ? They kill them for the sake of killing, as
the hon. gentleman says; and I repudiate entirely, on the
part of those who oppose this Bill, any such thing as an
intention to be cruel towards either animais, birds or fishes.
And now a word about some of the officers of the humani.
tarian socicties; I speak of what I have seen since this Legis-
lature met. I have-seen ladies who are prominent in these
humanitarian societies, riding behind horses who have been
clipped and exposcd to the winter's cold, being in fact
almost naked. I have seen these humanitarians driving
lame horses in their carriages, and if it be cruel to shoot a
pigeon, I think it is quite as cruel to drive a horse whose
foot is so sore that it is difficult for him to put it to the
ground. I have seen those horses standing before shops in
this city for from balf an hour to three-quarters of an hour,
in the coldest weather, with the wird blowing upon them,
and nothing to protect them. Yet, forsooth, we are to be
toid by people who are guilty of these things that
they are the only people who are opposed Io cruelty in this
country, and they denounce us who are sportsmen because
we indulge, in a legitimate way, in that which bas come to
us honestly from our fathers.

Mr. BARRON. I have no doubt that under this Bil it
will be impossible for any one to clip bis horse. The only
question will be as to whether or not it is an act of cruelty.
This Bill, I think, originated with the Humane Society in
Toronto. They have published a book, which is used
throughout the schools of Ontario, and in this book they
state that they have already placed in the hands of Mr.
Lees, a member of the Provincial Legislature, a Bill similar
to this, and in that book they state the different acts of
cruelty, one of which is the clipping of horses. I have no
doubt that under sub-section a of section 2 it will be
impossible for any one to clip his horse. It will rest, I
repeat, with the magistrate to decide as to whether such is
an act of cruelty. Some say it is and some say it is not.
Having had some little experience I hold that it is not an
act of cruelty, that it is absolutely necessary that somc
horses should be clipped in winter.

Mr. BERGIN. Is it necessary to have their tails cut off ?
Mr. BARRON. That is another act of cruelty for which

people may be tried under this Bill. I think myself, that
docking a horse's tail as is sometimes practiced is an act of
cruelty, and when persons not only simply cut the tail off
but dock it so that the tail shall assume a particular shape,
that is an act of cruelty.

Mr. BERGIN. It is fashionable ail the same.

Mr. BARRON. I repeat that I do not think clipping a
horse is an act of cruelty. In winter it is absolutely neces-
sary, especially with long-haired horses, because we know
that a horse in a state of perspiration will get cold if it
stands and the perspiration is allowed to freeze on its coat,
all of which can be avoided if the horse is clipped. My
chief objection to that Bill is that in that particular it will
open the door to all sorts of litigation, and it will leave in
the hands of the magistrates the power to say whether
horse clipping is or is not an act of cruelty.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I think some hon. members of
the committee will be very apt to vote for or against the
Bill from some misconception, because, judging from the
remarks of my hon. friend, he bas hardly gathered the
meaning of the amendment proposed. The clause against
which histspeech was made is not a new clause; it was
expiained the other night. That clause has stood as the

Mr, BiEGix.

law of the land for some time. The hon. gentleman wbo
has introduced the Bill seeks to amend the law in three
particulars. It proposes to amend the interpretation clause
by extending it to cover some additional animals, and it
provides in sub sections a and f certain new offences. I
think that in committee, probably, if we reach that far,
these offences wiil have to be more specifically defined, but
I do not see why any humane person should object to the
punishment of a person who, having the charge or cu-tody
of an animal, unnecessarily fails to provide the same with
proper food, drink, shelter and protection from the weather.
I do not sec wby a person who, having the charge or cus.
tody of an animal, wantonly and unnecessarily leaves,
disables or abandons such animal, should go scott free.
We have already placed a law on our Statute-book on this
subject, and if the jarisdiction lies with the Parliament, as
appears to be the general opinion, it is an exclusive juris-
diction, and if we determine to have a law on the Statute-
book we should not approach it with any feelings of
maudlin sentiment, but should look at the question as
sensible men, and make the law, if possible, a perfect law.
There is a provision against keeping animals or birds as
targets to fire at. I do not believe true sportsmen are of
the opinion that it is necessary to keep animals or birds as
targets. I have been a member of a gun club for some
years, and we have used clay pigeons, as have many other
gun clubs. The two objections raised against this Bill are,
first, on the ground of jurisdiction, and second, that the Bill
goes too far. The first is untenable, and the second is really
aimed at the law on the Statute.book, and not at this Bill
at all.

Motion that the Committee rise agreed to:
nays, 67.

Yeas, 68;

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. COOK moved second reading of Bill (No. 9) to
amend the Railway Act. He said: The first clause pro.
vides that-

" All railway trains for the conveyance of passengers shallbe drawn
up at the stations or other stopping places so as to enable passengers to
alight from the caron ta a platform which shall be constructed at each
station or stopping place."

I wish to call tho attention of the louse to the fact that all
railway companies have platforms at their stations and that
if they neglect to land passengers on the platforms itis direct-
ly the fault of the company. This clause will only cause rail-
ways to be more caref ul and will not cause them any additional
expenditure whatever. We know that very serions acci-
dents have occurred through the carelessness of the com.
panies in landing passengers at the stations. I havein my
mind now a case where a young man was killed in my own
constituency but a short time ago. The North Simcoe
Railway is now owned by the Grand Trunk Railway, and
at the tQwn of Orillia they have two platforms at the sta-
tion> one platform connected with the station and another
between the two sidings. The platform near ac station is
much lower than the outer platform and it is necessary to
have a descent on the platform so that baggage can be
taken on to it. A. short while ago an able and energetic
young man was returning home after attending his legal
duties in Toronto and he was going down the declivity of
the plattorm when he shipped and fell as the train was mov-
ing. Both his legs bad to be amputatel from the result of
the injuries he recoived and a short time afterwards he died.
All the papers in the county as well as the Toronto papers
had articles on this unfortunate accident, and I can give
you no better idea of the loss caused by the death of this
young gentleman than to read an article from The Switch,
a paper published in the town of Barrie:

" It is not beyond the functions eof The Switeh to record the sat event
which has deprived the county-yes, the Province-of a promising and
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in many respects brilliant citizen in the person of Mr. Albert D. Kean,
of Orillia. _Phough on the short side of 30 years of age and only about
five years in the practice of his chosen profession-the law-he had
already made a fine record and had won a position that would surely
place him in the upper story of professional success. Those who knew
him had high respect for bis many good qualities of head and heart. A
shrewd business man, a thinker and tremendous 'worker at ail times,
with due regard te ail the relations of life adorning the social circle
with his intellectual vivacity, indefatigable in church matters for its
advancement and prosperity, his private life without blemish, exercisin g
with ail a practical charity that will ever be remembered to his credit,
he almost seemed to have a premonition of a short existence and accord-
ingly crowded into the short space allotted to him the work of an ordi-
nary lifetime. We sym athisingly record our feeble tribute to a citizen' s
worth, and regret deeply that the brotherbood of a few days since has
been severed by one of those casualties that now and then render
families stricken and cause communities to reflect on that great transi-
tion inevitable to ail of us."

It iS not necessary for me to refer to any other case at the pre-
present time and there is no dou bt that if we had had a law on
the Statute-book to compel the railway company to land Mr.
Kean upon the platform that bis life would have been spared
to his family and friends. I can recite a number of instances
of this kind to my personal knowledge. I know that in the
city of Toronto and at other places on the lines of the
different railways they are very careless in landing their
passengers. A short time aga I went to meet a friend
at the Union Station in Toronto, where one side of the
station is occupied by the Grand Trunk Company and the
other by the Canadian Pacific Railway. I found that the
whole siding on the Grand Trunk was occupied by empty
cars and the train could not reach the station but had to
stop at York Street, where the passengers had to alight, and
I had to proceed thera to meet my fiiend. I have several
letters on this matter, bat there are two whichI consider of
special importance and wbich I shall read to the flouse.
This is a letter from Mr. J. Greenshields, who lives, I believe,
in the city of Kingston, and who is a personal and political
friend of the leader of the Government. It is as follows

" ToRoNTo, 12th February, 1889.
"H. H. COOK, Esq., M.P., Ottawa.

" DiAn Sm,-I see by the Parliamentary reports that you are about to
introduce a Bill to compel railway companies to compensate passengers
for damages done to baggage, which is caused through negligence
of the companies in not providing proper means for the loading and
unloading passenger's baggage. Anyone who has had occasion to
travel on any of the roads muet know the dreadful usage the property
is subjected to. In very many places passengers with baggage instead
of being put off at the platform are compelled to get off on a siding and
have to cross another track in order to get to the platform. Negligence
or carelessnesa cannot be charged to the employees of the road as they
have no means to obviate the trouble as they are not supplied by the
employers. I trust you will be successful in your endeavors, and see
your Bill passed through and become law, as at present the travelling
public have littie or no redress. Another thing I think would be a
move in the right direction that is to have the outside of the stations
better lighted. If necessary I could give you the names of some of the
stations where things could be made more pleasant for the travelling
public.

"Very truly yours,
IlJ. GREENSHIIELDS.")

I have another letter from a gentleman of the name of
Sturgeon Stewart, who represents the Byam Manufacturing
Company of Canada, in which he says:

I am pleased to learn that you are introducing a much-neededmeasure for regulating and governing railway corporations regarding
the better protection of life and property. A few days since a train-load
Of passengers were landed in this city two hundred feet from any plat-
form or building, with a freight train on one side and a ditch ei hteen
finches deenn th. th- with ahie h fpn. b dnr Pao.cmi ad

Now, these are the opinions of two gentlemen who are con-
stantly travelling on some of the railroads in Canada. We
can put a stop to accidents of this kind by compelling the
railway companies to land their passengers at a platform
at each station. We cannot logislate perhape to prevent
such terrible calamities as that which has occurred near
Paris to-night; but we can legislate so as to compel the
railway companies to attend to the travelling public as they
should. I know that since I introduced this same Bill last
ý car, the Grand Trunk Railway Company in particular,
who were very careless in this respect in the past, bave
mended their ways to a large extent. I remember a few
years ago, when I introduced the Bill to provide for the
package of frogs, the railway companies took great excep-
tion to it; but after the matter had been agitated for a few
years, the Northern Railway Company packed their froge
of their own accord; and even if this Bill s huld not pass this
Session, if the railway companies believed that the Parlia-
ment of Canada would eventually take this matter in hand,
I am satisfied that they would begin to treat passengers as
they should be treated. But so far as I am concerned I do
not propose to wait; I propose that we shail put an Act
on the Statute-book to which the railway companies'will be
amenable. The next clause refers to the treatment of
baggage. We know very well how our baggage is smashed
on the railways. Let any one travel through Canada or
the United States with a new trunk for a distance of three
or four hundred miles, and ho will find on the completion
of his journey that his baggage has been so roughly used
that very often it is brokei. I do not think your baggage
would sustain as much damage in a year's travol in Europe
as it does in Canada in a week. This is due to nothing but
the grossest carelessuess on the part of the railway compa-
nies, and they should be made to take better care of our
baggage. The third portion of the Bill relates to the penal-
ty imposed; and I do not see how any hon. gentleman can
take any exception to the measure, because the penalty is
not excessive. The only effect the Bill will have will be to
make the railway companies attend more closely to their
duties, and it is in the interest of the railway companies to
do so, now that we have so many rival roads. I must say
that the Grand Trunk has improved since the opposition of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway was established between here
and the city of Toronto. It has botter cars than it had be-
fore, they are kept cleaner, and the company has evidently
come to the conclusion that unless it deals in a better way
with the publie than it did before, it will not have as mueh
of its traffio. I therefore move the second reading of the
Bill.

Mr.SPROULE. While I think the hon. member for
East Simcoe (Mr. Cook) is entitled to credit for his desire
to amend the Railway Act in any direction that will bring
greater comfort or convenience to the travelling public,
still I believe that in amending any Act we should always
keep in view the importance of making our legislation such
that in the ordinary course of events it can be carried out
and obeyed. Now, I apprehend that if this Bill were to
become law, it would be utterly impossible for the railway
companies in this country to comply with it, If such an
Act wtoe to become law it would be utterly impossible to
krep within bounds. Take the first section, which reads
as tolluWs -

t---5 pont e o-er, w t ag ence eyon . assengers a to,
Jump two or three feet from the steps and fiad their way out as best they "1. All railway trains for the conveyance of passengers shall be drawn
could ; and a lady with two children came almost being run down by a up at the stations or other stopping places se as te enable passengers to
moving freight train, but for the timely intervention of some of the aliht from the car on to a platform which shall be constructed at each
passengers who observed its approach. Instances ofa similar charactersaionrtha car nteat
are almost of daily occurrence in this city. Regarding the protection of station or stopping place.
property handled by railway companies, something is required to put in the case a train
stop te almost criminal carelessness l this direction. Our traveller Under th.t section, f composed cfsay
are much inconvenienced and our company frequently sustains severe twenty cars, the train would have to stop in such a position
losses by the destruction of our travellers' sample cases, the loss and that all the passengers could get out on the platform. To
inconvenienceof which cannot be readily computed in dollars and accomplish this it would be imperative t3 place a constablecents. In the interests of the public, your BU should receive the bearty
and unanimous support of the entire H ouse." or other officer, at the end of every car to prevent passen.
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gers alighting until car after car was brought up to the
platform. Not to say anything about the expense, it would
be practically impossible to carry this out in the case of,
trains that stop at flag stations, where there is not usually
the cor:venience of a station or platform. iRailway com-
panies would either have to forego stopping at these places
and thus deprive the public of a great convenience, or they
would bave to build a platform at each station, or other
stopping place, no matter how insignificant. This won d
be a great drawback, especially in the case of new .railways.
In travelling through the North West, a couple of years ago,
I noticed that along the whole length of some lines there
was scarecly a regular station or platform, and the passengers
were glad to get ont at any convenient point. Shippers had
their stuff piled and discharged at such points without either
a platform or station. If this Bill were law, these com-
panics would be unable to let their passengers off where it
suited them, without breaking the law, and I am sure the
travelling public would consider it a great deal more incon-
venient to be obliged to land on a platform perbaps miles
away from the nearest point to their destination, than to be
let off at such point, although there was no platform. This
Bill would necessitate the bui!ding of platforms at every
casual place where a train happened to stop, or the number
of stoppirg places would have to be greatly diminished;'
Again, railway companies conveying excursionists often
stop at difforent places or pleasure grounds One year
a place may Le selected at which the train stops, and
another year the publio may resort to a different place.
If this Bill became law, the company would be liable to a
penalty if the passergeTs were discharged where there was
no platform, even thouigh the passengers desired it. Often
when trains were coming into cities inconvenience would
result on account of passengers not being allowed to get out
at street crossings nearest home because there was no plat.
form, and therefore the company would not leave itself
liable to a prosecution for violation of the law by allowing
such passengers to lenve the train unless at the regular
stations. I think, therefore, it will be seen how utterly
impossible it wonld be for any railway company to keep
within the bounds cf this measure. That part of the Bill
which relutes to baggage is not so objecLionable, but I
understand there is a law already which provides for proper
care in the handling of baggage.

Mr. TISDALE. Bad the hon. gentleman who introduced
this Bill taken the trouble to consult some lawyer, he would
have discovered that the common law coveis both the mat-
ters his Bill provides for. Last Session a great deal of time
was taken up by the Committee of the Whole fouse in
passing the general railway law, and all these matters were
carefully considered, so that I cannot help. thinking the
hon. gentleman would consult the best interests of the
country and also save the time of the House if he would
withdraw this Bill. Surely alter the exhaustive di-cussion
which was given labt Session to railway matters it is rather
early now to biing in furtber amendments to the railway
law. The common law meets the case. The common law
requires railways to give proper accommodation to all
classes of passengers. Now the comn.on law has been the
law for a great many years, and unless there is some special
principle or some technical rule concerning which a statute
can be framed, it is much better, according to the opinionsj
of the great judges who have administered law in all partsj
of the Empire, to lave these matters to the general lawg
than to try to improve them by some technical statute.
Although,therefore, both the mattea dealt with by the bon.
gentleman are popular in one sense, the law is as strong in
regard to them as any statute the hon. gentleman can frame.
Last year we ventilatod these matters very fully, and I doj
not see any improvement which the hon. gentleman can

nggrest to-day, but I can see that great detriment will be1
Mr. SPiloULE,

caused should his Bill pass. In the part of the country were
I live, local railways were built, induced to stop at some
places, and I know that a similar state of affaira exista in
the bon. gentleman's section, where there were no platforms
at all, not because it snited the railway campanies to do so,
but because it accommodates the people in the rural districts.
The trains stop at road crossings where it would not pay to
have a platform, and sometimes it is by considerable pres.
sure that the company are induced to do this. On some rail-
ways in the western part of Ontario, there are over 50 sta.
tions which are an accommodation to the people. If the
hon. gentleman's Bill passod, these stations would disappear
and every one of them would be shut down, because it would
not pay to have platforms there. The law therefore would
prevent the very object the hon. gentleman bas in view. It
would do more harm than good, and certainly have the
effect of causing great inconvenience.

Mr. BARRON. I do not profess to be as familiar with
the circumstances and necessities of railways as the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken. I am quite aware of the
fact that he bas a great deal to do with the different rail-
ways throughout our country, and is more or less interested
in them, and perhaps speaks somewhat from a railway
standpoint. But when he criticises my hon. friend's mea-
sure on the ground that is quite unnecessary, because the
common law of the land provides a remedy, I must inform
the hon. gentleman that in this respect ho is mistaken.
The common law simply deals with the question of negli-
gence, and the question wbich would have to be decided
under it would be whether the company was guilty of
negligerce or not. The judge would have to decide
that, and he might declare that under the circumstancea
negligence coud nct be attributed to the company. But
this Bill states what is negligence. It does not leave
it to a judge to say what is or what is not negligence, but
it provides what will be negligence on the part of a railway
company. and says that, unless a railway company does
this, it will violate the Statute law of the land. I think,
therefore, that the point taken by the gentleman who pre-
ceded me is not well taken. I think it is well that the
Statute law should provide that the railway company
should deliver passengers at the station. Moreover, I think
it should provide that railway companies should handle
baggage more carefully than they have in the past. I ask
hon. gentlemen if they have not seen again and again the
emi'loyés of a railway bundling the baggage out, throwing
trunks out indiscriminately and baggage being smashed by
the way in which it has been tbrown on the station. I
suppose it is quite true that the parties who suffer might
have some remedy at common law, but I think it is infin.
itely botter that the Statute should point out that uch an
act is negligent rather than that it should be left to a judge
to say'whether the act is negligent or not. 1, therefore,
think the point taken by the hon. gentleman who preceded
me is not a good point, and that my hon. friend from
Simcoe (Mr. Cook) is right is proposing this measure.

Mr. TISDALE. I rise to make a personal explanation.

Mr. COOK. You had botter occupy the whole time.

Mr. 'IISDALE I rise to make a personal explanation
and I think I am in order. The bon. gentleman who has
just spoken (Mr. Barron) said I was interested in railway
companies. I desire to state that I have not a dollar's
worth of interest of any sort in any railway in the world.
That is all I wish to say. In my career in this louse, so
far as it bas gone, I have never made a reflectión of that
kird upon any hon. gentleman. I rely upon arguments,
and, though 1 do not think the hon. gentleman meant to
make a harsh insituation, I object to that style of discBtsion
from either aide of the House and I hope that in future the
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hon, gent1tman will inform himself as to the facta before'
making snob a statement.

Mr. BARRON. The hon. member seems to be super-sen-
sitive. He speaks liko a man who has a guilty conscience.
I did not say ho had a money interest in railways, but I
said he spoke from a railway standpoint, and I say so still.
I never intended to say that ho wis interested in railways
from a money point of view.

Mr. TISDALE. I certainly understood the hon. gentle-
man to speak more broadly. If he did not intend that, ho
should say so, and I will accept his statement.

Sir JOjIN THOMPSON. After listening to the argu-
ments on both sides, one is impressed with the fact, that
there are inconveniences which this Bill seeks to remedy.
The- inconveniences, undloubted)y, are caused by the care-
lessness of companies in failing to draw up their trains at
regular stations, and at places for which they have sold
tickets to passengers. No doubt, that is frequently done
through carelessness, and, so far as it can be remedied, it
should be remedied. The other disadvantage is the care-
less handling of baggage, which we have ail witnessed. It
is true, that this Bill only attaches penalties to the infrac-
tion of the common law. If any imonvenience occurs to
a passenger by the train not stopping at the proper place,
or by his baggage being injured, h has bis remedy at
common Iaw. It may or moy not be expedient to attach
penalties to these acte in addition to the common law
remedy for damages, but I cati the attention of the House
to the fact, that the Bill will introduco greater incon-
veniences, as my hon. friend from Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale)
says, than those which it proposes to remedy. 1 will men-
tion some of them for the consideration of the promoter of
the Bill, if ho thinks fit to go turther with it. It is cus-
tomary, I think, on ail railway liunes, and certainly on the
more important linos, to have stopping places at certain
seasons oftthe year for the convenience of business people.
That ie seo also with regard to a few families living ut a
lhttie distanoe from the regular station, for whose con.
venience the railway company makes a stoppage where
there is no regular station. Thon, as my hon. friend from
Grey (Mr. Sproule)has just said, there is the case of long
excursion trains. which cannot be brought up in many
cases to the smaIl platiorms ut which the passengers are to
land. But., under the provisions of this Bill, it would be
necessary that, at every one of these stopping places which1
are temporary and merely for the convenience of individuals
where no business ie transacted except the getting on and
off of passengers, the railway company must erect a plat-
form. That, of course, woulcd be utterly impiacticable, and
would lead to the clobing of every one oh these accommoda9
tion stopping piaces and, in that way, would inflict a
greater inconvenience on the public than the inconveniences
which the hon. gentleman refers to. The first section of
this Bill Bays:

Then, we have the cases which exist in Toronto, Hamilton
and some other cities, where, for the convenience of
passengers, they are allowed to alight fron, and to enter
the train ut a momentary stopping place on the streets.
That would also have to be etopped, because it would ho
impossible to put a platform on the striets. Then it often
happens that the platform is so near the highway that it is
absolutely impossible that the baggage could ho taken
from the train, and the train could pass on so as to allow
the passengers to alight from the passenger cars without
the train standing on the highway, and the Act passed last
Session makes it an offence for a train to stand across a
street for more than three minutes. Now with regard to
the second section, I think it is open to a good deal of
objection, to part of which, perhaps, the hon. gentleman has
not had bis attention called. The Bill says :

Il Passengers baggage shaflot be thrown or oset fror the baggags
car to the platforni, but proper appliance-i shall be provided on which
baggage, not removed by hand, shalt be removed un<amaged from the
baggage car to the platiorn."

The hon. gentleman means, I suppose, that passengers'
baggage shall not be thrown out carelessly but that it shall
be removed with care. But ho has made it a pelai offence
if baggage is found in a damaged condition ut all; that is
to say, il the baggage is found, on its removal from the
baggage car to the platform, to be damaged, the company
is liable to this penalty. It surely ought to ho enough to
impose a penalty if the damage occurs through any fault of
the company's officers. Under this clause 1 thmik the bur-
den woui t1clearly bo upon the company, and not upon the
owner, to show that the bagiage was not damaged through
any fault oftheir officers. Thon the third sue ion says:

" For each neglect to comply with the provision of the two sections
next preceding, the railway company shal, in addition to any other
liabilities, incur a penalty which shail be recoverable by any pergoa
who sues for the same."
Now it sometimes happens that the railway companies are
not ut all ut fanIt for the carelessnebs of those who act as
baggagemen. It someimes happens that railway companies
take the utmost cure to have the baggage properly handied,
and they impose fines upon baggagemen for using violence.
I know several cases of baggagemen having been dismissed
for wilful disobedience to the orders of the company in
that respect; and yet this Bill, instead of imposing a penalty
Opon the person whob as been guilty, nameiy, the baggage-
man himself, who hai violated the order,5 'i the company,
makes the company liable to the penalty. Taking ail these
circumstances into consideration, I would suggest that this
Bill be read the second time, without the House considering
itself bound to the principle of theBill, and that it beoreferred
to the c 'mmibtee which I named the other evening for the
contideration of other Bills imposing penalties. It would
be better to have it considered there than in the Railway
Cernmittee.

Mr. COOK. If there are objections to the Bill, I am
willinu'to take the course suggested by the Minister of

" all railway trains for the conveyance of passengers shall be drawn Justice. I quite appreciate the objection taken to the
up at the stations or other stopping places so as to enable passengers to second clause by the Min iter of Justice, but I do not think
alightfrontthepcar on w a plattorm which shall be constructed at each the objections made by other hon. gentlemen are quite sostation or stopping place." well taken. At the same time the Bill might be amended
S that, at every one of these temporary stopping places by striking out the first clauue so that it would not interfere
for the convenience of perbons travelling in certain seasons with cars stoppiag upon the highway and letting out
of the year, the railway company would Fubjuct itelf to a passengers at a place where there would not be a station,
penalty for acording that accommodation. Further, at fhe object I have is to compel the rai lway companies to
many of these occasional stopping places, there are sLeep land their passengers on the platform instead of between
grades, and, under the provisions of this Bill, if the train two trains. It often happ.-uns thit pasmengers have to pass
patised the stopping place or platform, it would be abso- between two trains anýd cross the track to get to the plat-
lately necessary, for the mere coinvenience of one or two form. Last year, in introducing a similar ill, I believe I
pacsengers, to back the whole train on a steep grade, aLd did Lot mention that the rai lway companies have a practice
in many cases that would involve a great deal of delay and of landing passengers between freight trains. For instance,
expense. In fact, on these two grounds, the Bill would yon may take any of the stations on the line of a road
prabtioally-ôloe all stopping places of that description. where two freight trains meet and the passenger train
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passes them; the company finds it more convenient to run
the freigbt trains on two opposite tracks and let the ecpress,
with the passengers, pass between them, so tbat the passen-
gers getting off there have to cross the track to get to the
platform Ali I want to do is to compel tbem to run their
freight trains on outside tracks so as to bring the passenger
train up to the railway station next to the platform. 0f
course if the train happons to be a ltng one, longer than
the platform is, a provision can be made to meet that case.
I do not wish to put the company to any unnecessary
experse, but I think that they should treat the publie in a
manner in which the public ought to be treated. I have
much pleasure in accepting the suggestion made by the
Minister of Justice as to the disposition of this Bill.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Another strong objection to
that Bill is that under present circumstances the railway
companies are bound to provide proper means and appli.
anocs for discharging passengers from their trains, and if,
from any negligence or carelesness on the part of the com
pany, an accident occurs or any person suffers damage, he
has a remedy. The difficulty in tbis case would be that if
by chance a train, long or short, did not draw up to the
platform, though no one was injured tnereby, yet the com-
pany would be liable to the penalty. There you see you
are imposing penaltics on companies for no damage done,
and you put them at the mercy of a common informer who
might wish to bring an action against them. In many
instances when a long train comes to a station, the com-
pany will discharge the first cars and thon haul up the
train farther, and it is impossible to keep the people in, as
they will pass out in order to reach the platform. At pre-
sent, under our existing law, if a person suffers damage
from the negligence of the company in not having proper
appliances for alighting, &c., ho has a remedy against the
companoy, and, generally speaking, the company suffers
pretty severely. But in addition to that, if by neglect,
either by overrunning the platform, or having a long train,
or through some other cause, one of the cars connected
wiLh the train is not opposite the platform, still the com-
pany is hable to a penalty at the suit of any common
informer.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would suggest that the hon.
member who has charge of this Bill, as he has taken a great
deal of interest in it, should be put on this special com.
mittee.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection.

Motion agreed to, and Bill road the second time.

ASSESSMENT OF SALARIES IN THE CIVIL
SERVICE.

Mr. ELLIS moved that Bill No. (18) to authorise the
assessment of incomes of persons in the service of Canada
be read the second time. Be said: The object of this Bill
is to authorise the assessment of persons having a salary or
incomne, in the service of Canada, for municipal or civic
purposes. As is well known at present, through some
presumed prescriptive right, the salaries of persons in the
service of Canada car not be assessed for any purpose, such
as schools, or streets, or police, or fire, or for any of the
purposes for which the salaries or incomes of other citizens
are taxed. 1 think it bas botn decided by the Ontario
courts that there is no power, either under the municipal
or the provincial laws, to asseas tho salaries. It seems to
be only right and fair that employés of the Dominion Gov-
ernment who live in cities and who enjoy all the privileges
which the city affords, including police protection and pub.
lic sch ols and like advantages, sbould pay a fair share of
the assessment wherever incomes are assessed in Provinces.
In somejlaces, I am aware, there is no inoome tax,

Mr, IOK.

and in such instances the Bill will not apply. In those caseq
all persons are reached under the system there existing.
Where the assessment is levied wholly on real estate the
whole population is reached in that way, but in places
where there is an income tax there is an unfairnegs com-
mitted by exempting employees of the Dominion Govern.
ment. The object of the Bill is to remove that unfairness.
It is supported by the general voice of the country, and
there seems to be no good reason why the civil servants
of Canada should be exempt from the assessment. The
very fact that superannuation is provided for them on their
retirement gives them an advantage which is not enjoyed
by other persons, and I think this is a further reason why
the House should agree to the passage of this measure. As
regards officials drawing comparatively small salaries, I
may remark that most of the assessment laws provide an
exemption so the law would not bear too harshly on them.
The object sought to be attained is to make the lo-al law
applicab'e to ait cases.

Mr. RYKERT. I think this Bill cannot go to a second
reading, for two reasons. We have a Rule of this House
which requires all Bills that involve a charge on the people
or on any class to originate in Committee of the Whole. On
page 523 of Mr. Bourinot's work there is the following:-

" It is the invariable rule that aIl measures involving a charge upon
the people or any class thereof should be first considered in a Com-
mittee of the Whole, Rule 88, Order.

" If any motion be made on the House for any public aid or charge
upon the people, the consideration and debate thereof may not be pre-
sently entered upon, but shall be adjourned until such future day as the
House may think fit to appoint; and then it shall be referred to a Com-
mittee of the Whole House before any resolution or vote of the House
do pass thereon."

The Rule stated also applies to the imposition of any state
tax or charge upon the people or any class thereof. Then
there is another reason laid down also in Mr. Bourinot's
work :

" It is now a fixed principle of constitutional government that all
propositions to impose taxes shall be made ou1y with the assent of the
linisters of the Crown and with their sanction.

Under these circumstances I contend that this Bill should
originate in Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. AMYOT. I have another reason against further
progress boing made with this Bill. I do not see that this
House bas power to deal with assessments to be levied for
municipal or school purposes. That is a subject wholly
within the jurisdiction of the Local Governments.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have some little doubt as
to the power of Parliament to deal with this subject, but, if
it is possible to do so, 1 think that the employés of the
Dominion Government should be made liable with other
persons for these provincial and municipal taxes. It doas
not really affect Ottawa alone, but also every city through.
out the Dominion, as the courts of the different Provincs-
I know this bas been the case in New Brunswick and
Ontario-have decided that the salaries of these officers are
free from assessment. In fact it is carried out to a very
great extent, and a large number of the employés of the
Intercolonial Railway are free from any local or town or
county assessment, and as the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Ellis) bas stated, even from paying school taxes. It
was never intended that all these persons should escape;
and as the courts have decided that the L'ical Legislatures
have no power, then the question arises as to whether we
have power in this Parliament. The question is not that
mentioned by the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert)
that this Bill proposes a tax in the sense he has put for-
ward, but the question is, eau we delegate the power to
Local Govern ments tomake the assessment? It isdoubtful
to my mind whether that can be done, because the effect of
thie Bill is that as the Dominion Parliament and the Pro-
vincial Legislatures having together the power of the
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Imperial Parliament vested in them, and as the courtý
have decided that the power to deal with this question doei
not rest with the Local Legislatures, then it must rest in thi
Dominion Parliament. If this can be done and if this pro
posai, wbich is a just one, can be carried out, ail the em
ployés of the Dominion would be compelled to pay thei
share of taxes which confer a benefit on them in common
with other denizens of towns and cities.

Mr. RYKERT. I have taken objection to the Bill ona
point of Order, and I ask your ruling on it, Mr. Speaker.1
contend that this ,Bill must originate in Committee of thE
Whole House, as it involves a charge on the people and a
tax on a class of the people.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite clear that this
Bill must originate in Committee of the Whole. The Bill
as I understard, siates that there is a certain class who are
not liable to assessment, and they shail be made liable to
assessment. It, therefore, appears to me the reason of the
Raie would apply in this case as in any other.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is an abstract resolution so
far.

Sir JOLLN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid the Civil
Service would find it a concrete process very quickly.

Mr.MILLS (Bothwell). There is nothing in the Bill
that provides for taxation ; it does not provide any tax. I
do not think- we have power to do what the mover asks this
House to do, but that is a different question. With regard to
our power to pass this Bill, I do not think the objection of
the hou. member for Lincoln (Ur. Rykert) is well taken,
because the Local LegislaLures would still bu the parties to
exercise that power. This is not power to tax. When
Ibis question is before the Local Legislatures, supposing this
Bill to pass, they will then have the question of taxation
before them.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Mills) argues from the theory on which this Bill
proceeds, rather than on its actual provisions.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I have not looked at the Bill.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman would

give attention to section 2, he would find that this is its
exact provision, and that a certain class of the people not
now liable to taxation shali hereafter be liable. It en-
forces a liability upon them. lt says:

"An officiai or employé in the service of Canada so assessed shall be
liable for the payment of the amount assessed; and the laws and regu-
lations for the assessing, levying and collecting of taxes on salari4e or
inoomes, or on botb, in force in the p!ace or locality in which any snch
officiai or employé is a resident, shall apply to such officiai or em-
ployé in the same manner as to any other person taxed in such place
or locality upon salary or income, or on both."

We all know that those laws are in existence now, and the
moment this Bill receives the Royal Assent hundreds of
persons in this country will be immediately taxed to the
sanie extent under the provisions of this Bill as if they were
taxed by a Dominion officer. If the decision be correct
now, these officers are exempt by this Legislature, and I
fully agree with the hon. gentleman opposite that we have
not the power to legislate in this way. If we possess the
authority to deal with the subject we have no power to
delegate that to the Provincial Legislatures which have
their powers from the British North America Act. The
change must be accomplished in another way.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We have no power to tax for
municipal purposes, and we cannot confer the power to tax
for municipal pur poses, because if we could it would be an
irdication that the power is vested in us. AnI it is not
vested in us. Of course if we are to touch on the merits of
the question I will give you my views upon it, but we
must didcums the regularity of the proceeding before we dis-
puss the merits of the Bill.

8 Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. First, this bcing a charge
8 upon a claîs of the people it muet commence in te Ooïu
0 mittec oftihe Whole, and there is the other point that it

muEt be on the recormnmcdation of lte Crown.

rMro DAVIES (PEB I.) Let me ask the hon. gentlemani
beowh considers this isa tax on any olass of ber Majesty'is

subjects. The first clause rernoves the disability to tai A
certain olase. It Baye:-
a "lProm aud after the passinit of thio Act, the çFlaies or icornes, or

1 bolh, of officiais and emp'oyés in the servicut , C..n .da, dr.veèd froi
e Iheir employment in such service, saah be liable for assesument tor

civic, municipal and Rchool purposes in the places or localitiee in whlch
snch o1icials and employés rêside, in the BainO manner and to the aRme
extent as the salaries or ibromes, or both, of other residents of theue
places or localities, derivel froin other sources."

Tbey are not liable to taxation by any provision of this
Act.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Let ,e ask theihon. gente.
manone question. Is there ay difference beiween impo.
sing a burden and removing an exemptionh think not.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) No civil servant would gehable
by virtue of the operatinf tis Act.hle migitt tbable by
some Acts of a Provincial Ltgislature conequent on te
operation of tbis Act, but the liability arises entirely by
vitue of some other legisation and not by virtue of this

1Act.
Mr. SPEAKER. The general principle that aimeasure

caving the effect to imposesome new charge on the pop e
must originae first i dithe Commte ofmntne Wtole flouse
i admitted by both sides. The only quoestion tho e is as
to the application de this general principle s."bis special
measure. I read that by the first clause of the Billit is
provided hat the salaries of publie officias may be assesed,
and, forhermore, in the second ifafe, tbat if tey are
assessed at present, or if nteybu assessed in future, tha suct
asmessent sha (lPgst. It is clear tv my m d bht the
effet of this Bil, lite moment il becomes iaw, will be by
legalise aIl assesemnentsireyabready made or y buomade. I
muet hold, terefore, ghatlte Bicorneiuder th operaton
of ite general fce, s imposing new-charges on a certain
class ofîhe people, thal is, the publie officiais and emplu3 és,
and that imu muet originate in he Co mitt e f the Whole,
ad, farthermore, eranate fso the Goveinmont.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRJIGH1T. Do I understand, bir,
totat you muleon tie other point, rat this Bi should re-
ceive the assefat of the irowni? I hardly ihirik thal this
pid correct. As you have sled on onu point, ye might as
wei raie on te other, and don ol think the Gverient
weuld be impartial pensons, as rtftBi would tax thum.

mr. SPEAKER. 1bhave ulcd that te Bi is out of
order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved ihe adjoumment of
the iouse.

Motion agreed ,; and rouse adjGurned at 10:30 p.m.

RHOUSEA0F COMMONS.

THterpsinY, 28th February, 1889

The SPsAen took the Chair aI Three o'clock.

PR&YERB.

CRUELTY TO ANIILS.

Mr. BROWN moved that the Bouse resolve itsef, on
Monday ncxt, mb Committee of the Whoe to cohuider
furTher Bill (No. 3) to make further provision as to the pre.
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vention of nrneitv to animah< ind to amend chnpter 172 of
the «Reviued Stautesof Ca, adn.inttuled: "An Act concern-
int Crnelty to Animalw." He sid : Certain bon, gentlemer
who approve rf the principle of the Bill bave taken ex-
ception to certain clauses, and T am quite prepared, in com-
mittee, to make such explanations which I hope will be satis-
factory, especially with reference to the two last clauses, to
wh ich my attention bas been particularly drawn. If my
explanations are not satisfactory in committee, I am pre.
pared to make some modifications in the Bill.

Mr. TTSDALE moved in amendment that al] the words
after "That " be struck out and the following substituted :
" Bill No. 3 be considered this day six months." He said :
Hon. gentleman can quite understand that I do not propose
to make a speech on this question, but simply wish to ex-
plain the necessity for the amendment. The necessity is
that unless this amendment be carried, the hon. gentleman,
if defeated to-dîy, can again renew his motion. I wish to
dispose of the whole question.

Mr. LISTER. I think the bon. gentleman ought to have
an opportunity of bringing this Bill before the House
again. There is no doubt a good deal of good in it, an I if
what is bad can be expunged in the committee, I would be
disposed to vote for the measure. I opposed the Bill the
otber night because the hon. gentleman would not accept
my advice, but after his remarks of to-day, I feel disposed
to give him another opportunity of pressing his Bill.

Mr. TROW. I would ask the ruling of the Speaker on
the point, whether once the Committee of the Whole bas
disposed of the Bill, the Bill is not without the jurisdiction
of the House. The cbairman of the Committee of the Whole
reported that the committee do rise, without asking leave to
sit again, and it strikes me forci bly that effectually disposes
of the Bill for this Session,

Mr. SPEAKER, The reason why the committee rose
without making a report was that there was nothing to
report. Now, the proper proceeding bas been taken by the
hon. member from Hamilton, and that is to give another
oi der for the House to consider the Bill again in Committee
of the Whole.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The Bill is not now before the
Biouse, and therefore the amendment of the hon. member
fron Simcoe (Kr. Tisdale) to have it read six months hence,
i not in order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion is tbat the Bill be further
considered on Monday next in Committee of the Whole
House, and the amendment, I think, is quite correct, that
the order be made that the Bill be so considered this day
six months.

House divided on amendment:

YBES:

Amyot,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Beausoleil,1
Bergeron,
Bergil,
Bernier,
Bourassa,
Burdett,
Oameron,
Oargill,1
Caron (Sir Adolpbel,
Oartwright (Sir 'ch.),
Casey,
Oasgrain,
Ohoquette,Cimon'
Oockburn,

e. BuOWXç.

Messieurs
Flynn, Mitchell,
Gauthier, Moncrieff,
Geoffrion, Montplaisir,
Gigault, Mulock,
Godbouth Neveu,
Grandbois, Perry,
Guay, Préfontaine,
Hickey, Prior,
Ives, Purcell,
Jonoas, Putnam,
Jones (Halifax), Rinfret,
Labelle, Riopel,
Landerkin, Robillard,
Landry, Rykert,

Lan gelier(Montmor'cy),Ste. Marie,
Langelier (Quebec), 8mall,
Langevin (Sir fector), Sproule,
La Rivière, Taylor,

Oook.
Gorby,
(loulombe,
louture,

Daoust,
Laves,
EDnisou,
esjardins,

Dessaint,
Doyon,
Dupont,
Perguson (Welland),
Fiset,

Archibald,
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Bernard,
Béchard,
Bell,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
Brown,
Burns,
Oampbell,
Carling,
Carpen ter,
Charlton,
Coughlin,
Oolby,
Oolter,
Ourran,
Daly,
Davies,
Davin,
Dawson,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Edgar,

Lavergne,
Lépine,
Mackenzie,
Mcoarthy,
MeCulla,
McQree'ry,
Mfclntyre,
McKay,
Memillan (Vaudreuil),
Marshall,
Masson,
MiLS (Bothwell),

Thérien,
Tiedale,
Trow,
Tureot,
Tyrwbitt,
Vanae,
Wallaos,
Wilmot,
Wilson (Argenteuei),
W'ilson (tlgin),
Wood (Brockvllle),
Yo.-Bl.

Nkys

Messieurs

Eisenhauer, MeMullen,
Ellis, McNeill,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gr),Madill,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Mara,
Fisher, Meigs,
Foster, Milis (&nnapolis),
Gillmor, 0' Brien,
Guillet. Paterson (Brant),
Haggart, Perley,
Hale, Platt,
Hall, Porter,
Hesson, Robertson,
Holton, Rowand,
Hudspeth, 8criver,
Innes, Semple,
Jamieson, Skinner,
Jones (Digby), Smith (Ontario),
Kirk, Somerville,
Kirkpatrick, Temple,
Lang, Thompson (Sir John),
Laurie, Tupper,
Laurier, Waldie,
Lister, Watson,
Lovitt, Weldon (Albert),
Macdonald (Sir John), Weldon (St. John),
Macdonald (Huron), Welsh,
McDonald (Victoria), White (Oardwell),
McDougald (Pictou) White (Renfrew),
McDougall (O. Breton),Wilson (Lennox),
MoKeen, Wood (Westm'l'4).-91.

fr. SPEAKER. There being a tie, I shall
as to leave the question before the House.

Amendment negatived: yeas, 91; nays, 92.
House divided on motion of Mr. Brown:

Yas:

Messieurs
Archibald,
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Bernard,
Béchard,
Bell,
Boisvert,
Borden,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brien,
Brown,
Bu ns,
Oampbell,
Carlng,
Carpenter,
Charlton,
Oochrane,
Colby,
Colter,
Ourran,
Daly,
Davies,
Davin,
Dawson,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Edgar,
Eisenhauser,
Eus,4

vote nay, se

Perguson(Leeds&Gren), cNeill,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Madili,
Fisher, Mars.,Poster,

Freean, Mille(Annapolis),
Gillmor, Mofrat,
Guillet, O'Brien,
Hlaggart, Paterson (Brant),
Bale, Perley,
Hall, Platt,
Hesson, Porter,
Holton, Robertson,
Hudspeth, Rowand,
innes, Scriver,
Jamieson, Besple,
Joues (Digby) Shanly,
Kenny, Skinner,
Kirk, Smith (Ontario),
Kirkpatxick, Someirville,
Lang, Temple,
Lauule, Thompson (Sir John),
Laurier, Tupper,
Lister, Waldie,
Lovitt, Watson,
Macdonald (Sir John), Weldon (Aibert),
Macdonald (Huron) Weldon (St. John),
Mc0onald (Victoria), Welsh,
McDougald (Pictou), White Oardwell),
McDougall (O. Breton), White (Renfrev),
McGreevy, Wilson (Lennox),
MeKeen, Wood (Westmoreland),
MoMnUlel, Wright.-40.
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NAIS:

Mesuieuram
Amyot, Ferguson (Wellamd), Mitchell,
Audet, Fiset, Moncrieff,
Bain (Soulanges), Flynn, Montplaisir,
Beausoleil, Gauthier, MUnlock,
Bergeron, Geoffrion, Neveu,
Bergin, Giganlt, Perry
Bernier, Godbout, Préfontaine,
Bourassa, Grandbois, Prior,
Bryson, Guay, Purcell,
Burdett, Hickey, Putnam,
Cameron, Ives, Rinfret,
Cargill, Jonea, Riopel,
(aron (Sir Adolphe), Jones (Halifax), Robillard,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.), Labelle, Rykert,
casey, Landerkin, lte. Marie,
Os grain, Landry, Small,
Choquette, Lamngelier(Montmor'ey),Sproule,
Chouinard, Langelier (Quebec), Taylor,
Cimon, Langevin (Sir Hector),Tberién,
0ockburn, La kivière, Tisdale,
Cook, Lavargne, Trow,
Corby, Lépine, Turcot,
Coulombe, Mackenzie, Tyrwhitt,
Couture, McCarthy, Vanasse,
Daoust, McCulla, wallace,
Davies, McIntyre, Wilmot,
oenison, McKay, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Desjardins, McMillau (Vaudreuil), Wilson (Elgin),
Dessaint, Marshall, Wood (Brockville),
Doyon, Masson, Yeo.-92.
Dupont, Mille (Bothwell),

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 85) to incorporate the Moose Jaw, Battleford
and Edmonton Railway Company.- (Mr. Macdowall.)

Bill (No. 86) to incorporate the Saskatchewan Railway
and Mining Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No 87) to amend the Act to incorporate the Que-
bec Board ot Trade.- (Ur. McGreevy.)

Bill (No. 88) to incorporate the Edmundston and Flor-
ehceville Railway Company.- (Mr. Lai dry.)

Bill (No. 89) to amend the charter of incorporation of
the Great North-West Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
Daly.)

Bill (No. 90) respecting the Kingston and Pembroke
Railway Company, and the Napanee, Tamworth and
Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. Bell.)

Bill (No. 91) to permit the conditional release of First
Offenders in certain cases.-(Sir John Thompson.)

Bill (No. 92) relating to Bill@ of Lading.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

POSTAL SERVICE AMENDMENT ACT.

Mr. HAGGART moved for leave to introduce Bill (No .93)
to amend the Act respecting the Postal Service. He said :
There are several important amendments in this Bill. The
first change introduced is for the purpose of compelling
steamboats navigating Canadian waters to carry Her Ma.
jesty's mails, or persons travelling with them, at such rate
as the Postmaster General may order them to be carried,
or on such terms as the Governor General in Council may
prescribe. The object of this clause is, instead of giving
subsidies to different lines of steamboats for carrying the
MaIs, to fix the price of carrying the mails in all inland
waters on sorne fixed principle, either by the weight of the
matter carried, or according to distance, or in somte other
form that may be prescribed by a board selected for that
purpose, or, in other words, to give the Govern-
ment the same power of carrying the mails on the
inland waters as they have now on the railways
throughout the Dominion. The second clause is an amend-

47

ment of section 2 of the Post Office Act. This section bas
been amended so as to include decoy letters, that is,
letters posted by the inspectors or other officers of the de
partment. It was thought that decoy letters did not come
wiLhin the ordinary meaning of letters, and it is for the
purpose of punishing parties who steal them the same as
when they steal other lettera. There is another verbal
change which is intended to include parcels which are
mailed in English pot offices. The third paragraph is an
amendment to section 9 of the Act, letter d. It is for the
purpose of excluding immoral publications, or immoral
phtographs, and to make the punishment the same an the
forfeiture the same. The second paragraph is an amend.
ment to section 9, letter k. It is repealed, and it gives the
Postmaster General power to prescribe and enforce the
rate at which registered letters are carried throughout the
Dominion. The object of the clause is to give the Post-
master General power to increase, if thought neceesary, the
rate placed on registered letters carried from one section of
the Dominion to another. The intention of the depart.
ment at present is to raise the rate and make it similar to the
English and American prices for carrying registered letters.
Section 20 of the Act allows an increase in the weight of
letters to be carried for three cents from half an ounce to an
ounce. Section 21 of the said Act is repealed, and a clause is
put in which raises the rate of drop letters from one cent per
half ounce to two cents per ounce, nearly doubles the rate of
drop lettera, and makes it similiar to the rate in the United
Kingdom and the United States, on the same class of letters.
In no part of the world that we know of are drop letters
posted and delivered at the same rate that they are in Canada.
It makes a letter delivered to a postmaster as a drop letter,
pay the same charge as similar letters in the United King-
dom and the United States, whether there is a city delivery
or not. Section 25 of the said Act is repealed, and the rate
of postage on periodicals printed and published in Canada,
and issued less frequently than at intervals of seven days
remains the same, but it prescribes that a newspaper must
be issued at periods not less than seven days, so newspapers
can only pass free that are published either daily or weekly,
and all published at longer intervals pay a fixed rate of one
cent per pound. The next clause amends the defini-
tion ot a newspaper to make it correspDnd with the defini-
tion in England. The clause afterwards authorises the
Postmaster General to make arrangements with foreign
countries as to parcel post. The clause after that is for the
purpose of making more clear what a dead letter is. The
next clause is one that bas been amended to suit the altered
relations between the Customs Department and the Post
Offioe Department, and to secure the payment of parcel
poste passing through the post office, and to facilitate the
transmission of the same; also for the purpose of prevent-
ing the annoyances to which persone are sometimes sub-
jected at post offices on acconut of the customs duty. The
rest of the clauses regulates the manner and mode of making
the printed return to Parliament, in order to make it in a-
cordance with the systern on which the post office is man-
aged now, and to eliminate from it all returns which are
made at present by the Auditor General.

Mr. TROW. Do I understand the Postmaster General
to say that he increases the rate upon drop letters generally
100 per cent. ?

Mr. RAGGART. Yes.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I would ask the Minister whether

he proposes to make any provision reppecting lettera that
are not fully paid, whether they cannot b. forwarded and
the amount collected at their destination, the sarne as in
England ? It is frequently very inconvenient, and some-
times attended with a great deal of loss to parties who
put on the stamps all right enough, but from the want of
adhesive property in the stamps, tbey get knocked off, and
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the letters are returned to the writers after considerable
delay. It appears to me, that the publie service would not
be injured if the hon. gentleman would provide that letters
here, as in England, in such cases, shouldbe delivered, sub
ject to the double postage, or whatever postage the depart-
ment might see fit to put upon them.

Mr. HAGGART. The matter bas been very f ully con-
sidered in the department. All letters which are insuffi-
ciently prepaid are forwarded, and a double rate of postage
collected when they arrive at their destination. The objec-
tion to the syatem proposed by my hon. friend from Halifax
is this: if you allow a letter to be forwarded which has no
postage stamp at all, you revert to the old system of sending
letters without postage stamps at all, and impose upon the
party receiving them, porhaps a double postage. The pro.
position is that, when a letter is insufficiently stamped, it
shall be forwarded to its destination, and a double penalty
attached.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That is not the old law.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Does the Postmaster General pro
pose to make any change in regard to registration stamps ?

Mr. HAGGA RT. Yes.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It bas been announced that the
present stamp was to be discontinued, and the ordinary two
cent stamp substituted. The present system often causes
considerable inconvenience.

Mr. IAGGART. That change has been already made,
that is, departmentally made. An order has been given by
the department to the post offices, that where a two cent
stamp is attached for registration, the letter will not re.
quire the registration stamp. The intention of the depart-
ment is to increase the registration fees, and to make them
similar to the fees in Great Britain and the United States,
and at the same time to provide more security for the
transmission of registered letters than at present, and also
to compel the registration of ail ltters which include
valuables.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The proposition to increase the
postage on drop letters is a very serious one, and the hon.
gentleman should inform the House, before the Bill proceeds
very far, of the grounds on which the Government are ask-
ing snob an important increase.

Mr. HAGGART. As this is a money Bill, it must, of
couisoe, be introduced by resolution, and when it is before
the House I shall be able to explain the reasons.

Mr. MoMULLEN. There is one feature of the Bill
which is decidedly objectionable, and that is the increased
cost of forwarding registered letters. It is well known that
a very large proportion of our people send small remit-
tances, such, for example, as remittances to mutual insurance
companies, by registered letter. The registered letter is
growing in favor in Canada and is being largely adopted,
especially for small amounts, and it is a pity that the pre-
sent arrangement should be disturbed. The proposed in-
crease would press on a class who are not well able to bear
an additional drain for increased pestage. It is unfortunate
the present arrangement should be disturbed, wben it has
given satisfaction.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Another matter I should like to
bring before the notice of the Postmaster General is the
possibility of reduc'ng the rates charged for money orders.
At present the rate is too high, and great convenience would
be caused to the public if it were reduced.

Mr. CASEY. Wbat is the increase in the charge on
registered letters ?

Mr. JONES (IalifaX).

Mr. JIAGGART. There is no amount fixed in the BiJ ;
it is proposed to give power to the Governor in Council
to increase the amount.

Bill read the first time.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 94) respecting Benevolent
Dickinson.)

Societies.-(Mr.

Bill (No. 95) relating to the Supreme Court.-(à&r
Weldon, St. John.)

GREAT NORTIIERN RAILWAY.

Mr. GAUTBHIER (Tranalation) asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment have received an engineer's report on the works
connected with the railway of the Great Northern Railway
Company, comprising that part thereof extending from the
Villages of New Glasgow and Ste. Sophie, in the County of
Terrebonne, through the Parish of St. Lin, in the County
of L'Assomption; if so, what is the conclusion of the said
report ? have the Government made any payments, in view
of the said works, and what is the amount of such pay-
ments, if any ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). In answer
to the first question of the hon. member, my ans'-er is:
Yes, in 1885. To the second question, enqairing as to what
the conclusion of the report is: it implies slight works,
and the road is completed so as to allow running on it at a
rate of twelve miles an hour. To the third question:
625,088 bas been paid.

SAWDUST DEPOSITS IN THE OTTAWA RIVER.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. EDWARDS) asked, When the report of
the engineer who made an examination of the Ottawa
River between Ottawa and Grenville, as to the effect of
putting sawdust and mili refuse in the river, will be brought
down ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The report of the engineer
acting on bohalf of the lumber merchants was received by
the department on Tuesday last. The report of the engi-
neer who bad been sent by my department the year pre-
vious, was not made and received by the chief engineer
until that officer, the first assistant engineer, had been
called before the committee of the Senate and examined
there. He gave all his information to them, and the whole
matter was published and delivered to the public. Copies
of the plan were furnished to the engineer, Mr. Fleming,
who acted for the merchants lately and who conducted the
examination on their behalf.

CUSTOMS APPRAISERS.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency) asked, Whether the
positions as appraisers held by the late Louis .ilodeau and
by Honoré Plamondon have been filled, and if se, who are
the persons appointed ? Have the persons appointed ap-
praisers in place of the said Louis Bilodeau and Honoré
Plamondon salaries commensurate with the importance of
their duties ?

Mr. BOWELL. Appraisers have been appointed since
the death of the late Louis Bilodeau and Honoré Plamondon,
but they were not specially named as filling the vacancies
caused by sucb deaths. The appraising staff now comprise
three officers in place of two when Mr. Bilodeau and Mr.
Plamondon were serving. The salaries of the present ap-
praising staff at the port of Quebec are oonsidered to 1e
commensurate with the services rendered.
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Mr. LANGELIBR (Montmorency) asked, What are the
salaries paid to customs appraisers in the cities of Montreal
and Toronto?

Mr. BOWELL. The salaries paid to the appraising staff
at Montreal range from $600 to $1,00, and at Toronto
from 8800 to 1S,6OO. I might add that if the hon. gentle.
man would refer to the Trade and Navigation Returna, ho
would be able to find the name of each and the amount ho
received.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency) asked, Whether
there are, in the Quebec custom bouse, appraisers for
groceries and dry-goods; and if so, who they are?

Mr. BOWELL. The appraisers at the port of Quebec
have not been appointed to any particular branch of the
service, but to the appraisement ot any goods that may be
received at the port, and for which they are considered the
most qualified.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency) asked, Whether the
Government are aware of the existence, in the Quebec
custom bouse, for five years past, of several vacancies
which have not been filled up; and that the mercantile in-
terests of Quebec are suffering seiiously from the fact that
the said vacaricies have not been so filled up ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Govern ment is aware that vacancies
have occurred at the Quebec custom bouse during the past
five years, some of which have not been filled. It is not
aware that the mercantile interests of Quebec are "suffer-
ing seriously " from the fact that such vacancies have not
been filled up. The department is, however, aware that
persons who are applicants for positions in the Quebec
customs office have made representations that the staff
should be increased. It is considered, after full investiga-
tion by the Governrgent, that the staff at Quebec custom
bouse is ample to serve aIl legitimate requirements of the
port. There are on the permanent staff at Quebec, at
present, 41 officers; in 1878, there were 43 officers.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency) asked, How many
appraisers are attached to the Quebec custom house; what
are their names and their respective salaries ?

Mr. BOWELL. The appraising staff at the port of
Quebec at present consists of one appraiser, one assistant
appraiser, and one acting appraiser. Their names are:
F. Martineau, appraiser, salary $800; James G. Watters,
assistant appraiser, salary $700; A. V. Dion, acting ap-
praiser, salary 8900.

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS AT HALIFAX.

Mr. LAURIER. I would like to enquire when the
papers connected with the dismissal of Mr. Ross from the
collectorship of the port of Halifax are to ho expected ?

Sir HECTOR .LANGEVIN. They will be brought down
without delay.

Mr. LAURIER. Can you say nothing more definite
than that?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I may say they will be
brought down soon.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Really, considering
that my hon. friend asked for those papers a month ago, it
does seem to be very extraordinary that papers of that
sort cannot ho produced sooner than within a month, with
all the resources at the disposai of the Government.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon. gentleman bad
asked the question when the Minister of Customs was in bis
place, ho would have got a more positive answer.

Mr. LAURIER. I will ask the question again to-morrow.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF THE NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES.

House resumed consideration of the proposed motion of
Mr. Davin for an Address to His Excellency the Governor
General, praying for all memorials addressed to the Gov.
ernment by the Legislative Assembly of the North-West
Territories which sat recently at Regina.

Kr. CHARLTON. I wish to say a few words on this
motion of my bon. friend from West Assiniboia (hir. Davin),
and I propose to review very briefly the leading points in
the policy of the Government with reference to the admin-
istration of North-West affaire in connection with the sale
and management of public lands. It is a matter of the ut-
most importance to this country that that vast stretch of
wilderness should be settled, and I presume, Sir, that ail
parties of Canadians are ready to unite in recommending
and approving any policy calculated to produce that desir-
able result. I muast further say that I consider the policy
of the Government from the time its first regulation was
issued in July, 1879, down to the present moment, as hav-
ing been a policy not calculated to secure the development
of that groat country. It bas been a policy not conceived
and not carried out in the interests of the settlers who live
in that country or who may be induced to go there.
The Reforni party of this Dominion-the Opposi-
tion in this House-challenged this policy of the
Government as long ago as April, 1880, and for
nine years we have continued to protest against the
course that the Government have chosen to pursue with
regard to the administration of our great public domain in
the North-West. The regulation issued on the 9th July,
1879, provided for the setting apart of five belts upon each
side of the assumed linoeof the railway. The first beit was
to be five miles wide, the seoend boit was to be fifteen miles
wide, the third boit twenty miles wide, the fourth boit twenty
miles wide, and the fifth boit fifty miles wide. Lands in
the first boit were to be held at $6 per acre, in the second
boit at $5, in the third boit at 03.50, in the fourth boit at
$2, and in the fifth boit at $1 per acre. The lands not set
apart for homestead and pre-emption were to be sold upon
credit, requiring the payment of one-tenth down and the
balance in nine equal annual instalments, bearing interest
at 6 per cent. lt was thon held by the Opposition that the
opening for sale upon credit of a vast amount of land
at $1 per acre, requiring the payment of only 10 cents
per acre upen the land, the granting of easy terms
on the balance, and the sale of this land in un-
limited quantities, was a policy calculated to foster
and produce speculations in this land. These regulations
were modified on the 14th October, 1879. The lands under
the modified regulations in bot "A " were held at 85 per
acre, in boit "B " at 84, in beltl " C" at SS, in bolt " D " at
$2, and in beit "E " at $1 per acre, with the sanie policy
continued as to selling upon crodit, and with the same
objectionable foature of the policy in encouraging specula.
tion in the publie lands of the North-West. There was
one modification of those regulations in iay, 1881, and on
the lst January, 1882, r gulations were issued which, I
believe, are still in force. Those regulations provided two
schemes for colonisation, which were in point of fact, two
schemes calculated to still further promote the operations
of speculators in these public lands. Colonisation "plan No.
1" provided that lands in alternate sections could be pur-
chased by colonisation companies at $2 per acre, the price
at which they were held to settlers, with a provision that
upon compliance withB some requirements as to settlement, a
rebate of one-half should be made ; the effect of this being
to give the colonisation companies-organisations of
capitalists-an opportunity to buy lands at half-price,
and this led to a good deal of speculation. Plaa
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"No. 2" provided for the sale of the entire amount
of land in towuships at $2 per acre for cash, with the
same provision as to rebate of one-half of the amount
paid, upon compliance with certain conditions. Here was
a policy which could not be said to have been conceived or
executed in the interests of the settlers; here was a policy
in both those instances, to sell the public lands in unlimited
quantities at a dollar per acre on credit, and a policy which
encouraged the organisation of those colonisation companies
that were practically calculated to promote speculation in
the lands of the North-West, and that were not conceived in
the interests of the settlors. Tho Opposition challenged
this policy as early as 1880. On the 5th April, 1880, the
following resolution was moved with regard to the Govern-
ment's land policy:

" Mr. Charlton moved that the House do now go into Committee of
the Whole to consider the following resolutions :_

"1. Resolved, That in the opinion of this Houze, the proper policy
with reference to the disposition of the public lands of Canada should be,
as far as practicable, to sell such lands to actual settiers only, on reason-
able conditions of settlement, and in lots or quantities limited to the
area which can bé reasonsbly occuped by a settler ; and that the sale
of public lands to speculators, free trom conditions of settlement, is im-
politic and calculated to injuriously affýct the settlement of the country,
by keeping large quantities of land locked up for years, and by obliging
the settlers thereon ultimately to pay a price much larger than that
which is paid int,, the public Treasury for the same."

" 2. Resolved, That, as under the existing regulations respecting the
disposal of public lands, tor the purposes of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, large quantities of fertile lands are being offered for sale, and sold
to speculators at one dollar per acre, for one-tenth cash down, and the
balance in nine equal annual instalments, with interest at 6 per cent.

lr annum - terms which enable the speculator to obtain control of
ands for a cash outlay of ten cents per acre ; thereby, not only in effect,
loaning to the speculator on the part of the Government, nine-tenths
of the capital required for speculative investments, but giving rise, as
experience îhows, to great expense in the keeping of accounts, and to
indtfiaite delaye in the realisation of the stipulated price; that, so long
as the system of selling public lands to speculators without conditions
of settlement or restrictions as to quantity lu continued, the price at
which such lands are sold should be paid in full in cash, at the time of
sale."

It was moved in amendment by Mr. White, of Cardwell:
" That all the words after 'That' be left out, and the following inserted

instead thereof: 'the policy of the Government for the disposal of the
public lands in Manitoba and the North-West, is well calculated to pro-
mote the rapid settlement of that region, and to raise the moneys re-
quiied for the construction of the Canadian Pacifié Railway, without
lurther bnrthening the people, and that it deserves the support and ap-
proval of this Bouse."

Well, Sir, that policy received the approval of the House
by a vote of 120 to 40, but the allegation of the amendment,
that the policy was one calculated to promote the rapid
settlement of the country and to i aise the moneys necessary
to pay for the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, has been belied by isubsequent events. So far from
its promoting the rapid settlement of that counry, there
are to-day, according to the estimate made by the Govern-
ment, but 132,000 sttilers in Manitoba and but 100,000, in-
cluding Indians, or about 50,t00 whites, in the Nor.h-West
Territories-a population of' from 170,000 to 180,000 set-
tiers wbo bave gone into the whole of that vast region dur-
ing the nine 3 ears that have elapsed since the question was
discumsed in this House; and so far from realising the 858,-
000,000, or any portion of it, that we were told was to be
realised by 1b9 i from the sale of lande§, we have realised
nothing. The sale of lands has not paid the expenses of
management; and in place of havingany considerable sum to
apply to the liquidation of the ex penses incurred by the Gov-
rumen titn the construction of the railway, we are actually ont
$70,000,000 in bard cash, the sum giv en to the railway in the
form of bonuees, the cost of the pot tion which was constructed
and handed over to the company, and the 810,000,000 given
to the company in exchange for a portion oftits land grant.
Now, it is evident that the predictions made by the Gov.
ernment with reference to the results that would follow the
inauguration of this policy in 187 have not been Iulfilled;
that, in point of faot, the whole thing has proved in a great

Mr. CHAIiLTON.

measure a flat failure; that wehave not induced settlement
to the North-West; that the country bas not prospered;
that something has been the matter; and I shall show, a
little further on, that in addition to its policy towards the
settlers, the Government has erred in other matters. The
Opposition steadily alhered to the policy it laid down in
1879. On the 16th of March, 1881, when the Dominion
Lands Act was under consideration in this House, amend-
monts to that Act were moved in the following directions.
The first was by Mr. Mille, who moved:

" That the Bill be recommitted, with instructions to amend the fourth
clause by providing a limitation of thé area of land which may be sold
by the Government to one person."

Which, of course, was lost. It was moved by Mr. Charlton:
" That the Bill be recommitted, with instructions to amend the fourtb

clause by enacting that except or otherwise provided by resolution of
this House, ail lands shall be disposed of subject to conditions of actual
settlement "

Which, of course, was lost. It was moved by Mr. Holton:

" That the Bill be recommitted, with instructionsto amend the fourth
clause by providing that the unappropriated even-numbered sections in
each township shall be disposed of only upon condition of actual settle-
ment."

Which was lost. Mr. Blake then moved:
" That the Bill be recommitted, with instructions to amend the fourth

clause by providing that the price of Dominion lands, sold without con-
ditions of settlement, shal be payable in cash at the time of sale."

Which was lost. Al these amendments were in the direc-
tion of the publie interest. There was not one of them that
did not contain a principle that ought to have been em-
bodied in the Bill, without the necessity of any amendment
being offered by the Opposition at all, and the passage of
these amendments in the negative was in every case detri-
mental to the interest of the country. Then, following
these challenges of the Government's, land policy, we have
other votes on record with regard to the same matter. On
the 27th of March, 1882, the leader of the Opposition in the
House challenged the policy of the Government with refer-
ence to the disposition of coal lands and pasture lands, by
the following motion:-

" That the future of the vast Territories of the North-West is largely
dependent on the supply of fuel at a moderate rate;

" That the present information as to the country and the coal areas is
not sufficient to warrant Parliament in creating long-enduring interests
in large quantitiés of coal areas ;

"Tat thé régulations as to coal lands laid on the Table make no
provision for the application, as a general rule, of the just principle of
public competition to the acquisition of those valuable lands, and thus
leave open the door to disadvantageous cessions of the public domain
for the enefit of individuals;

i That the said regulations'make n a adequate provisions to check the
consolidation of large blocks of the coal lands in a fewb ande and the
consequent restriction of competition and enhancement of the price of

°°s'hat the said regulations make no adequate provision to secure any
working of the coal mines by the lesséee;

"That the said regulations provide, by arrangement, for 2l-year
leases, renewable,.for the creation of interests cf longer duration than
prudence at this time would, as a general rmle, lay down;

" That they make no proper provision for the settlement of the terms
of renewal;

" That the said regulations do not become operative,.if disapproved
of by this House; and the House is responsible for their comng into
operation;

" That this House disapproves of said regulations."

Which was lost on a division. Then Mr. Blake moved:
" That In the opinion of this House the existing system of granting

timber limite isliable to result in gross abuse, and in the cession of
valuable intereats in the public domain for inadequate considerations to
favoured individuals;

bc That it is expédient té apply the nst principle of public compéti-
tion té thé granting of timber hmnics.

That liability to abuse was fully realised in the history
of the granting of timber limits since the year 18b2. We
have etill further an amendment moved to Bill No. 145,
relating to public lands of the Dominion. In 1883, on the
2nd of May, Mr, Charlton thon moved:
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" That the sad BiU be referred back to the Committee of the Whole

in order to amend the ame by striking out all after the words
' Governor in Counsil' in line five, Sub-section one, section twenty.
four, and substituting the following: '1provided that aIl sales of agricul-
turai lands shall, unless under exceptional circumstances, applicable to
partionlar lots, be made on condition of actual settlement by the pur.
chaser, and in quantities limited to the number of acres whbch can be
reasonably occupied by one settler.'0"

Now, the line of the Opposition as developed was, first, and
that was the primary point in the principle they adopted,
that the sale of lands i the North-West should be made to
actual settlers only, subject to conditions of settlement.
That was a salutary and just provision which would have
effectually prevented the operationsof speculative companies
in that country, and in failing to adopt it the Government
are largely responsible for the evil consequences that have
followed in the settlement of the country and the dissatis.
faction that has existed there. Then, the OppoesiLion took
ground distinctly in favor of the competitive principle with
regard to the placing of coal lands, pasture leses and tim-
b.'r limits. The Opposition have always held that these
being the property of the public, it was the duty of the
Government to secure as large a return from them as pos.
sible. We held that the granting of pasture leases at one
cent an acre, without inviting competition, that the grant-
ing of coal lands and of timber limits upon the terms on
which the Government did grant them, without inviting
competition, was detrimental to the interests of the people,
and not consonant with the principles of just and honest
government. What do we find with reference to timber
ùcenses ? We find that at the time the last return was
made, over 25,000 square miles of timber limits had been
granted by Order in Council, at a uniform rate, without re.
ference to the value of the limits; and hon, gentlemen know
that in many cases these limits, which were granted for $5
per square mile, without inviting competition, were worth
vastly more in many cases than the small amount received
by the Government It has been ascertained since that an
hon. member of this House was interested in a limit for
which $50,000 was received by those interested, but which
had been obtained from the Goverument for the sum of $250.
The whole system was rotten, and the Government failed
to secure for the country the large revenue that wo'ld have
been eecured from the sale of timber lards, coal leases, or
the leasing of pasture ranches. The only restriction im-
1 osed with regard to pasture ranches was, that no friend of
the Government could have a lase of more than 50,000
acres. The lases should have been put up at auction, and
the Government should have taken pains to secure for the
property the price it was worth, and that public competi-
tion alone could determine. The system adopted of selling
timber icenses at a uniform rate of 85 per square mile when,
perbaps, in the one case they might be worth a hundred
times as much as in another, and of leasing pasture lands at
one cent per acre, and of granting coal leases on the terms
on which the Government granted them, has worked in the
interests of the friends of the Government, but not in the
irterests of the people. We have had attempts made to
jpstify the conduct of the Government; we have had feeble
at'empts made to show that the development of the North-
West should be considered on the whole as satisfactory. I
deny in toto that that is the ca'e. I maintain, on the con-
trary, that the policv of the Government has been uni
formly in the interest of the speculator and the moneyed
man, and uniformly against the interest of the settler
and the poor man. By the system of credit sales of unlim-
ited areas at one dollar an acre, requiring but the
payment of ton- cente per acre down, the policy of the
Government with regard to colonisation companies bas
enabled the latter to obtain large areas of band at but
haif the price which the settlers muet pay, and by their
system of leasing of pasture lands, timber lands and coal
lands; by ail these things they have militated against the
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steadi y persisted in charging prices to the population of the
North-West much higher than those charged by the United
States. They have steadily persisted in homestead regula-
tions lees liberal and less productive of settlement than those
of the United States. They have seemed to be unaware of
the fact that our public lande, as compared with thoLe of the
United States, are remote; they seem to be unaware of the
fact that a settler going to the lands of Manitoba or the
North-West would necessarily pas@ alinost through, or very
nearly by, a territory offering vast acres of public land at
great inducements to settiers, and that, other things being
equal, settlers would be more liable to take up land in
Dakota than in our Nortb-Weet. Yet, in face of the fact
that in the Territory of Dakota public lands within the
limite of the railway grants are sold at $2.50, and outside
of the railway grants at $1.25 per acre, and that this
land is more eligibly situated, being nearer the railways,
nearer markets, where agricultural implements and other
goods can be more readily and cheaply obtained, and offer-
ing attractions to the settler infinitely greater than those
offered in our North-West,-as if those inducements were
not enough, the Government, in order to shut out immi-
gration more effectually, muet place our lands at a figure
higher than lands can be obtained in the United States, and
their policy in this respect has been very effective, as shown
by the immigration returne. Now, wehave here a momorial
from the North-West Assembly, and these men upon the
spot, knowing the wants of the country, petition the
Government in exactly the line the Opposition ha advo.
cated for nine years past. They ask the Gavernment to
make the price of pre-emptions within twenty miles of the
railways at $2 per acre, and outside of that at $1 per
acre. If the Government were to do that they would
then be offering inducements to settlers somewhat botter
than those offered by the United States Government, and
would have some show of securing that settlement we desire
and which it is necessary we should have, and which
we never can have with higher prices on our side
besides the other disadvantages to settlers. What
we want in the North-West is not that friends of the
Government may make money out of timber limite,
not that friends of the Government may acquire cattle
ranches and coal mine liconses and timber licenses
at low rates, but what we want is the entry of settlers who
will bring that country under cultivation ; and in order to
secure settlers we have to consider their interests. That is
what we have not yet done. The policy of the Government
bas been, practically, to leave out ofview the interests of the
settler in the North-West. Now I hold, without detaining
the louse much longer, that the true policy of this Govern-
ment isto meke the inducoments for settlement in the North-
West greater than those offered by the United States. Our
policy is to ofer our lands cheaper than the American Gov.
ernment offer theirs. Our policy is to give homestead regu-
lations et ieast as attractive as those in the United States.
In the United States, the homestead settier can take up
public lands wherever he can find them. The chequer-board
system is not adopted there, that system which has created
the isolation of one settler irom another, and bas made it
difficult for the settlers to have schools, and roads, and other
advantages. But the homestead settlers iin the United
States ean take lands in bodies and in blocks wherever they
can find them. The United States will grant lande to home-
stead settlers without restriction as to location, their policy
being to get settlers to take up the lande and bave the
wildernees converted into a cultivated country. Let our
Government adopt that policy in our North-West. If a
homesteader wants a piece of land, let him take it
where ever it can be found belonging to the Government.
If he wants to buy land, sell him that land at a reasonable
price, $2 an acre within railway limite, and 1 an acre out-
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side. If the Government would adopt that policy, we
would see a larger movement of settlers to the North-West
than we have in the last nine years. We would not have
in the next nine years the beggarly showing which we have
for the last nine years, of an influx of 132,000 people to
Manitoba and 40,000 to the North-West. I believe that wi
have not, by 25 per cent., as many native-born Canadians in
the North-West as there are in the Territory of Dakota in
the United States. The reason is that the settler in Dakota
has had greater inducements held ont to him, while the
policy of this Government has been such as to repel him
from our North-West. It is time that a change should ba
made, and I hope that the hon gentleman who now oc-
cupies the position of head of the great Department of the
Interior, who bas lived in the North-West and must noces
sarily know the wants of that country and the feelings of
the settiers in that country, will administer the affairs of
that department in a different spirit, in a spirit favorable
to the settlers, and that, under his administration, we may
secure for that great country the influx of a great body of
settlers, and the development of its resources.

Mr. MACDOWALL. As this is a question which interests
particularly those members who come from the North-West,
I will ask permission to occapy a few minutes of the time
of the House in regard to it. The range which has been
opened before us is extremely wide, as the memorials of the
North-Weost Assembly embrace a great many subjects, but
these are all of great interest to the settlers in the North-
West. The question of the Dominion lands, to which the
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) bas referred, is
one of great importance, because, of course, the settlers
come in there with the intention of settling on the land, and
making their living upon it as fLrmers. I do not think,
however, that we can find very great fault with the land
laws as they stand, or, at any rate, with the new regulations
which I understand the Minister of the Interior is likely to
introduce, in order that things be made so much easier and
better for the settler so that it would be difficult to improve
upon them. Of course, it is a matter of very great import-
ance to have the land for the settlers as cheap as possible,
but at the same time, we have to bear in mind that
a great deai of money is being spent on the develop
ment of the North-West, and that country must bear
to some extent, its share of the cost. The price of land at
$2 and $2,.50 an acre is not too high. If land is worth 20
cents an acre, it is certainly worth $2, and I do not think
any settier who bas occupied what be considers a good
location, when he has got fis patent, would sacrifice it for
such a small sum as .. an acre. In addition to this, the
only thing the members from the North-West would urge
upon the Government i bthis. As a rule, the people who come
in there are not very rich. They have hard times before
them for the first few years, and, if they are not ab:e to pay
for their land within he stipulated three years, they should
be giron a certain time within which to pay, and the in-
teret should not be too high. For my part, I should like
to see the intereet thrown off altogethor, but this cannot be
done, because the sale of land, whether it is by the Govern-
ment, or by individuals, is a business transaction, and must
be carried on in a business manner. While on this land
question, I must refer to tho remarks made by the moverof
the iesolution (Mr. Davin), iu regard to second home-
steading. He referred to a discussion which took place in
this House on that subject in 1887, and ho urged that the
granting of second homesteads should be extended for a
longer period to settlers now in the North-West.
I should be sorry to see this done. In 1887, when this
matter was before the House, I took the same stand, and,
when i returr ed to the d s-rict of Saskatchewan, I found
that my conduct was endorsed by the people there. What
w ought to consider is what is the proper spirit of the

Mr. CLABTON.

fiomestead Act. t understand it to be to encourage people
to settle upon the lands who will become actual settliers
and who mean to make their homes in the country, and to
reside there with their families, but, if yon gi ve a homestead
to one man ard allow him to throw it up and to take another
homestead in another place, you are creating a class of specu-
lators. When this was before the House, I compare1 t wo
of the prominent cities of the North-West, Winnipeg on the
one hand and Prince Albert on the other-and i compared
the country which surrounded those cities. The hon. mem-
ber for Marquette (Mr. Watson) smiles at the idea of com-
1 aring Winnipeg with Prince Albert, but I think that I
compared the two cities which were most fit for comparison,
If you go out from Winnipeg for many miles around, you
will find a large proportion of the country unsettled. These
lands were scriped by speculators, and the land remaini un-
settled, but, in the country surrounding Prince Albert, you
will find that it is occupied by men who are
making improvements on their farms, and I do
mot think there is any comparison at all between
the country surrounding those two cities. I know
that the people of Winnipeg have endeavored, to the best
of their ability, to get the lands immediately surrounding
the city into the market. Winnipeg has to depend now, to
a great extent, on its wholesale business. The retail busi-
ness is small, because there are so few people surrounding
the city, and it is principally confined to those who live in
the town. I believe that, if you wish to have prosperous
towns, you must have the country settled close up to the
town, so as to give a retail business first and a wholesale
business afterwards. One of the memorials from the North.
West Council, to which I desire to call special attention, is
a memorial to the Dominion Government praying them to
make such arrangements as to ensure the immediate con-
struction of a railway to the settlements on the North Sas-
katchewan. I am in hearty sympathy and accord with that
memorial. In the preamble they first state that the build-
ing of the Canadian Pacifie Railway had out off the markets
of those settlements, and that, in consequence of that, the
people were unable to find means of getting rid of the pro-
duce which they raised. The consequence was that they
were being brought into a most undesirable state of poverty.
I do not want to enter into great details at this time on that
subject, because I am happy to state that arrangements are
being carried on by a certain railway company pointing
towards the construction of the road to Prince Albert and
Battleford,which I hope will be concluded next month, and
which wili give the needed railway communication. If
thoe arrangements are not concluded at that time, I shall
have a motion to lay before the House, and shall then have an
opportunity to go further into details in regard to the subject.
I will simply say now that I cannot urge too strongly on
the Minister of Interior and his colleagues that there is a
great necessity, in fact an immediate nocessity, that the
land granta for railways in that country should be located
at once, if any work is to be carried out. It is absolutely
necessary that those who invest their money in these under-
takings should know exactly what security they have got,
and it is impossible for them to tell what the security is
worth until they know where these lands are, the lands
being security for building the railways. Another question
to whi-h I wish to rer is that of granting scrip to the
half-breeds of the North-West. This question has raied a
great deal of discussion in the House before. The half-
breedsin the North-West have petitioned to the North-
West Assembly, and the North-West Assembly bas
petitioned the hon. gentlemen who form the Government of
this country, that scrip should be granted to the children of
all half-breeds who were bamn before March, 1885.
They consider that they are justly entitled to it,
because an arrangement was not made with the half-
breeds in the North-West until 1885, when sorip was issued
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to them. We know that the half-breeJs in Manitoba were tbem. In eider Provincs yen eau manufacture liquer and
settled with in 1870, but the half-breeds in the North-West you eau expert it, but in the Norîh-Weet you are allowed
were not settled with until 1885; and, as my hon. friend by a permit fromnthe Limtenant Gevernor, to import it
from Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) very wisely and very well but yon are not allowed te manufacture it, and that in a
pointed out, the half-breeds in the North-West were a dif- very remarkable différence. Now, we Who live in the
forent class, in a way, from the half-breeds in Manitoba, North-West think that we ought te b. allowed te manu-
they were in the saine position with regard to the half- facture the liquor tbat we are now allowed to import. W.
breeds in Manitoba as the Blackfeet Indians would bear to think that long ego w. might have been altewed te manu-
the Cree Indians; consequently, when a settlement wu facture the beer that w impcrted into thecountry, and I
made with the half-breeds in Manitoba, it did not believe that if we bcd heen aflnwcd trimanufarture beer
follow that a settlement was made with the half-and sou it, it would have been a very admirable Lhing, and
breeds in the North-West-in fact, it rather follows probably would have provented, in a great measure, the
that a settlement was not made with them, as no agitation that haB 11w arisen througiout the North-West
steps were taken to settle their claims. I should like, for an altoration in the liquor laws. Now, I just want to
therefore, to hear the hon. Minister express himself in a return te the question of the land board. My bon. friend
manner that will ena ble me to say to my balf-breed friends from West Assiniboia thought it would b. better if the.land
in the North-West that they are likely to get scrip; board were traneferred furtier we4, and located at Regina.
because no settl ment has been made with them, they had For my part, 1 tbink it would ho a very admirable thing te
no word in making the treaty as to surrendering their have the land board in a centrai place in the.Territory,
rights ; they accepted what was given them, but with this but if we want te makeit conveniont te the people I arnsure
protest, they demanded that this scrip should be issued tothat the present location of the land board in Winnipeg
ail children who were born at the time of settlement. is a great doal botter, because at present Winnipeg ie mont
The next question I wish to come to is the liquor question. accessible te the people in ail parts of the Territory. Peo.
Ever since iepresentation was granted to the people of the ple cering frornthe nortiern districts, sncb as Touchwood
North-West in the local assembly, this has been a question Hill@, Prince Albert, Batoche, and along the hue of the
of more or less interest. I was a member of that assembly Manitoba and North-Western Railway, wien tbey cern
some years ago, in the earlier days of representat ive govei n. from their bornes ani reaeh a railway, would have to
ment in the North-West, and memorials were forward- go back te Regina. Tho usual t.ndency is te go enet to do
ed to Ottawa every year on this question. I think it is their bndness, but in that case thoy would have to go wcst
only natural that this shou'd be the case, when you consider te Regina, and thon resure their journey again, retracing
the relative position of the people in the North West and the distance they lid aiready travelled. The land board
the people in the rest of Canada. On this question there is a great deal more accemsible in Winnipeg, bucauee it doue
is an arbitrary Act which applies to the people of the North- away with tus extra travol. I aloc wish te eay a tew
West, and to them only, affecting their comforts and their words with roferetice te scrip ling granted te th.
every day life; and this arbitrary Act was passed by a North-West Mounted Police. Doring lamt Session cf
Parhiament in which the people to whom alone it applies Parliament Ibis rauer came up on a motion of My
had no voice. Consequently, I maintain that it beame an hon. friond fer West Assiniboia, and it was prerised
unconstitutional Act as soon as representation was et lat lime that this question shouid be roconsidered.
given to the North-West in this House. The hon. mem I nrged at that time, very strongly, 1hat this ,crip should
bers who, with me, have represented the North-West in be given to the police, because I beiieved tbey deerved it.
this House, for the last three Sessions, have always been lbey are, as eveîybody knowo, a very fine body of mon.
directing attention to this matter, and the North-West Thoy did their duty atihetire cf tho rebeliion, but befoio
Assembly has now placed itself on i ecord with regard totie rebellion occurrod they dd a greater duty Ihan thcy tli
it. Wbat thcy demand is that either this question be sub- evon 1lien, for tbey did a great w)rk toi- Canada. ijwul
mitted to a popular vote, so that the people themsel ves may knownthatbeforo ho Indian bepartment wasorganised
decide it, or that the North-West Territories be placed in hhroughout tb. North West, the mounted police were station
the sane position as the older Provinces in respect to the ed at post reugbont that vast territory, and I bolieve
license question. and the admission of liquor in! o the Terri- the credit, in a gresî measure, je due te the.police for
tories. 1, myself, would go even a little further, and say having handled the Indiar.s so welh as te control the country
that there is a third alternative which, I think, would be witiiut shedding a e inglo drop of blood. Ths je a malter cf
botter stili, and that is, to refer the liquor question to the very great importance, although notice bas net cften been
NorLh-West Assembly, and give them power to deal with cailed te it, and therefore it may appear te b. a very amali
it. My reason is that I believe that the people of the matter. I believe the rountod police, from lie vory firet
North- West are sufficiently intelligent to know themselves day îhey entered lhe country up te the present time, have
a great deal better than anyone elise what would be best for don. thoir duty thoroughiy, and are as mucl entitied te
them in this respect. At the same time, if a license system scrip for services rendered during the rebellion as were
is established in the North-West, it would be necessary, I the previional corps sent np there Îrem Kingeton, Qaebee,
presume, to follow the rule that applies to other Provinces, Toronto and other places which roived Ferip. Thev aie
and to grant the fees, &c., collected for licenses within the aIl alike enrelled te serve the interests cf the Dominion at
Territory to the North-West Government; so, I think that, large, and whether tbey serve in the Nortb-West or in the
perbaps the fairest way of settling this question would boeier Provinces, still they are doing thoir duty by their
to give the North-West Assembly power to deal with the country, and if rewards are going Ibmkitisonly a malter
liquor question. While I am on this subject I would point cf jastioe tint ahi lhe corps ehouid be rewa'ded alike.
Out that there is a great difference between the way in
which the liquor quetion stands in the older Provinces, and Mr. WATSON. I do net intend to occupy the lime of
the way in which it stands in the North. West. In theolder theBouseaIanylengli on tus occasion. W. have lie-
Provinces the people themselves have been allowed to say t.ned wh interest te lie remarks cf tb. member for West
whetheranyrestriction should beimposed; butwhen thisres* As. iniboia (Mr. Davin), and the cher rembers wbo have
triction has been imposed under the Canada Temperance Act, spoken today. 1 have simply 10 say thal I muet back up,
although liquor is not allowed to be sold at the bars in those in a great measure, tue sentiments ef my hon. friend, lhe
Counties which are under the operation of that Act,still liquor momber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), wih regard te
Oati be manufaoured in those counties, and exporWdfrom y canu etpolicy f ihGovmn ment in dealing wih publiQ
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landein the North.West. It has always been contended by to say until those amendment@ are before the House, and
me since I have had a seat in this House, that the lands of until they have been acted on by the Minister of Interior.
the Dominion should be administered in the interests of I muet say, however, that I approve of the principle that
tha Dominion at large. It is to b. regretted that we have his been adopted by the Minister of Interior in consulting
not a larger population in the North-West and Manitoba the members for Manitoba and the Nortb-West with respect
to-day, and I hold that the land regulations of the Govern. to the regulations in force in that part of the country, and
ment have had much to do with the lack of population I am glad to know that some matters which I have brought
there. The system pursued by the Government of grant- before this House and the department for years are now
ing large tracts to colonisation companies, and of making being acted upon, particularly with respect to settlers
large reservations that were held exclusively for sale, hie being allowed to procure dead timber for fuel, and some
had a great deal to do willh the sparse settlement that other matters which I suppose will be explained by the
exists in the North-West to.day. 1 am pleased to be able Miniter of Interior.
to state that the land regulations of to-day are better than
the regulations that prevailed a few years ago, and I It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
was also giad to learn from the Minister of Interior, After Recess.
in an interview I had with him this morning. that
some changes will be introduced during the present Session Mr. DALY. Mr. Speaker, I must eay that I speak under
which will considerably improve the land regulations of very unusual circumstances to-night. It is not often that
the North-West. In regard to the price of land referred we have suoh a beggarly array on the other aide of the
to by the member for Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall), I louse. I do not know whether or not the announcement
entirely differ with him in regard to that matter. It is a that I was about to address the House after recess is the
bad policy to place the land at such prices that actual occasion for my hon. friends of the opposite aide of the
settlers cannot afford to buy them and enter into the actual House staying away.
work of farming. The price of $250 per acre to the actual Mr. DAVIES P.E . The are more leasantl en-settler is too high for any man to pay for land in the North- edMelsewhrp Y
West, to be devoted exclusively to farming purposes. As I gaged eleewhere.
have always contended, having some knowledge of the Mr. DALY. Be that as it may, I am glad to see that
early settlement of that country, I hold that all the lands, they have left the warhorse of Priace Edward Island here,
odd and even sections, in the interest of Canada, should and be will probably know how to take care of me. I re-
have been administered for the actual settlers instead of gret, however, that the member for North Norfolk (Mr.
holding them for sale. I know that as regards a consider- Charlton) is not here, because I would not have spoken on
able portion of the country I represent, the land sales of this occasion had it not been that that hon. gentleman got
1880-81 proved a curse to the settlers. The odd sections on his feet and made some remarks which I did not think
were sold by public competition, and the average price it right to pass without making some reference to, and cor-
realised was aLout 82.60 per acre, the upset price being recting his statements. During the three Sessions that I
$2.50 per acre. Speculators entered into a combination to bave been in Parliament that hon. gentleman has taken oc-
pay as little as possible over the upset price, and the lands casion upon every opportunity to disecuse the affairs of the
were sold at that figure. I know they have been held by North-West and Manitoba, and to make attacks upon
the speculators who purchased them and who hold tbem the land laws in force there. He has reiterated
to-day, and they are waiting in order to try and realise the here this afternoon what he statel last year and the
amount they paid at that sale. year previous, and I learn from gentlemen who sat in this

flouse before I did, that he repeated this afternoon what he
Mfr. WILSON. They cannot do it• • stated during Sessions before this present Parliament opened.
Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman owns some of the I do not see what is to be gained by the hon. gentieman (Kr.

land himself. He purchased it at $ 1.u0 per acre and bas Charlton) standing in this House and continually reiterat.
never had an opportunity of realising that price for it ing and making statements which have been refuted, time
since. This has prevented settlement In regard to land and time again, from the floor of Parliament, I have had
grants for railway companies, I believe it is necessary for occasion during the past two years, as I have the occasion
the Government to give large tracts to encourage railway now, to refute the statements made by the hon. gentleman,
building, for the country can only be opened up by the and particularly the allegation whichli he made this after.
construction of railways, and it is necessary to give a por- noon that the land laws of the United States were far
tion of the public domain for their assistance; but instead more liberal to the settlers than the land laws of Canada at
of giving land grants as in the past, I would suggest to the present in operation in Manitoba and the North-West. I
House and the Government that a different policy should showed the hon. gentleman last year that this was not so.
be pursued, and that instead of giving alternate sections I proved to him the year previous that it was not the fact,
the Goverument should give alternate townships. This and my hon. friend the member for Lisgar (Mr. Ross) did
would be in the interest of settlement. Out of a township the same, but, notwithstanding that, he gets up and makes a
of thirty-six sections there are only sixteen sections avail general statement against the land laws without giving us
able for homesteading; two sections belong to the Hudson's any particulars to support it. If, in the opinion of the
Bay Company, two sections are publie school lands, and ail hon. gentleman, the land laws of the United States are more
the remaining odd sections are reserved for sale or for rail- liberal than the land laws of Canada, why doees h not
way grants. That being the case, there are only six- make some specific statement to bear out the allegations he
teen sections in a township of six miles square makes ? Are the land laws of the United States more
that are available for homesteaders. I submit, from liberal than the same laws of Canada ? I say that they
what knowledge I have in regard to settlement are not as liberal as our laws, and I will prove it.
in that country, that it would b. much better, All that we require is that if a young man
in the interests of the settler and of settlement, to reserve comes to Manitoba h.eshould b. 18 years of age,
for railway purposes, or for sale, alternate townships and that he should have not homesteaded previoualy. That
instead of alternate sections. I have stated that young man goes to the land ofdice, h.emys that h.eis eigh-
I had been informed that some amendments were to teen years of age, that h. had not homesteaded previously,
be introduced to improve the land regulations of and h. is given his entry. He goes out te the land,
the North-West, and I will reserve anything further I have performs six moths duty in each year fQr three years,

Mr. WATsoN,
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and at the end of that time he gives notice to the nearest land as the land laws of the United States, that gentleman muet
agent thathe wants to apply for his patent. He has not to have known, from the reiterated statements of myself and
travel thirty, or forty, or fifty miles, as the case may be, to other members of the North-West, who probably know
the nearest land office, but on receipt of that notice, which more about these matters than ho doe, that he was stating
ho sends, an inspector is sent out, and that inspector takes what was not correct. I cannot understand why, Session
the evidence of the settler and the evidence of his neighbors after Session, he should make that statement, if it were not
to show that ho has fulfilled the conditions. The conse- for the fact that ho is more interested in peopling the
quence is that within a very short time the report of the American North-West, than he is in peopling the North.
inspector is made, and the settler receives a notification West of Canada. The hon. gentleman says that we have
from the land office to the effect thathis land is recommend- a very poor showing as regards the population in Manitoba
ed for patent. Now, Sir, if the settler in the North-West and the North-West. He stated to the Hlouse this after-
is a foreigner, we do, not ask, when he goes to the land noon, that the population of Manitoba is 132,000. Now,
office, that he should become a subject of Her Majesty Sir, according to the census of 1885, only three years ago,
the Queen. We do not ask him to forswear allegi. the population was 108,000. So we have increasod 24,000
ance from the country whence he came, but if a people in population in three years. I do not think that is
young man goes to a land office in the United States a bad showing, and if the hon. gentleman wll examine the
they require that ho should be twenty.one years ratio of increase according to the census returns of the
of age and in addition, if he is the subject of a foreign nation United States, ho will find that our percentage of increase
he is required to take the oath of allegiance to the President is as large as the percentage of increase of any state in
of the United SLates, and to forswear allegiance from the the Union. Now, as regards immigration, I do
country from %which he came, and particularly the Queen of not think that the member for South Norfolk
Great Britain and Ireland. As I have stated betore, the will say that the Government is pursuing a wrong policy,
young settler requires to put in three years homestead duty as I contend they are, in not voting a larger annual sum
in our lands in Manitoba or the North-West Territories. for immigration. I think the hon. gentleman holds the same
But if a young man requires a homestead in Dakota or the ideas with the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richari
Territories of the United States, he bas to put in five years. Cartwright), in effect that the Government should not
We offer to settlers 160 acres of a homestead, and 160 acres be blamed for not making a larger appropriation for immi-
pre-emption, but they have no such regulation in the United gration. Let us consider where the population of Dakota
States. A man canrot pre-empt after he has homesteaded, and Minnesota come from. It comes from the people of
and his pre-emption means that he has gone to the land the Eastern States as well as from foreign countries. Immi-
office and sworn that ho is 21 years of age, that ho bas put gration frorn foreign countrieshas been flowing into Dakota
in six months' residence on that pre emption, and thon he and Minnesota for the last thirty or forty years. I contend
buys it at $2.50 an acre. The best way I can describe the that the best immigration agent for any country is a man
matter, so far as this question of pro-empting lands in who comes to our country and prospers and who goes back
Dakota is concerned, is to read an extract from the very to the land from which he came and tells the friends
able pamphlet of W. A. Webster, which is now in the amongst whom ho lived in bis early days, of his success. Give
hands of most of the members of this House. At page 5, us the same length of time Dakota and Minnesota have had
Mr. Webster says as follows :- to populate, and I maintain that in Manitoba and the North-

teeaWest we will have a larger population than they have to-"The land laws here are greatly abused. To enter on land one must day. I was told by an agent of the Local Government ofbe a citizen 21 years old, and n;ust reside on the land fve years before da. . .l e
he can get hie patent; but the homesteader takes advantage of a clause Mantoba in Ontario, a month ago, that thore were over 2,000
in the 4 et, which allows him to commute, after six monthe' residence, Manitobans in Quebec and Ontario. Those 2,000 men will
by paying $2.50 an acre, if, during these six months, he shall have built do more tepop ulate our country-and possibly to de.ahabitable house and cultivated ten acres of land. Now, this is the
practice: Four young men enter for the land at the land office. They populate your older Provinces down here-than ail the
go to the place where the four corners of their sections meet, and there immigration pamphlets you could have printed. If we
build a sod cabin 12 feet square, as a joint hoise for all four. They dig look at the Argentine lRepublic, which is seeking tofour holes a few feet deep and call them wells; borrow a yoke of steers its pop
and plough a few furrows around the house, and cali that forty acres; increes ulation, we will find that it je spend-
sleep a few nights in the cabin and 'prove up;' mortgage their home: ing five million dollars this year on immigration.
steads to the a culators and jet money to get their patents. If they It is making every possible effort to take people there.bave a few dol ars left they look on tat as clear gain, put them in their What I maintain is, that if our Government gave us a morepeekets, go off to some other county where they are net known andf go
through the sme operation again and again, while the speculator gets iberal immigration grant, our population would probably
the land and tries to seli it for $10 an acre. One man told me that he increase at a greater ratio. But, however that may be, Ihad homesteaded nihe times and was going to do so once more. The am erfect satisfied that it is on] a matter of time whenremains of those cabins are to be met with al over the prairie, without a y . . l .
a sign of life about them. One of those deserted cabine, with a board our population will be just as great as that of Dakota and the
nailed across the door, had a notice on it, of which the following is a other western territories of the United States. Any hon.
verbatim copy:- gentleman from that country will tell you to-day that we

"Four miles from a nayber, have a contented, a happy and a prosperous people. When
"Tety miles from a ralero'de, Itell you that the little town I come from, although
" Aundred and Atey from timber, scarcely seven years old, in 1887 shipped 8,000,000 pounde
"250 feet from water. God bleus our Home. of freight, yon will corne to the conclusion that we have
"We have gone east to spend the winter with my wife's relations." made great progress. We, last year, shipped 1,500,000 bushels

Now, Sir, it is not necessary for me to quote further from this of wheat. Ail that ought to be required of the members of
pamphlet. I have met men in Canada who have lived in this louse, either those from our Province, or those from
Dakota, and I have met men who are coming across again the other Provinces, is to have faith in our great North-
from the States to Manitoba and the North-West, and they Wet-to believe that it is only a matter of time when that
Ourse the day that ever they set foot on American soil. I country will be peopied, and if the people who are to come
heard the momber for Marquette (Mr. Watson), the other in should be of the same class as those thore now, we shall
day, say that Canadians were returning from Dakota and have the fairest Province in this great Confederation. The
Minnesota. There is no question about that fact, for they hon. gentleman, by his remarks this afternoon, would give
are making entries at our customs house every day. those who are imperfectly informed to understand that it
When the hon. member for South Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) is better for a man who wants to emigrate to go to Dakota,
stated this afternoon, that our land laws were not as liberal or some other part of the United States, than to go to
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Manitoba, or our own North-West. That muet be the
natural conclusion to be drawn from his remarke, because
he made the general statement that Dakota and Minnesota
were more prosperous than the Canadian North-West, and
that their land laws were more liberal. Let any Ameri
can newspaper man or railway man take the speech of the
hon gentleman, and he could obtain half a dozen emigrants
with it. Now, what is the condition of the people of
Dakota, as compared with the condition of our own people ?
Take the matter of taxation. Mr. Webster states in his
pamphlet, among other things, at page 14:

" And I further affirm that there is no emigration from Manitoba to
Dakota, for the above and other reasons; and, further, the near future
of Dakota, financially, is not of the kind to inspire confidence in the
mind of a thoughtful immigrant farmer. On the lt of June, 1887, the
farm mortgage debt of Dakota was $45,000,000. That sum, if equally
divided, would be a mortgage of $400 on every family in Dakota. But
all are not farmers ; so much the worse for those that are. At the same
date the average six mortgages on six sections of 160 acres was $800,
drawing an interest of 10 per cent. Add to this the county debt, aver-
aging $30,000, and the thoughtful farmer can see why taxes are high,
and why it is liard to make wheat growing profitable in Dakota."

He says with regard to Manitoba:
" I know of no country in which municipal taxes are as low as In Mani-

toba. Nature made the roads, leaving only the bridges for the muni-
cipalities to build."

In this connection, I may say that our municipal taxes in
Manitoba in the last few years have been very much reduced,
and there are several municipalities in the county of Bran-
don that have balanots in the bank. The city of Brandon,
on the 1st of January, after providing for the interest on its
coupons and for every other demand, had $3,500 to its
credit in the bank; the municipality of Elton had $4 000;
and the municipalityof Cornwallis had $1,500. The munici.
pality of Oak Lake and the mnnicipality of Blanchard, in
the county of Marquette, had also large balances in the bank.
If the municipalities are prosperous, I think that is good
evidence that the people muet be prosperous. Now, I say
in answer to the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), that our land laws are far more liberal than
those prevailing in Dakota and the western States; and it
does not behoove him, or any other member of this House, to
make the general statement he bas made. Our land laws
have not been all that we could have wished them to be ;
but if any hon. gentleman imagines that the land laws of the
United States are perfect, all he has to do is to go to thè
library to find volume after volume of the decisions of the
land officers at Washington, and to find that they have bad
more trouble with their land laws than we have had. There
are certain matters that we would like to have changed, but
we are glad to have as Minister of the Interior a gentleman
who bas spent eight or ten years of bis life in the North-
West, and is conversant with our wants and requirements;
and as the hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) said
this afternoon, from the interview that we had with the hon.
Minister to-day, we are satisfied that he is desirous of giving
the settlers of that country all that is required to make the
land laws of this Parliament satisfactory to them. I do
not wish to state anything of what occurred at that inter-
view ; but as the representative of one of the constituencies
of Manitoba, I am well satisfied with what the hon. Minister
promised. When the new land regulations are laid before
the House, we shall have a full discussion of the question,
and I will reserve any further remarks I have to make
until that occasion.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I am very glad indeed to hear the
glowing accounts given by the hon, gentleman of the pros-
perity of the North-West. I am sure it is a matter of
great satisfaction to us all to learn that the prospects of the
country are so bright. We shall indeed be pleased to see
a large influx of population into that country. I also
listened with great interest to the remarks made by the
hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). He put

Mr. DwY.

the case of the settlers in very plain and pointed terms, and
endeavored to show what changes were, in his opinion,
necessary in the land regulations. I think it will not be
denied that things occurred in that country whieh we have
to regret, and that mistakes have been made in connection
with the land regulations. It was a very unfortunate ar-
rangement by which the Government permitted large sec-
tions of that country to ho taken up by colonisation con-
panies and withheld from actual settlers for years, so that
many persons who went in there were prevented from set.
tling where they wanted to. If the arrangements had been
such that the actual settler could have gone in and taken
up land wherever ho wished to locate, I believe aiarger
population would ho there than there is at present. These
are matters that we have to deplore, and I earnestly
hope, along with the gentlemen who have spoken,
that the Minister now in charge of that department
will make such changes as will give the actual settler
greater advantages than he has enjoyed in that coun.
try hitherto. But while we are prepared to lend our hearty
encouragement te every movement that will tend to fill that
country with population and promote its development,
that would tend to bring it up to the standard where I
would like to see it, a great populous and wealthy country.
There is another side of the question that has not been
touched by any bon. gentleman opposite, the question of
expense. I hold tht in their arrangements the Govern-
ment have expended enormons sums of money for the pur-
pose of meeting the wisbes of political friends and finding
soft and easy resting places for those who were pressing
upon them for lucrative positions. When we come to con-
eider the condition of things as we find them by the Auditor
General's Report, we have to deplore the fact that an enor-
mous amount of money has been expended compared with
the amount received in return. I find that we expended
altogether last year, including the expenses of the Winni-
peg board, and the expenses west of Winnipeg, as follows:
Dominion lands, outside service, $149,536.6 1. We expended
on the lialf breed Commission $6,714.39, and we expended
on the registrars, of whom we have seven, $13,386.32.
Now this is in all an expenditure for officials in the
North.West, including the Land Board at Winnipeg, and
all west of that, of $169,637.32. Now, what were our
receipts ? Our entire income last year from the sales of
lands, mainly coal lands, ranching grants, and all other
sources was $267,973.51, leaving a balance to our credit
of $98,336.18. That virtually means that for all the money
received in the North-West, we have actually paid out 60
per cent. for hired service, agents, inspectors, travellers,
and the like. I want to give a resume of the account, as it
now stands, for the last year. As I stated before, we have
expended $149,534.61 under the bead of Dominion lands
account. That includes contingencies. Thon we have
expended in the Department of the Interior, inside service,
salaries bore at Ottawa, $35,011.13; on surveys, 8136,009 02;
salaries at Ottawa, Dominion lands, $76,604.67; contingen-
cies at Ottawa belonging to Departmenit of Interior,
$22,137.02. In al[ we have expended in the Departiment of
Interior, including the ex penses in Ottawa, and the expenses
in the North-West, and the surveys, 8420,744.76. Now, let
us look at the receipts. We have received from Dominion
lands and ranching leases, &c., $217,688.01; from ordnance
lands, $36,239.88; from the registry office, $7,212.02; fines
and forfeitures, $7,065.76; and other fines $372.79; in all
we have collected $267,973.50. Deducting that from our
expenditure, we are actually at a positive loss in the opera-
tion of the Department, including the surveys for last year,
of $166,172.22, but allowing that the surveys performed
last year, which cost $106,000, should be charged te capital
account, we are actually at a less of $60,172.22, on last
year's operations. Now, to give the louse a little idea of
the manner in-which this condition of things is brought
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about I will just give you the list of the different receipts
and expenditures of the Dominion land agencies in the
North-West .. 1

Battleford........-.......-......
Birtie......................
Oalgary .......... 1...
Coteau ....... ....... .........
Dufferin...... ....................
Edmonton...............
Lethbridze ....................
Little Saskatchewanu.......
New Westminster..........
Prince Albert...................
Regiua, Qu'Appelle . -
Rocy . .untains Park..

Touchwoo..... ................
Turtle Mountain............. .....
W innipeg............ ..... ............

Receipt.
$ 245 38

9,088 14
18,538 99

1,277 95
12,368 60
8,603 58
1,288 80
5,655 43

36,154 20
4,389 90
5,852 19
2,951 58

14,574 b6
403 65

12,042 68
59,204 74

Expenditure.
$ 4,899 32

2,402 16
10,447 53
1,651 58
2,456 40
6,270 88
1,bb3 95
2,590 90

10,032 31
7,219 48
8,149 92
1,203 01
5,675 96

536 il
3,404 39

85,206 34

in ail the North-West, we collected during the last year
for lands, ranching grants, coal dues, and for all purposes
that come within the range of Dominion lands, $192,640.43,
and we actually expended for the services of registrars,
inspectors, agents and others, $153,740.24, leaving a net
balance te our credit of $38,900.15. I will give you a
little idea of the expenses at Winnipeg. They are really
surprising. To begin with, Mr. William Pearce, superin.
tendent o mines, bas a salary of $3,200; Mr. H. H. Smith,
commissioner, has a salary of $5,000 a year; Mr. Rufus
Stephenson, inspector of coloi isation companies, gets $3,000;
and I venture to say that there are people in the Province
of Ontario who will make a declaration before any judge
or jury that Mr. Stephenson was not in the North.
West altogether four months, and was in his comfort.
able home in Ontario at least eight months of
the ý ear for which he drew $3,000 as inspector,
and over $3,000 for expenses. Then we come to Mr. D. J.
Macdonnell. He is employed in the Land Office at Winnipeg,
and gets 83 a day. Mr. J. M. Gordon, inspector of agencies,
receives $2,000 a year. Mr. Dolbear receives $3 a day. Mr.
Burpé receives $1,800 a year ; and so it goes on. The total
expense of the Land Board at Winnipeg is $30,745.57. But
we have seven agencies in the North-West, and to give an
idea of the exponses of these agencies, I will read some of
the items. Mr. E. T. Smith, the agent at Brandon, bas a
salary of $1,200 a year. Mr. W. I. liam has a salary of
81,200 a year. Mr. A. W. Reynolds, in the same agency,
receives 83 a day. Mr. C. D. Rickards bas about the same
salary, and tbore are a lot of other mon. At Calgary, we
have Mr. Amos Rowe receiving $1,200. Mr. Meyer receiv-
ing over $1,000 a year. Mr. Michael Harris the same, and
Mr. McQuilken receiving about the same. lu addition to
that, there is Mr. T. A. McLean, registrar, receiving 81,200
a year, and Mr. Rochester recoiving 83 a day, and many
others. The sums paid in that agency run up in the same
ratio. I cannot understand how hon, gentlemen opposite
can expect that the people will put up with the extrava-
gance which exists in the North West. It appears to be filled
up by officiais who never did anything and, since they
have been sent there, do nothing. At Prince Albert,
I find that Mr. J. MoTaggart, agent, receives $1,200; Mr.
Schmidt, clerk, is employed at $3 a day; Mr. Sproat, regis-
trar, receives $1,200 ; and Mr. Waggoner, crown timber
agent, receives the same amount. In addition to that, $240
is paid to Mrs. E. W. Sproat for rent for the registry
office, and there are a number of other officials who receive
smaller salaries. At Regina, Mr. W. H. Stevenson, agent,
receives $1,200; A. J. Fraser, clerk, Si,095. There is also
there a Mr. P. M. Barker, instructor of registrars. This is
a most peculiar thing. We have only seven registrars in
the North-West, and, in order to give these men informa-
tion as to how they should do their duty, we have to send
lan instructor. I do not know for a certainty who this

- Barker is, but I think he once lived in Orangeville, and

I think ho is related to the hon. member for Simcoe. If I
arm wrong, I can be corrected. However, Mr. Barker is
there, and for instructing the rogistrars in these seven
offices ho receives $1,600 a year and travelling expenses.
I say it is an outrage on the people of this country to ask
them to put up with this condition of things. The Govern-
ment have inaugurated a most extravagant course in the
North.West. The average salary paid at the different
offices, leaving out Winnipeg, where the cost is over
$30,000 a year, is 87,700 for each of the 16 agencies.
I think it is time that a host of these unnecessary officers
were discharged from the service, and that the Governmont
should cut down the expenses within reasonable and decent
limits. When we consider the glowing statements that
were made in this flouse from year to year, as to what
would likely be the resuit in the North-West, we cannot
forget what Sir Charles Tupper stated we might expect.
The Premier, when ho was trying to induce the House to
pass the vote of $30,000,000 to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company, said he had made a careful calculation
based on his extended experience and also on information
received from other sources, and that he was in a position
to assure the House that we might reasonably anticipate
that by the year 1890 we would have gathered out of that
country 871,305,000. Instead of that, in 1889, we find that
we are $160,000 short of expenses. Then Sir Leonard
Tilley in his Budget Speech delivered shortly before ho left
us, gave a very glowing account of wbat he looked forward
to as the result of our enterprise in the North-West. He
told us that he had carefully made out his figures, and ho
was a little more careful than the First Minister, but ho
said ho believed that by the year 1891 we would have a
net balance from the North-West of $53,693,251. If
it bal not been for these statements, if it had
not been for the assurance given by mon of experienco
and possessing, as they did largely, the confidence
of the people of the country, I say that the people would
never at the last election have endorsed the course which
hon. gentlemen took in connection with the construction of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. We are perfectly willing to
acknowledge that it was a necessity, that it was desirable
that it should be built, but the course of extravagance
which was followed in building it, and in the way in which
money was deait out in order to keep members of this
flouse in lino, was nothing short of a disgrace, and the
people were deceived in regard to the prospect of the result
of the building of that road. Instead of our getting
seventy-one millions as we were promised in 1890,
or fifty-three millions as we were promised in 1891, we find
a large balance chargeable to that country for managing
expenses alone, and we do not take into account the im-
mense amount of money which was spent on the unfortunate
war there, in which about $8,000,000 were spent unneces-
sarily, because, if the proper stops had been taken, that war
would not have occurred. We do not take into account
the cost of the Mounted Police, the number of which was
raised from 500 to 1,000. The expense of that force last
year was $860,000, and $876,000 was expended for feeding
Indians. Putting these sums with the amount on the
debit side for the administration of the land office alone,
we find that we are over 82,000,000 short on the transac-
tions of last year. When these mon from Manitoba and
the North-West are urging extended and liberal action
towards that country, I think it behoves the people to cry
a hait in the expenditures there. There are a number of
useless officiais in the North-West who are enjoying a good
time at.the expense of the country, and the sooner they
are removed, and the staff cut down to the number required
for the necessities of the service, the botter for the people.
When a short time ago the leader of the House, who is not
at present in his seat, characterised it as being a "happy
hunting ground for political hacks," he called it really what
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it had been made by hon, gentlemen opposite, and it is time
we should put a stop to it. Why, Sir, hon. gentlemen should
feel ashamed that a man like Rufus Stephenson should be
foisted upon this country, both he and his son, he himself
drawing $3,000 a year and travelling expenses, and a son
in an cffice in Winnipeg drawing $2,000; and I do not
know bow many more relations he has living upon the
country, I believe ihat every relation he bas will be pro-
vided for at the public expense if this Government con-
tinues much longer in power. Now, Sir, I say it is time
that we called a halt ; it is time the Government were
in a position to announce to this House that they intend
to stop the extravagance that exists in the North.
West. We shall be glad to encourage them in the
direction of securing an incroase of settlement. We do not
deny that it is absolutely necessary in the interest of this
Dominion that the couitry should be settled. We will
offer then every encouragement, we will say every word
we can in its favor. I believe myself it is going to be a
great country, I believe it is the best unsettled country on
the continent of America to-day. But I am sorry to say
that by the blunders of this Government, by the manner in
which that country has been handled and operated in the
intereste of political friends, by the manner in which lier
resources have been squandered, timber limits, land grants,
and one thing and another having been used for political
purposes, to serve political ends, that country in the past
has been cursed, and I hope that ourse will now be removed,
and that in the future every inducement possible will be
hld out to the pcople of the old world to corne there and
make comfortable homes for themselves, and that the re-
strictions that have weigbed upon settlement there, and
have driven people across the border, will be removed. I
say, that so far as the older sections of the country is con-
cerned, we cannot afford to go on and spend recklessly, in
the way we have been doing, the money of the people of
this country in a manner that is altogether unnecessary.
I claim that it is quite unnecessary. I claim that no man
who will go through that country, as I went through it,
and see on every hand fellows in official position, fellows
occupying easy quarters and drawing large salaries, but
will come to the conclusion that that country has been
cursed. I hope the Minister, now in charge will put in the
pruning book at once, and that whatever the evils of the
past may have been in regard to cfficials there, these evils
will now be put a stop to. Why, Sir, there are evils in
other directions. I am sorry to say, that my bon. friend
from West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) is no exception, because
I see that the organ of which undoubtedly beis chief-or
used to be, and I suppose le is still-is getting $5,000 a
year for printing. It appears that every one who supports
the Goverr ment thinks he must get some little picking,
some little advantage for himself. Now, I say we bave
had enough of tbis thing, it bas just gone far enough,
in the inteests of the people of this country, and I
hope that the members of this House will stand shoulder
to shoulder, and persistently sit upon this thing, and not
permit it to exist any longer, cut off those unnecessary
and extravagant officials, and corne down to a common
sense position. 'Ihe course that we have been pursuing
in the past in the North West, has been a curse to
the country; we have cursed it by our land regulations;
we bave cursed it by our mining regulations, by our rail-
way regulations and in other ways; now let us remove all
the restrictions and give the people an opportunity to rise,
let us take off the unnecessary burden put upon them in the
way of officials that are now roaming around that country,
and eut down the expenditure to what is actually necessary.
Then 1 believe tbat the country will prosper and will go on
prospering. But I believe if you do not do that, if you
allow this horde of officials and these monopolies to continue
to exist as they have li the past, the same ourse will con-
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tinue to rest upon that country. Now, I consider it my
duty, in the interest of the constituency I reprosent, and
the Province from which I come, to make these remarks.
I do not offer any objection to one word that has been
said by the representatives of that country; I give them
credit for advocating the cause of their country; they
would not be doing thoir duty if they did not advocate it,
but I also hold that it is our duty to keep control of these
things. We, in the older Provinces, bave an interest in that
country, because we have to help to bear the burden, we
have got to pay the taxes, we have to contribute towards
the enormous sums that will annually fall upon the shoulders
of the people of this country to meet the annual expense
and the enormously increased interest on our public debt,
to pay for the improvements that have been made up there;
and I say it is our duty to raise our voice in the interests
of the people and to declare that we object to see the taxes
increased from year to year, that we object to see imposed
upon them new burdens which cannot be rolled away for
many years to come. I hope the course of this House will
show the Minister of Interior that wè desire him to put in
the pruning hook, and let us begin at once to do what we
ought tohave done long ago.

Mr. DAVIS (Alberta). In speaking upon these resolu-
tions passed by the Legislative Assembly of the North-West
last November, and that have baen laid upon the Table
by my hon. friend from West Assiniboia (Mir. Davin),
I wish to say he bas echoed my sentiments exactly.
In the first part of bis speech ho also gave us a glow-
ing description of the agricultural capacity of the North-
West. Thore was one industry, however, which he
did not speak of, and that is the ranching industry. We
have in the district of Alberta, as you all know, a large
expanso of open prairies, where we can graze cattle the
year round. We have in the northern portion of the terri-
tory some of the fincest, if not the very finest, farming land
that lies out of doors. All we require is a railway in the
North Saskatchewan country in order to develop that im-
mense wheat country. Speaking of the ranching country,
I may say that in the southern portion of Alberta you will
see hords of cattle which have been put into that country
during the last five years. There are at present, I suppose,
about 130,000 horned cattle in the district of Alberta. The
first year we had to import cattle, but last year I suppose
the district of Alberta exported 5,000 head of steers, and
probably as many more were consumed for home consump-
tion, making 10,000 head of steers, while, five years ago,
we had to import all the beef that was used in the country
from the United States. Now these 10,OOJ head of steers,
at $40 a piece-which they would bi ing at least, while
many of them brought $50-would make $400,000 for that
new industry that bas been established in the North-West.
Then we have another industry that las just been estab.
lished in that country, and that is the raising of horses.
We have at present, I presume, at least 20,000 in the district
of Alberta, and I wish to remind the Minister of Agriculture
that in his quarantine list he las left out horses. I see ho
has discriminated against all other animals except horses,
I wish ho would include horses on the list in his quarantine
regulations. They are raising a great many horses in the
vast country to the south of us, and we know at the present
time there is some disease amongst horses on the sonth
side of the line; therefore I think the Minister ought to
put horses on the list, but I would not advise him to
give as many days as ho does in the case of cattle.
Then within the last few years in the district of Alberta
there have been large tracts of land beld by speculators
from the east who never intended to put stock on them.
The present Minister of Interior, since ho assumed office,
bas thrown open at least 1,500,000 acres which, otherwise,
would not have been opened to settlers, and this has
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brought a great many people to our section of the country
with a view to settling there, while previously no one
thonght of going there as it was considered that if the land
was leased a man could not settle on it. This action of the
Government has iremoved ail cause of complaint in that
direction. There is now suffici<nt land of the very finest
elass thrown open to which settlers can go and have the
advantage of being near towns where they can carry on
mixed farming and enjoy the best advantages. The first
resolution passed by the Legislative Assembly reads as
fol lows:-

" That this Assembly regards the question as of first importance and
urges the Dominion Government to take immediate action in giving an
outiet by railway to>the pioneer settlements of the NorthSaskatchewan."

Edmonton, Prince Albert and St. Albert are old settlements,
I suppose Fort Edmonton was established 100 yoars ago,
and all that these towns and the outlying country require
is railway communication to make them, as I have said,the
(iarden of Eden. The next resolution is with respect to the
half-breeds resident in the electoral districts borderir g un
the North Saskatchewan. The North Saskatchewan runs
both through my district, that of Alberta, and the Saskatch-
ewan district. There are a great many half-breeds who
live on the border of the Saskatchewan River, having settled
there in old days. The resolution to which I refer reads as
follows:- ,

c Whereas it has been represented to this &ssembly by some of its
members that among the haif-breeds resident in the electoral districts
bordering on the Saskatchewan, who preferred claims for losses during
the rebellion of 1885 before the Commissioners on such claims, and
,hose claims have been rejected, some, who were known to have been
loyal, had their claims rejected, while others who were known to have
been directly implicated in the uprising have had their claims allowed.
That such apparent discrimination has given rise to a wide spread feel-
ing among the half-breeds referred to that those who remained loyal
have not received the justice intended by the Government at the hands
of the Commissioners. Be it resolved, &."

I tuink that a commission should be appointed, as the reso-
lution sets forth, consisting of a judge of the Supreme
Court of the North-West Territories, so that all claims may
be wiped out, and not be brought before Parliament year
after year. The next resolution upon which I will touch
was passed on the 23rd of last November, and it sets forth:

" That in the opinion of that Assembly a vote of the Territories on
the question of license versus prohibition should immediately be taken."

This is one of the most burning questions of the North-
West. The people should be allowed to decide whether
they would have free whiskey or high license, or have the
liquor as in the Eastern Provinces. Lliquor is now
brought into the country, and the Government derive no
revenue from it. I have no doubt, if a vote of the people
were taken to-morrow, every man in the business of
selling liquor would vote against free whiskey and with
the temperance party, simply because to do otherwise
would be to destroy his means of livelihood. There
are in Calgary to-day not less than 25 saloons selling
liquor. Neither the town of Calgary nor the Dominion
Government derive any revenue from that sale. It will be
asked, where does the liquor come from ? It comes from
British Columbia, Manitoba and Montana. Under these
circumstances, it would be better if the people of the
North-West were allowed to have a vote on this subject,
or at least be placed on the same footing as the people
in other portions of the Dominion, so that they could pass
the Scott Act or not as they desired. It is certain that you
can never prohibit the sale of liquor in the North-West as
long as it is manufactured. I hope, therefore, that the
Government will take this resolution more especially under
their consideration, and will endeavor to deal with it in
such a way that we can have this question settled either by
the vote of the people or by Lhe Dominion Parliament.
The next resolution takes up the question of immigration.
I think the Government should without doubt grant more

liberal aid to immigration to the North-West than they
have given hitherto. There sbhould b. immense quantities
of pamphlets circulated through all portions of Europe, the
United States and even Eastern Canada. I venture to say
that the United States Governmont havo sent out ton car
loads of immigration pamphlets to one sent by the Do.
minion Government, and the reason why thoir country bas
been settled is because it bas been advertised. With regard
to placing agents in Great Britain and the United States, I
fully agree with the resolution and the remarks of the hon.
member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin). It is asked
that the surm of $15,000 be placed at the disposal of
the Tort itories, and this would be a mere drop in the bucket
as compared with other expenses that are going on, and it
would benefit the country tenfold. The next resolution
deals with the subject of the settlers being allowed to use
dry wood for fuel. That, i bolieve, bas been already
arranged, and I have simply to say that the people of the
North West should be allowed to burn up the dry wood that
is going to waste without paying revenue to the Dominion.
There is another question I wish to urge upon the Min.
ister ofInland Revenue, and that is the appointment of a
bide inspector at McLood and Calgary. At the present
time when so many cattle are boing shippod out of the
country, it has become very important that ail the bides
should be inspected before the cattle leave the country.
Even if a man kills meat on the prairie hoesh. uld be com-
pelled to briug in the bides, so that it would bo known
whether he had killed bis own animals or thoso of bis
neighbors. The cost would bo but very light and it could
easily bo paid out of the revenue, by simpiy pluttîg a tee
upon our hide inspector. In this same rciution the
Assembly recommends as follows :-

" As under the Half-breed Commission of the 20th March, 1885, the
Indian titie, in as far as hilf-breeds are concerned, only extends to
those bora prior to 15th July, 1870, and as a number have been born to
parents coming under the said Commission of 1885, who in the opinion
of this Assembly have equal rights to those already dealt with: This
Assembly would draw the attention of the Dominion Government to the
fact and urge that steps be taken to finally end all half-breed claims."

We ail know that there are quite a number of half-breeds
in the North-West Territories who when this treaty was
made with thom in V,70 were in Manitoba, but before they
were settled with they moved to the Nor th-West. Those
people were not settled with until 18b and thon only those
wbo were includud in the Treaty of 1870 had their claims
met by the Government, leaving the children born between
1870 and 1885 out of the treaty. There is Do roason in the
world why those children should not receive the same
benefits as the other so long as their title is not extinguished.
If the Government had paid eveiyone of thern in 1870
there would probably have been no rebellion in 1885. I
would strongly recommend to the Government that this
matter should be attended to at once and that the claims ef
those excluded from the treaties should be considered in the
same way as the claims of the others, viz., by a commission
of the judges of the North-West Territories, The Assembly
also recommends:

" That the Dominion Government be asked to grant scrip to all those
acting during the North-West Rebellion as scouts under the Police Act."

They also recommend that the North-West Mounted Police,
who rendered valuable services during the rebellion, should
be rewarded. 1 think that this is a very fair request to make
to the Government. There is not the slghtest doubt that
any one wbo acted as a scout dut ing tho rebellion, as well
as the members of the North-West Mounted Police force
should receive the same compensation as others. They are
certainily botter entitled to recognition at the hands of the
Govornment than many of thoso who received it. I cannot
se why the scouts and the Mounted Police sbould not be
treated the same as the militia and volunteer forces. They
did as good work as any of the others, and they should
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receive the same reward. They have been prcluded from
even the small recompense of receiving medals, with the
exception of just a few who were in actual combat. I
know that some of the home guards who never left their
homes at all were presented with medals, but the police
and the scouts who took an active part were left out in the
cold. Whether the police were in action or not, I hold that
every man of them who was in the field should at least
receive a medal. Those medals would not cost much; I
suppose not more than 81.25 each, and that amount would
never be felt by the Dominion of Canada. Another reso-
lution of the Assembly says :

" We, your committee, find that several trails are made use of for
carrying Her Majesty's mails, as well as being the main highways lead-
ing from one settlement to another. We find that certain streams, rivers
and sloughs on those trails form strong impediments, not only to settie-
ment, but interfere, to a great Pztent, in the conveyance of Epr Majesty's
mails, besides causing an increased expenditure of that very important
item.

" The condition of some of those trails, at certain seasons of the year,
has proven to be dangerous to life and property, and communication
between the different settlements made most difficult and supplies not
only rendered much dearer, but, in fact, almost impossible to obtain.

" Such a condition of affairs is a most important element in retarding
settlement and the proper development of the Territories, and as the
funds at the disposal of the Territorial Government are insufficient to
make the necessary improvements, and we consider the Dominion Gov-
ernment especially interested in those trails, we would, therefore, urge
that the Dominion Government appropriate a special sum to be ex-
pended on the following trails, viz.

'From Macleod to Oalgary.
'from Oalgary to Edmonton and Athabasca Landing.

From Swift Ourrent to Battleford.
"From Qu'Appelle to Prince Albert."

1 call particular attention to the necessity for improving
the trail between McLeod and Calgary. There are four
rivers on that tral which during at least four months in
the year are almost impossible to cross, and only one, at
Elbow River, is bridged at the present time. I would
urge on the members of the Cabinet, and especially on the
Minister of Public Works, to see that an appropriation is
put in the Estimates for the bridging of these streams.
Tho work is most important to the people of that district,
and it should not be neglected. The same remarks apply
to the trail from Calgary to Rimonton, and the trail from
Lethbridge to McLeod. This latter trail is only a short
distance of thirty miles, and we have two of the largest
rivers of the North-West to cross on it, which at all seasons
of the year are unfordable. In the spring when the ice is
soft and coming down, it is almost impossible to geL
across this river in any way. Not only are those rivers
dangerous to property, but scarcely a spring passes that
there are not lives lost there. Permit me te make
some comments on the statements of the hon. member
for North Wellington (Mr. McMulien) with rega-d to
colonisation companies in the North-West, for I have
some experience up thore, and I know something about
the condition of things in the Toriitories. Let me tell the
hon. gentleman that the two colonisation companies in the
district of Alberta have been a great benefit to the country,
instead, as he would try to make out, an injury and a dis-
advantage. There are only two companies in operation at
the present time in the North West, as the lands held by
the others have been thrown open, but I ean say that these
two companies have been a boon to that section of the
country. The hon. gentleman has spoken of the exponses
incurred in connection with the administration of affairs in
the North-West and it is a subject which he has been con.
stant!y growlmug about in this louse. It has got to be a
chestnut with the hon. member and I have heard him sing-
ing the same old song for the last three years. If we ask
for the expenditure of publie money up there it is because
we need it to develop our great country, and whatever is
expended ou us now is in a sense only borrowed money, for
n a few years we will be able to pay it back to the Dom-
nion Treasury one hundred fold. The hon& member ha

Mr. DAvis (Alberta).

spoken of the high salaries paid to Dominion land agents.
They get the small sum of $1,200 a year each and when a
man has to board himself out of that in the Territories it
cannot be considered in any sense a high salary. Why, we
have to pay a cowboy $600 a year and board him into the
bargain, and if he is a first class man we have to pay him
$1,l00 a year and board him too. Talk about 81,200 a year to
a Dominion land agent who must be an educated and in-
telligent man, who knows the country, when we have to pay
sometimes nearly double that to a good cowboy. I should say
that the Government ought raise the salaries of the land
agents to 81,500 a year and then it would look more like de-
cent pay. The hon. gentleman has also spoken of the office
expenses of those registry offices. What does he want to
do with them ? Does he want to close them all up and let
them take care of themselves? I suppose that would be his
remedy and that would be his policy to bring population
and settlers into the North-West Territories. There is
another matter to which I wish to call the attention of hon.
gentlemen opposite who are constantly complaining in this
Fouse about the expense of feeding the Indians. I have
lived a good while in the North-West and I know more
about the Indians than some of the hon. gentlemen who
pretend to dictate to us the way in which we should treat
them. Lot me tell those members that they will find it a
great deal cheaper to feed the small number of Indians that
we are feeding at the present time than to have constantly
a row on our hands. It is a good deal easier to feed the
Indians than to fight them, a fact which they have learned
in the United States, and of which they have bitter experi.
ence. I shall not take up the time of this louse further
on this question. There are other matters effecting the
interests of the North-West which will be brought to the
attention of Parliament and the members interested in that
district will probably have an opportunity of referring to
them again.

Mr. DEWDNEY. I do not propose to occupy the time
of the House with any lengthened remarks on this subject
to-night, because I think several opportunities will be
afforded before the close of the Session for dealing with
almost every subject touchel on by hon, gentlemen today.
I think, by this time the House will have found out that there
is more than one "funnel" through which we eau obtain
very valuable and interesting information, with regard to
North-West matters. I am sure, we feel very much in.
debted to the hon. momber for West Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) for bringing up these questions, and not, only making
hon. gentlemen acquainted with the resolutions passel by
the Legislative Assembly last autumn, bat affording an op-
portunity for an expression of views by hon. gentlemen
who are interested in our western country, and giving
mysolf and the Government an opportunity for giving a
greater and more intelligent consideration to the several
matters included in his resolution. The hon. gentleman
went over these resolutions seriatim; but I do not think an
extended reply will be expected from me, because hon.
gentlemen are aware, that all these memorials are now
under the consideration of the Government, and the Gov-
ernment's reply to them, will in a very short time be for-
warded to the Lieutenant Govei nor for the information of
his Legislative Assembly. The hon. gentleman was kind
enough, in connection with the resolution which
he considered of great importance, the prohibition
resolution, to say, that he sympathised -with me dur-
ing the years that the permit system was placed
under my control. Ail I can say in reference to that
is that I did not find the duty a very pleasant one, and
I sympathise with my successor who is now in my shoes in
dealing with it. I shall only be too glad to see some change
made in that respect. As I said to my constituente last
autumn when addressing them, I do not care much what
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change may be made, because I think no change can be
made that will not be an improvement on the present
system. During the seven years that I occupied the position
of Lieutenant Governor, I carried out the duties connected
with that disagreeable portion of my office to the best of
ny ability; and in looking back over those years, I do not
consider that if I had to perform those duties over again, I
could perform thom with greater justice or conscientious-
ness than I did. In regard to another important matter
which has been referred to by my hon. friend from
Saskatchewan (Mr. Macdowall), namely, the appeal made
on bebalf of the half-breeds, I may say that the Govern-
ment are giving very serious attention to that matter, and
I am sure that they feel inclined to do all they possibly can
to carry out the views expressed by my hon. friends from the
North West. With regard to the appeals alseo made on behalf
of the scouts and the Mounted Police who were engaged dur.
ing the rebellion, for scrip, that is a matter which it appears
to me should receive the favorable consideration of the
Government, and I shall exercise what little influence I
have to bring about the wishes of my hon. friend. With
regards to the remarks of the hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton), I may say that I do not agree with
him in the views he bas expressed with regard to our land
laws. The hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Daly) spoke very
freely on that subject, when I think my hon. friend from
Norfolk was not in the louse, stating that on several occa-
sions he bas differed from the hon. gentleman on the subjoct
of our iand laws as compared with those of the United
States. He, as well as some other hon. members, consider eur
land laws as liberal if not more liberal than those of the
United States. lowever, I am not as welt acquainted with
those laws as the hon. gentleman opposite ; but it does
appear to me very singular that hon. gentlemen should
differ so much in that respect. One feature of the United
States land regulations may be more liberal than ours,
for while within the railway belt, some 50 to 80 miles
on each side of the railway, what is known as the
chequer-board system is adopted, outside this belt a settler
can homestead on every quarter-section. That may be
better than our policy, and I do not see how our
policy can be improved except as suggested by the hon.
member for Marquette (Mr. Watson) by givirg land grants
to railways ini alternate townships inistead of in alternate
sections. I agree with him in that eLtirely, and I may say
that the Government in dealing with anyapplication made
to them are acting upon that view, and in future when any
land grants are given, they will be given in that way. The
hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) and
several other members have diverged a good deal from
what I expected would be the line of the debate. That hon,
gentleman came loaded with figures which I was not quite
able to follow, and which I am not able at present to con-
trovert. I may say that I was also loaded up with figures,
but unfortunately I have left my gun behind me. But I
differ from the hon. gentleman in the conclusions he bas
arrived at, and I hope to take some other opportunity of
giVing a comparison as to the cost of management of the
North-West under the present Government with the cost
during the years the hon. gentleman's frienda were in
power. I can show him that our management has been
infinitely more economical than theirs. Now tbe hon.
member for South Norfolk stated that he thought that our
policy had been wrong in not putting up to competition coal
lands, pasture lands and timber lande. Well, we have a very
large coal area, and I am not aware that there is any great
demand or rush fcr those coal lands, and I do not think that
if they were put up at auction we would derive more beneft
from them than we do now. It requires very large capital
to enter into the coal mining enterprise, and for that reason
there is not a very great demand in that direction. Our
coal area is of immense extent, and the coal is a very

valuable commodity, which should be carefully bandled and
protected, and in whatever we do our great aim should be
to have it worked as economically as possible, and get it
into the hands of the settlers at as cheap a rate as possible.
I intend to take measures similar to those taken in the
United States in order to prevent any monopoly of our coal
deposits, and will bring in an amendment to this effect
when dealing with our Lands Act. With regard to our
ranche lands, I do not think, if they were put up at auction,
we should derive any more finçaiql horn<fit- f'rom themi
than we do The policy, when leases were first establisbed,
was to induce ranchemen to bring capital into the country
in order to start the cattle industry there. The price
we have obtained for those leases bas not been extravagant,
but a great many of those who have leases are not paying
their rent, and I do not think tbey intend paying it, as they
do not consider the privileges they derive from their leases
sufficient to induce them to pay their rent. I do not think
if we were to put those ranches up at auction that we would
get any greater benefit from then than we do. As regards
timber limite, no doubt the hon. gentleman knows that for
some years past they have been put up at competition.
With regard to the land law generally, in which of late I
have taken special interest, I fel very mnch in the same
way as do my colleagues in the North-West. I am as
anxious as they are that we should do all we can in the in-
terest of the settlers. In all new countries, whether mining
or agricultural, the early pioneer is the one who bas to face
the greatest difficulties, and the one we ought to protect
and assist as much as possible. I was glad to hear from
the hon. member from Marquette and others that the inter-
view we hart this moriing in regard to matters generally
in the North-West was satisfactory, and that some
conclusions I had arrived at were satisfactory to those
hon. gentlemen. 1 shall be always willing at any
time to receive their suggestions and do my share
in bringing about ary changes which will be in the
interests of the settiers. It is hardly the time for me
to answer the hon. member from North Wellington, I
may say that my impression is that the officials are not
overpaid, and J may tell the bon. gentleman that I had this
morning an appeal from the members of the west who
waited upon me, and who certninly know what they are
talking about, to incrcase tho saluriei of certainm officials in
the North-West Ter ritories. I do not think I need detain
the House longer except to thuik my hon. friend from
Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) for bringing this matter up, and
giving me an opportunity of hearing the different views of
hon gentlemen, which will be of great assistance to the
Government in coming to a conclusion on the subject under
discussion,

Motion agreed to.

TRADE COMBINATIONS.

On the Order being called for second reading of Bill (No.
11) for the prevention and suppression of combinations
formed in restraint of trade.-(Mr. Wallace.)

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man to let that stand.

Mr. WALLACE. The Government proposes to take
next Thursday as Government day, and I would like to
have the assurance of tbe hon. gentleman that opportunity
will b. given me to bring the Bill before the louse.

Sir JOHN THIOMPSON. I have no hesitation in saying
that an opportunity will be given to have the Bill read the
second time.

Motion allowed to stand.
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PROTECiION TO LABORERS.

On the Order being called for the second readIng of Bill
(No 53) for the protection of ;ersonM ernployed by contrac
tor. engaged in the construction of railways under Acts
passed by the Parliament of Canada.-(Mr. Purcell.)

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would ask the hon. gentle.
man to allow that Order to stand, as the Bill has only been
distributed to-day.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman will have an oppor-
tunity to bring the Bill down again.

Motion allowed to stand.

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 9:50 p.m.

BOUSE OF COMMONS.

FarDAY, lst March, 1889.

The SPmtEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

WRECKING IN CANADIAN WATERS.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK presented report of the Select
Committee on Bill (No. 2) to permit foreign vessels to aid
vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters.

Mr. CHARLTON. I was a member of that committee
and failed to get the notice to attend. The hon. member
for North Essex was aiso a member of the committee and
was absent, and I regret that the committee has taken ac-
tion in the matter in the absence of two members most
directly interested.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am sorry that the hon. mer&-
bers referred to were absent, but I presumed the notices
were sent to them as well as to the others. The com mittee
were unanimous in the report they made, and it did rot
occur to us that we should postpone the proceedings of the
committee to find out whether the bon. gentleman intended
to attend or to take any further interest in the matter. I
can only say that there was a ful quorum. There were
ten members of the committee present, and they were un-
animons in the report made.

Mr. BOWELL. It would be as well, as the Bill is materi.
ally changed from the original Bill, to have it reprinted
for circulation among the members.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I received notice to attend,
and there was a large number present, who were unanimous
in their finding.

Mr. CHA RLTON. I received notice after the committee
had met, and I went to the room at eleven o'clock, but the
committee had adjourned.

P. E. I.-WINTER COMMUNICATION.

Mr. LAN DRY moved for leave to introduce B Il (No. 96)
to incorporate the Prince Edward Island and Continental
Railway and Ferry Company. He said: I would ask leave
to call the attention of the Government and of this House
to the importance of this Bill. I shall not make any ex.
tended remarks at this stage, because on the second reading
I shall have an opportunity of speaking at greater length.

Sir JoN THoxPEoN.

I wish simply to point out now that we hope, if this Bill
becomes law and this company is organised, that, in the
carrying out of the intentions of this Act, the contract be.
tween Prince Edward Island and the rest of the Dominion
as to winter communication will be more effectually carried
out than it bas been in the past. From that point of view,
I think it is a Bill of very great importance, and I the.,e-
fore wish to ask the attention especially of the Government,
as well as of other members, to the measure.

Motion ogreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ESTREATED RECOGNISANCES BILL.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 97) to amend chapter 179 of the Revised Statutes.
He said : Under the Indictable Offences Act, and the
Summary Convictions Act, provision is male in a number
of sections to enable the magistrate before whom an accused
person is brought, or a person who gives evidence, to take
recognisances for the appearance of the accused afterwards,
or that the person will prosecute, or that the witness will
attend, or for his reappearance on an adjournment, or for
the appearance of a person who las been seized on a dis-
tress warrant, but it is not provided what the magistrate is
to do with the recognisance when ho takes it. Two or
three years ago, an Act was pasqed in regard to the manner
in which recognisances were to be estreated, but there is no
provision in the existing law, by which these recognisances
should be forwarded to the Superior Courts, in order that
they may be enforced. It is to fill up that hiatus ia the
law that I have introduced this Bill, and I trust the Min-
ister of Justice will examine into it, and, if he finds, as I am
sure he will find, that I am right, that there is a very great
omission in the existing law, the consequences of which are
that prisoners go unwhipped of justice, he will take the Bill
under his wing and will give it Government support, so as
to allow it to get through this Session.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

COMMERCIAL UNION WITH THE UNITED STATES.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before the Orders of the Dsay are prr'-
ceeded wiLh, I desire to place before the House a matter of
information which wdl be of very great interest, I presume,
to every member of the House and to the Government. A
telegram has to-day been received from Washington, which
reads :

" House of Representatives this morning passed my resolution to pro-
mote Commercial Union with Canada. Nearly unanimous vote.

"ROBERT R. HITT."
Mr. FOSTER. That is a very bad hit.

JESUITS' ESTATES BILL.

Mr, O'BRIEN. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I desire to give notice that, on the first convenient occasion
I will move a resolution on the Pubject of the disallowarce
of the Act respecting the Jesuits' Estates passed in the Pro-
vince of Quebec. I would have moved in this matter at an
earlier period of the Session, were it not that the hon.
member for North Victoria (Kr. Barron) had taken up this
question, but, after a delay of two weeks, I find he bas put
a notice on the paper, which, from its position, can hardly
ho reached during the present Session, or, at any rate, until
so late as to prevent a proper discussion of the subject.

Mr. SPEAKER. When members desire to bring up
matters before the Orders of the Day are called, they sbould
do so before those Orders are called, and should not inter-
rupt other members after the Orders are called,
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SUPPLY-THE FISHERIES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Foster:

" That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair for the House to go again
into Committee of Supply."

And the motion of Mr. Laurier in amendment thereto, that
ail the words after the word "that'" be left out, and the
following inserted instead thereof:-

" In view of the rejection by the Senate of the United States of the
Washington Treaty of 1888, and the unfortunate and regrettable differ-
ences existing between Canada and the United States on the fishery and
trade questions, this Bouse is of the opinion that steps should be taken
at an early day by the Government of Oanada for the satisfactory ad-
justment of such differences, and the securing of unrestricted freedom
in the trade relations of the two countries, and that in any negotiations
entered upon for such purposes, Canada should be directly represented
by some one nominated by its Government.

" That in the meantime and to permit of such negotiations being
favorably entered on, and to afford evidence of the anxious desire of
Canada to promote good feeling and to remove all possible subjects of
controversy, this Fouse is of opinion that the modus vaendi proposed on
behalf of he British Government to the Government of the United
States with respect to the fisheries should be continued in operation
during the ensuing fishing season."

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I rise to continue the
debate on the resolutions môved by my hon. and esteemed
friend, the member for Quebec East (Ur. Laurier), a few
days ago. The resolution which was offered to the House
contained three propositions of a very important character
to the people of this country, which open up three important
living subjects before the people, and which, in my opinion,
before many years have passed, will have to be decided on
the lines which are proposed by the great Liberai party.
The first is the fishery dispute. It is a question which bas
engaged the attention of both parties for a great many years,
but more particularly since the abrogation of the Washing-
ton Treaty, and it has created a good deal of annoyance, irri-
tation and misunderstanding between the two countries-
a condition of matters which is not pleasing to either of
those countries-and it behooves us, not as a party or as a
Government, but as the people of this country, to en-
deavor to settle this question on equitable lines. What is
the difference between the contention of Canada and the
contention of the United States ? I understand that the
principal difference has regard to the interpretation of that
clause of the treaty which indicates, by its verbal construe-
tion, that the Americans have no right to come into our
ports, except for four purposes-to secure water, to secure
wood, for repairs, and for shelter. Now, Sir, it bas been
contended by the Government of Canada that this is the
construction which we should put upon that clause
of the treaty. I do not impute to the Government of
this country any fault in vindicating what they suppose
toe othe rights and dignity of Canada, but I do believe that
the construction placed upon the treaty is of too narrow a
character, it is too much of a verbal character; and I do
not believe that it will be borne ont by the British
Government, who is responsible for the settlement of
this matter. The United States contend that we
put toc narrow and too illi beral a construction upon
that clause; and contend that they have the right to
corne in as well to buy provisions and other necessaries
during the fishing season, and to tranship their fish in bond
across Canadian tVrritory. Now, Sir, who bas the settle-
ment of this question? It is well known to every person
in this House that this question must b settled by the British1
Go'vernment; it isin Great Britain that the treaty-making
power is vested and not in Canada. We know, from expres-
5ions used by the Colonial Secrotary of that Government, in
1871, in reference to this very matter under dispute, that the
iEnglish Government is not favorable to the contention or

to the interpretation put upon it by the Canadian Govern-
muent. Allow me to read to this House the opinion of the
British Government as expressed by Lord Kimberly, who
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was then Colonial Secretary, in a letter written by him to
the Governor General of Canada, for the information of the
Government of Canada, upon the interpretation of that
clause. In February, 1871, Lord Kimberly wrote as fol-
lows :-

'' The exclusion of Americau fishermen from resorting to Canadian
porta, except for the purpose of shelter, and of repairing damages there-
in, to purchasing wood and of obtaining water, might be warranted by
the letter of the Treaty ot 1818, and by the term of the Imperial Act
59 George lit, chapter 38, but Her Majesty's Government feel bound to
state that it seems to themn an extreme measure, inconsistent with the
general policy of the Empire, and they are disposed to concede this
point to the United States Government under such restrictions as may
be necessary to prevent smuggling, and to guard against any substantial
invasions of the exclusive rigbts of fishing which may be reserved to
British subjects."

Now, Sir, that is the opinion of the British Government
upon the very point that is in dispute botweon Canada and
the United States; and as the British Governmont will
have to decide this matter, thoy cortainly will not go back
upon the opinion they expressed in 1871 through her
Colonial Secretary, and, so far as I have read or have been
enabled to gather, the British Government have exprossed
no other opinion. Now lot me furthor quote from another
letter sent by Lord Kimberly to the Govornor General of
Canada during the same year :

" I think it right, however, to add that the responsibility of deteriining
what is the true construction of a treaty made hy ler Mejesty with any
foreign power, muet remain in fHer Njesty's Government, aud that the
degree to which this country would make itself a party to the stricter
enforcements of the treaty rights, may depend not unly upon the literal
construction ot the treaty, but on the moderation and reasonableness
with which those rights are asserted."

You will see that the opinion expressed by the British Gov-
erument in 1871 was that they had the power of deciding
this question, and that if circumstances arose in which Great
Britain was called upon to deocide it, she would certainly
decide it in the favor of the contention of the United States-
that is, she would decide it upon broad principles of oquity
between two great nations. Thereforo, 1 am of opinion
that if this matter is brought before the British Govern-
ment for solution, they would nover hold the contention of
the Canadian Government, singeo they have already placd
upon record the opinion that I have cited; and surely the
British Goverument would never think of going to war
for the purpose of assisting Canada in upholding a conton-
Lion in which the British Government did not blioevo. The
British Government also says that the Canadian oontontion
it is not only extreme, but it is contrary to the Imperial
policy; therefore if they assisted Canada in carrying out
that contention, they would be opposing wbat in thoir opinion
is contrary to Imperial policy. Thoroforo, I am of
opinion that the Government of this country should
meet the United States upon honorable and dignified
groand, and propose something that would lead us out
of this difficulty before we are compollod to back down,
after having involved our country still further in irritations
and annoyances so unpleasant and dangerous. But there are
other considerations to be borne in mind. Supposing that
Canada conceded what is set forth in the Colonial Secretary's
letter, who would be the loser? There are two sides to
this question. Suppose Canada allowed United States
fishermen to come into our ports for the purpose of
purchasing provisions, bait, nets, &c., necessary to fisher-
mon, certainly that would be an advantage to the American
fishermen as it would bring thoir basis of operations much
nearer their employment. That is one aide. Now, look at
the other side, and ascertain whother our own people would
not be largely bonefited also. If these fishermen were
allowed to come into Canadian ports for the parpose of pur-
chasing those necessary articles-sucih as seines, tackling,
ropes, nets, bait, provisions and other things-they would
become customers to the people of the Bastern Provinces,
and would assist our own people by affording them a mar-
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ket for those articles in the production of which they are
engaged. In this way they would be largely benefited.
Then, again, there are a large number of men in Nova
Scotia and neighboring Provinces ready to be engaged
on fishing vessels; they want money to support their
families, and if the American fishermen were allowed to
come upon the Canadian shore for the purpose of engag-
ing men to go out to the deep sea fisheries, large numbers
of Canadian people would obtain employment and earn
money with which to support their families; and so in a
hundred ways our people would be largely benefited,
much more benefited in this particular respect than any
injury that might accrue by the concession of the point in
dispute between the two countries. There is another
point to which I beg leave to draw the attention of the
House. Suppose that the Canadian Government is not
willing to concede this point, what is to be the outcome ?
The consoquences might lead to trouble and excite an irri-
tation the results of whicb might be deplorable. The
Americans propose to themselves three alternatives of set-
tling this matter. I would place them before the people of
this country and ask which they prefer to accept ? I will
read from an official document presented to the Congress of
the United States by a commission that was appointed to
report upon the matter, The commissioners say, speaking
for the United States, first :

" We must live under the treaty, and be constantly embroiled with
the British Government as to its proper interpretation."

That is what she bas been doing for a great many ycars.
She bas been embroiled with the British Government a
great many times since 1818, and she has been particularly
embroiled with the British Government since 1885, leading
to irritation and annoyances which are not pleasant to
either country. Or, second:

" We must reform that interpretation by a fair and just agrcement
between this country and the British iovernment."
Is not that a just and right way to solve the difficulty-to
interpret that treaty along the lines of international equity
which should exist between great nations in the settlement
of disputes. Or, third:

"We must abandon the treaty aed adopt a policy of retaliation to
protectour rights."
I do not suppose there is any bon. member, on the
Conservative or on the Reform side of this House, who
would like to see the last alternative adopted by the
United States. We were told the other day by the leader
of the Government that ho did not fear retaliation.
But if retaliation should ' come-and there is no
improbability in the matter-it would certainly affect the
interests cf Canada as well as those of the United States,
and if we are a wise people we can settle the difficulty on a
botter principle than that of allowing one Governmeit
to enter upon a policy of retaliation against another. It
would at least be wise and honorable to go haif way and to
say to the United States: Corne, Let us reason together on
this matter and settle it on the lines of equity and honor
between nation and nation. This is an important question,
and in relation to it the people of this country should not
act as partisans. It is a matter particularly affecting
Canada. It is one that affects Reformers as well as Conser-
vatives and every truc Canadian, and it is to the interest of
everyone that polities and partisanship should be laid aside,
and like men and Canadians ask ourselves: What is tbbhest
way of settling a dispute which has caused so much irrita-
tion and annoyance ? I am not speaking from a political
standpoint to-day, but from a Canadian standpoint, and if
we are in the wrong lot us yield, but if we are in the right,
according to the judgments of the very highest authorities,
let us maintain that right with dignity. But surely there
are wise mon who eau find a way by which this question
can be settled, and at the same time maintain the friendly

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

relations existing between the two countries. Mr. Speaker,
there is another question which is of great importance to
this country. It came before us the other day. It is a
question which should be thorougbly ventilated and dis-
cussed by both parties with a view to arriving at a proper
conclusion. It is a question into which our political parti-
sanship should not run, but it sbould be decided in the
interests of our country, not only of our present country,
but of our future country, which we expect to be much
greater and grander than anything we possess to-day. But
if we are continually considering questions from political
and sectional standpoints, the future of this country will
not be as great as it is expected to be; but if we stand
shoulder to shoulder like true Canadians we will arrive at
wise conclusions in regard to these national questions that
are pressing upon our attention. We, as Canadians, possess
a country which contains within itself the greatest possi-
bilities.

Some bon. MEMBERS. llear, hear.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I am very g lad to know
there are very many hon. gentlemen opposite who entertain
bright expectations with regard to the greatness of our coun-
try. I also do so. I am a Canadian, born in Canada, and I
love Canada far above even Britain herself, and it is our
duty as Canadians to work out our own destiny. This
country extending from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, contain-
ing within itself every element of greatness, bas a great
destiny in store for it, if Canadians are true to their country
and to themselves. We possess vast tracts of the finest
agricultural land upon which the sun ever shone; we have
vast forests of timber, the finest that stands upon the con.
tinent of America ; we have the finest mineral resources to
be found in any nation, in different parts of this country,
and only awaiting capital and labor for their development,
and we have fishing interests in the east and the west sur-
passing any other fishing interests in the world. With these
vast storehouses of natural wealth around us, and with a
people full of pluck, vigor and skill, we shall work ont a
great destiny, provided we stand shoulder to shoulder and
apply our great natural forces to accomplish that end. We
have great responsibilities resting upon us. We have the
responsibility of developing these vast resources ; and in
order to be placed in an equal position with the other
countries surrounding us, I hold that we must have a wider
and greater constitutional freedom to open up markets for
our products. Even at the present time we have the home
market glutted, and we are compelled to send a large portion
of our product to foreign countries, and if we hope to com-
pete successfully in the markets of foreign countries with
rival nations, we must possess equal privileges with them.
We must possess the power to make our own commercial
treaties with foreigi countries. Again, there is great
responsibility rosting upon us in view of our geographi-
cal relations to the great country to the sonth. We are
contiguous with the greatest nation on this continent
for thiee thousand miles, and it behooves us to act so
that we may avoid everything of an irritating character
between the two countries. It becomes us to watch
that there be no overt act committed that may
give umbrage to the United States Government, and
that nothing shal be done that will interfere with
trade and commerce between the two countries. I
believe, if we possessed the constitutional powers to make
our own treaties, and if we were able to send a representa-
tive direct to Washington, we would b better able to avoid
contentions than we are under the piesent system. It is
our duty to go to Great Britain and ask Her Majesty's
Government to extend to us the constitutional liberty to
make our own treaties, so that we may be botter able to
develop this portion of the Empire, and, by developing this
Dominion, add to the dignity and prestige of the British
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Empire as a whole, and thus we will take greater pride and
delight in calling ourselves Canadians, though citizens of the
Empire. There is another responsibility resting upon us, and
that is with regard to opening up foreign markets for the
people of Canada. It may be asked have we opened up
foreign markets to as great an extent as possible ? Have
we extended our commerce to all those foreign counties
that are prepared to receive the products of the Canadian
people ? I do not think so. It on!y requires an investiga-
tion to ascertain that our foreign markets are very limited,
and it behooves the Canadian Government, and the Can.
adian people to seek to extend their trade and commerce
into those countries where the people are prepared to buy
from us, and in order to do this we require power to enter
into negotiations with those countries and to consummate
those negotiations by trade treaties. When we consider we
have here 5,000,000 of intelligent people, largoly composed
of the most intelligent classes from foreign countrie -of
intelligent Scotchmen, Englishmen, Irishmen, Frenchmen
and Germans-many of whom, on arriving here, were
already skilled in the art of government, and have become
still further skilled in the art of constitutional government
in Canada, it is not too much to ask that to this Dominion
should be given the power of making her own treatie. I
think, Sir, that on looking over the history of this country
we will find that we have neither abused nor ilu-nsed the
constitutional power granted to us by the Britih Govern-
ment. On the contrary, we have used that constitutional
power to promote the interests and prosperity of our c)un-
try, and to increase the dignity and the prostige of the
Bitish Empire. We can, therefore, with grace and dignity
go to the loot of the Throne of England and ask that
further constitutional powers be bestowed upon us. We
were told, about fifty years ago-many of the hon. gentle-
men I address will not remember, but you know it from
your historical readings-when we asked for responsible
Government, that it was a step towî'rds the dissolution
of that tie which binds us to the British Empire ; but the
sequel has taught us differently. We are more loyal to-day,
our affections towards the British Empire are stronger to-
day, and the bonds that bind us to the British Crown are
stronger to-day than they were fifty years ago, when a con-
stitutional Government was given us. The more power we
obtain, the more loyal we become to the British Empire,
and the more dignified we appear in the eyes of the woild.
We know how to take care of the power placed in our
hands. I believe that if the British Government is ap-
proached by the Government of this country, and if the
matter is laid before them, in a plain and reasonable way,
the power of making our own trade treaties will be
cordially granted this country. It bas been asked in
this House: "lHas not the diplomacy of England been
sufficiently favorable to Canada in all cases in which that
diplomacy was used ?" Sir, the diplomacy of England
has not, on the whole, been conducive to Canadian
interests. In 1794, Lord Dorchester said that we should
give up to the -United States all the territory west of
Niagara Falls, brcause the great ships of England
could not pass beyond that, and the territory beyond was
Of nO use to England. Wiser and botter counsels prevailed,
and that vast and fertile territory west of Niagara Falls,
has been secured to the Canadian people. As the member
for Assiniboia (1fr. Davin) put it the other day, the "greater
Canada " has been reserved to the Canadian people. In
1842, when the boundary settlement was made between the
Provincof New Brunswick and the State of Maine, the
Americans took advantage of the ignorance of the English
diplomatists, and they withheld an important map from the
consideration of the commission,by the withholdingof which,
and on aceount of the ignorance of the diplomatists sont
fromi England, a large portion of New Brunswick was taken
from Canada and annexed to the State of Maine. Need I

refer further into the diplomacy of Great Britain in
matters pertaining to Canada, to prove that my statement
is true ? Lot me refer to the circumstances attending the
commission on the boundaries of Oregon. The American
Government went to Maltby & Co., the celobrated geo-
graphers, and purchased a terrestrial globe. It marked
the divisions of Orogon on it to suit itself, and made
the English commissioners believe that these outines wore
made by the great geographers. This proved an import-
ant factor in the decision of the commission. The ignorance
of the English deplomatists was again taken advantage of,
and the boundary was fixed in opposition to the interests
of Canada. Mlany of you remember, as I remember, the
time the Fonians invaded this country. Those mon
were allowed, in the United States, to hold meetings in open
day for the purpose of discussing and perfecting
their plans to invade Canada. They left the United
States ports under the very eyes of the Unitod States
authorities without any remonstrance whatever, and thoy
entered this country ut Ridgeway, destroying public and
private property. Not only that, but many of our own
gallant young mon who turned out from the University of
Toronto to defend the institutions of thoir country, were
slain by those bad mon who came from the United States.
What was the result of British diplomacy in this matter ?
A fewyears afterwards the United States Government made
a demand upon the English Govornmont for componsation
for the destruction of the Ala/abma dutring the war, and
it received $15,000,000 from the British Commissionors.
I believe that the right hon. gentlemun who lead the Gov-
ernment was one of tho Iligh Commissioners at that timo.
When our claim for compensation against the United States
was pressed upon the British plonipotentiaries, they asked
our Minister to withdraw bis claim, and they did not press
it upon the United States Goverument. The British Gov-
ernment gave us orly a guarantoe under a loan of twolve
and a half million dollars. Tho interests of Canada were
neglected. This was another instance in which the interesta
of Canaa were sacrificed by the British ambassadors. The
Canadian Government had the advantage of the Imporial
guarantee, but not a single cent was paid to our private
citizens who had their proporty destroyed on that
occasion. You will remember, Sir, that in 1878 we had
the Halifax Commission. That commission was for the
purposocf deciding the value of our fisheries to the
American fishermen during the continuance of the Washing-
ton Treaty. The English Government proposed to sond a
man hore to arbitrate for us, but to the credit of the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackonzie), who thon led the
Govornment, ho told the English Govornment that we could
settle this matter very well on this side of the water, and
that ho would appoint hisown arbitrator. That power was
at once granted by the British Government, and the hon.
gentleman made a wise choice of bis commissioner in the
person of the present Sir A. T. Galt. The result of that
commission was that an award of five and half million dol-

lars was made, and it proved highly satisfactory to the
Canadian people. This satisfactory result was obtained

becuaus we were reprosentel by a Canadian who understood
our interest, who went there in, the interests of Canada, and
whose whole thought was to bonefit the country which ap-
pointed him. Atfter all the failures and eacrifices wo suffered

ut the hands of British diplomatists, it will be abundant
evidence to prove to every person in this louse, that we
should have the power to appoint our own agents, to carry on
negotiations with other coantries. I ask the people of this
country, who can discharge their duty best in the interests
of Canada? Is it not the party whose interests are to ho
served, whose markets are to ho enlargod, whose country
is to be developed and whose trade and commerce are to be
extended ? Are not these the proper parties teosend to a

foreign power, to transact business in which Canada is
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deeply interested ? Lot me point out to this House, that
our foreign markets have been neglected. I do not know
whether an endeavor bas been made to improve them or
not, but the fact remains, that the Government has failed
to establish any market for Canada in foreign countries of
any importance whatever. In 1879, when the Government
inaugurated the National Policy in this country, it was
said by the Reform party that it would destroy our trade
with the Amnericans. The Government's answer was that
they were entering into negotiations with foreign countries,
for the purpose of opening up new markets for us, and that
even if the Americans did not take a single dollar's worth
from us, Canada would derive as mach profit from those
new foreign markets. Now, it will be interesting to this
House, and the people of this country, to know whether
these promises have been realised or not, and to show
whether they have or not, I wish to refer to the increase
that bas taken place in the last ten years in our trade with
foreign countries otbor than the United States. Sir, when I
consider that one-third of our people are of French extrac-
tion; when I consider that one-third of our population are
people whose language, manners, customs and religion are
the same as those of France, I wonder at our limited trade
with that country. I would reasonably expect our tradei
with France to be very large ? France requires many articles
produced by the skill and enterprise of the Canadian
people, and is able to supply us with many of the articles
our people require, and it would ho natural that a large1
trade should exist with that country. But a large trade doesi
not exist; and I ask whose fault it is ? I do not say it isg
the Government's fault; it is the fault of the system. We
are not able to send our ligh Commissioner to France toi
make direct negotiations, but al negotiations with that
country have to filter through the British Foreign Officei
and the British Embassy in France; and these roundabout1
methods prevented Sir Alexander Galt, in 1878, arrangingi
a treaty with France in favor of Canada. Now, Sir, to showi
the limited character of our trade with France, lot me say1
that we imported from that country in 1888-

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman is going
back to the discussion of the question that was disposed of
in the House the other day.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The principle is embraced
in the present resolution.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is only incidentally embraced ; and
the hon, gentleman cannot make a speech on the subject
that was the other day discussed and negatived.î

Mr. MITCHE LL. It strikes me that the hon. gentlemane
is not violating the Rute in the manner in which Your2
Honor suggests, but is incidentally referring to the failuref
of the Administration, in relation to the management of pub-h
lic matters, in dealing with the question of trade.t

Mr. SPEAKER. As -long as the speech of the hon. gen-F
tleman could be taken in the sense just noticed by the hon.,
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), I allowed him
to go on, but now I think he is entering into a speech on
the subject.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I understood from the t
wor ding of the resolution that it embraced the principle of
making our own treaties through our own accredited agents, i
by stating that in any negotiations between Canada and the4
United States, Canada should be represented directly by n
her own. accredited agent; and that, in my opinion, in- i
volves the principle of deating in the same way with anzy i
other country as well as the United States. I did not refer b
to any arguments used in the discussion the other day, or to a
any person who took part in that discussion. I thought I t
was perfectly at liberty to run along the lino indicated by t
the wording of that resolution. I am only a.young mem- w

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron),

ber, and, of course, I only throw out these suggestions. I
do not assume to give any information to the Speaker at ali.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would just like to call your at-
tention, Mr. Speaker, to the resolution, which says: that
steps should be taken at an early day, by the Government
of Canada, for the satisfactory adjustment of such fishery
differences, and the securing of unrestricted freedom in the
trade relations of the two countries, and that, in any
negotiations entered upon for such purposes, Canada should
be directly represented by some one nominated by its Gov-
ernment. The resolution disposed of the other day had
relation only to commercial treaties. This bas specific re-
lation to the settlement of our fishery differences. Many
gentlemen might hold that it was necessary to have our
own representative to settle our fishery differences, and not
to make ordinary arrangements. Therein the two resolu-
tions are not alike.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have n ot decided that the hon. gen-
tleman could not make lis speech, but that that question is
only an incident to the present question before the House;
only ho must not go too far.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I was about to say that our
trade relations with France are not what we would naturally
expect them to ho. Our imports from France in 1888
amounted to 82,245,000, not a very large import, but a
very large one when compared with our total export to
that country, which only amounted to 8383,000. Now,
anless it can be shown that France has no capacity for
anything we proluce, I think there must ho some reason-
able explanation for the meagreness of our trade with
that great country. I have already said that Sir Alexander
Galt was sent to France as Hligh Commissioner to
negotiate a treaty a few years ago, and, according
to bis statement, ho found a very great difficulty in
negotiating, because ho was not permitted to go into the
immediate presence of the parties with whom ho had
business. He stated that one of the greatest difficulties in
negotiating treaties of that kind was the fact that those
negotiations had to go through so many hands. I
want to draw the attention of the House to the fact that
the British Minister has to build bis reputation, not
upon colonial interests, but on British interests; and
when we find British interests coming into contact with
colonial interests in these negotiations, we cannot reason-
ably expect that the British Minister will use his influence for
Canada in opposition to the interests of Great Britain.
Was there any point in the negotiations of 1878 that was
in favor of Great Britain? Yes, there was. British ships
entering France for sale were only charged a Customs duty of
2 frnces per ton, while Canadian-built ships were charged 40
francs per ton. Do you suppose that any man, being
human as the British Minister is, and being interested in
the prosperity of those whom ho represented, could ho ex-
pected to make a treaty in the interests of Canada when
the interests of the ship-building industry of Great Britain
were opposed to it ? It was of the greatest interest to Canada
to arrange a treaty with France so that her ships could go
into the French markets on the same terms as British ships.
That treaty was very nearly concluded. But the delays in
the British Foreign Office, and the necessity of waiting for
the action of the British Minister, resulted in the failure of
that treaty ; and our ships continued for a time to be charged
40 francs, and British ships only 2 francs a ton of duty. It
may be said that we did not suiffer long in this respect;
but when the duty was reduced on Canadian vessels to 2
francs a ton, thon the French Government gave a
bounty to their own built ships to such an extent as to give
greater protection to their own vessels and a greater res-

riction to ours. Now, I hold, if we had a plenipotentiary
hore, appointed directly by the Government of Canada,
with power to negotiate directly with the French authori-
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ties any treaty based upon these negotiations, being subjeci
to ratiflestion by the Canadian Parliament, our relation@
with France would be botter than they are ; and if the
treaty was contrary to Imperial policy, Great Britain had
the same power that she now possesses, of disallowing th
Acts of the Ganadian Parliament. In this respect there wil
be nointerference with her rights, and we would have all the
advantages of direct negotiations with the countries intc
whose markets we wish to send our products. Let us next re
fer to Spain. With Spain we have hardly any trade, althougl
effort after effort has been made by two of the greatesi
statosmen that ever occupied the Treasury benches of this
country, who went to Spain to make a treaty. Sir Alexander
Gait was sent to Spain a few years ago, and did all he possi
bly could to negotiate a treaty, but failed ; and the other greal
statesman, the late Finance Minister,one of the best diplomats
probably in the country to-day, went there three or four
times, and he, to a certain extent, failed also. Let me give
you Sir Alexander Galt's reason for his failure, as quoted
by Sir Charles Tupper in his Budget Speech in 1887. Sir
Alexander Galt had loft a document for the perusal of Sir
Charles Tupper in regard to this particular matter, and Sir
Charles Tupper said :

" I may say, Sir, in that relation, that in 1884 Sir Alexander Galt,
before hie appointment as High Oommissioner for Canada in London,
was charged with the duty of endeavoring to isegotiate with Spain a
treaty of advanced commercial trade relations with Cuba and Porto
Rico. That treaty, hon. gentlemen know, Sir Alexander Galt was not
able to carry to completion, and when I had the honor of succeeding
him in the office of High Commissioner, he left for my information and
perusal a document in which he said that he found himself greatly
hampered in discharging the duties imposed upon him by the Govern-
ment of Canada, because he only stool in the position of a commercial
commissioner, and it was necessary that all bis negotiations with the
Government of Spain should be filtered through Her Majesty's Minister
at the Court of Madrid."

Sir Charles Tupper then went to Spain, having received
from the Government of Great Britain greater power,
greater latitude and greater constitutional freed om, as ho
saye himself. And how did ho succeed? He said:

"I will read to this House an extract from a letter sentby the Foreign
Office to the Colonial Office, dated 26th July, 1884, and forwarded to
me for the information of the Canadian Government:

If the 8panish Government are favorablydisposed a fuller power
for these negotiations will be given to Sir Robert Morrier ' "-

"-who was then Ambassador of Her Majesty's Government at Madrid-
and Sir Charles Tupper jointly. The actual negotiation would pro-

bably be conducted by ir (Charles Tupper ; but the convention, if con-
cluded, mut be signed by both plenipotentiaries, and be entered into
between fer Majesty and the King of Spain, with the special object of
regulating Canadian trade with the Spanish territories specified in the
convention.' I

" I am quite certain that the House will appreciate the great import.
ance of that arrangement, and they will feel that the discussions that
have taken place in this House have, no doubt, done good in relation to
that question. They will feel that another step has been gained by the
concession from Her Majesty's Government in this matter of trade nego-
tiation., and that Canada is to have the freest and fullest scope,

As I said at the beginning, I appeal to both sides of the
lieuse to discuss this question not as partisans, but as
Canadians,

Mr. LANDERKIN. There are no Canadians on the other
side.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The question is whether
we shall be better served in foreign countries by having
Plenipotentiaries of our own there or not, and I am sure
hon, gentlemen opposite have as much interest in that
question as we have. Sir Charles Tupper was of
opinion that the discussion which took place here in
1882 was of very great importance ing etting the powers,
wheh he obtained, granted to him; and I believe that the
discussion of this question to-day in Parliament, in a sober,
honest and reasonable way, will tend largoly to the benefit
of Canada, even. if it does not lead to our being given the
full power of sending representatives to foreign courts, fully
eqippe<with all necessary powers, it will have a beneficial

ýt effect on the Government of England in inducing it to clothe
MCanada with the powerof making its own commercial treaties.
eThat was the opinion of Sir Charles Tupror in the debate

dl which took place on this subject in 1887. Sir Chartes
aTupper then said:
Il I amn quite certain that the Rlouse will appreciate the groat import-

eaune of that arrangement, and will feel that the discusiïons which
h ave taken place in this EBouse have, no doubt, done igood in relation to
that question. They will feel that another point bas been g*ind by the
concession from Ber Majestyls Goverament in this matter of tradengo-

htiations, and that Canada ie to have the frest and fiillest scope."

Now, there je the aimission of Sir Charles Tupper hisuseif,
that a freer and greater scope than we possessed in the past

*is absolutely necessary, in order that we may negotiate
*our treaties Io greater advantage; and we have the opinion

of Sir Alexander Gait that bis failure to bring about a
streaty was that al his negotiations with the Govorn-
Sment of Spain lîad to be filtered tbrougb lier Majesty's
19Ministers at the Court of Madrid. Sir Chartes Tupp6r went
1with fuît liberty to negotiato with the Govornment of Spain,

r and, consequontly, ho succeeded in obtaining advantageous
rterms. 1 want te s3how you, irrespectivIa of that suattor, that
rour trftde, relations with other countries are not growing as we

expeetcd them te grow. You may attribute tho cause to
what reason you. like, but i attribute the failure to tho want
of power to negotiate directly with these nountrios by our
own accredited agents. We have beon told that efforts wore

tbrought te bear te extcnd our trado with for cigu ceuntries.
KThe rigbt hon. tbe First Minister said ln 1882 :

I 1am net aware that hefore 1878 any step of any kind wae taken by
the Government to develop our trade. But the firet thing we did was
to attempt te develop our trade with foreign countries. -0 6 We

Bhad to irovide for au occasional over-production, we supposed tiiere
rmight be scimetimes a plethora of manufactures, that our markets would

be glutted, and se we commenced at once our negotiations in order to
make arrangements with foreigu countries which would likely exehange
cemniedities witb us."

Now, let us sco hew euccessful wo have boen in our effortm
te prernote ti ade wi th foreign countries. We oxported to
Franco in 1878, goods te the value of' $369,000 ; in 1888, ton
years laVer, wo exportod te the value of $d97,00t1, being an
increase ef but $28,300 lu ton yeais, net ais much goods as

rwould fill a geed wholcsale store in Ottawa. Wo exported
to Germany in 1878, goods te the value eof $2 2,300, and in
1i,82, $198,500, showing an increase lu ton years of but 876,-
200, or about suafficient te fi two stores in Ottawa. Take
the experts te Spain. In 187 - we sont Spain 8.19,000 worth
eof geeds, and lu 1888, $52,300 wertb, boing an increase in
ten years of $2,100, notwithstanding the fact tbid wo
sent our lligh Cemmiieoner there, at a large expense,
te negetiate a treaty for the imprevement of' that trade.
Again, wo have been oponing up communications with Japan
andi China, which produce a number cf articles whicb wo
consume, and which require a number cf articles which wo
produce. 0ur experts in 1878, notwithi3tanding tbo poor
poliey of my hon. friend wbo led the Government at that
timo, as stated by the thon Opposition, amounted te 8 102,570,
and in 1888, they were on]y $132,4'A or un increase cf
$291880 in these ton yoars, notwithstanding the increasod
facilities afforded. LeV me peint out what the leader cf the
presont Goverinment said ln regard with our trade with
Brazil. le twittect the Opposition with net epening up a
trado with foreigu ceuntries, and, in 1882, he used the follow-
ing words:

Il[nr the firat place, we went te a nation on this aide cf the Atlantic, and
we now get the offlcial-the net ostentations, but to a great extent the
expressed assistance ofHfer Majesty's repreeentative at the Court of
Brazil ; and now we have a lins of steamahips runnîng monthly between
Quebec and Brazil, and although that trade le in its infancy, 1 think the
indications are clear that oue o? our boit markets in the (uture will b.
Brazil. The commodities of the twe countries are of such diverse nature
that we can prfiltably send our productions te Brazil and recei,'e hers3
in exchange."

lie says thore that we have the expressed aasuranee of the Eng-
118hi Ministor ln Brazil; that we have bis promise that ho wil
assist us te, extond our trade libere; that we have a monthly
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line of steamships beween Canada and Brazil, and that the
products of the two countries are so different that Brazil
becomes a great market for us and Canada is a market for
them. Here are three elements of success in opening up a
commerce with Brazil. What has been the result of the effort.
I ask the Government and the country to point out if there
is not something wrong. The Government blamed us for
not opening up markets in foreign countries, and we find
this: In 182, the first year in which the exports to Brazil
were separately stated, we exported the value of $193,500
to that country; in 1883, 8370,000 ; in 1884, $339,000 ; in
1885, $311,000-comino down all that time, and that
notwithstanding these increased facilities. In 1886, we
exported to Brazil $352,500 worth; in 1887, $429,400,
and in 1888, $633,000. And that is the result,
notwithstanding all these facilities, and notwithstanding
the idle boast that a large trade was to be created
with that country, to make up the trade we were losing by
the restrictive policy of the Government in shutting us out
from the American market. If we Canadians stand shoulder
to shoulder, and have less political partisanship, and give
our attention to the interests and prosperity of the country,
the day wili soon come when the young men of Canada will
take a greater interest in the affairs of the country than
they do now, when they will speak in the language hoped
for by the late illustrious and eloquent statesman, D'Arcy
McGee, when he said:

" When I cen hear our young men say as prou fly, ' our federation,
our kingdom, our country,' as young men of other countries do when
speaking of their own, I shall then have less apprehension for the resuit
of whatever trials the future may have in store for us."

Give the people of this country the liberty and the consti-
tutional ireedojm to extend our trade relations by direct
methods, and we shall build up a country which will be
prosperous in every way; and, instead of our young men
leaving our country, to become good citizens of the United
States, they will remain with us and have a true patriotie
sentiment in their bosom, and we will hear young Canadians
say when speaking of their country, our Dominion, our
country, our federation.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I thought it was probable that
some hon. gentleman from the other side of the House
would have been disposed to answer the very able address
which bas jaet been delivered by my hon. friend behind me
(Mr. Macdonald, Huron). He bas travelled over ground
which is interesting to us all. He bas produced his case
with a moderation and a clearness which I am sure must
have commended itself to the judgment of hon. members of
this House ; and, if nothing else were said to-day on our
side of the House, than what bas been so well said by that
hon, gentleman, I should be disposed to rest our case there.
But there is more to be said on that subject, and, in follow
ing the line of argument introduced by the hon. mover of
this resolution, I think it is interesting to observe that the
discussion on the part of hon. members on the other side of
the Bouse bas been mainly directed to prove that the
motion itself, the argument by which it was supported by
the hon. gentleman who introduced it, and the object of the
Opposition in bringing it forward, were unpatriotic and in-
opportune. It was said to be unpatriotic, inasmuch, at a
moment like the present, we were saying that we were
anxious for a renewal of reciprocity, and that without it
the interests of this country could not succeed. If such
were the case, if there were any apprehensions that anything
said in this debate could be taken hold of by the Americans,
as showing that we, in this country, could not live and
prosper without access to their markets, or wilhont an im-
mediate treaty with them, I should be the last man in this
Bouse to raise my voice on such an occasion, because, in
this Parliament, and on other occasions when I have been
called upon to express an opinion upon our trade relations
with the States, I have always guarded myseif to the fullest

Mr. MAoDONALD (Huron).

extent, I have been always careful not to lay too strong a
stress upon the absolute necessity of an urgent appeal
to the United States. Last year I gave to the House
the opinions which I had delivered through the press
and on the platform in my own Province on that
subject. My observations were quoted here at considerable
length on that occasion, and they all showed that I was
willing to support the Government in every reasonable step
they took in order to obtain the renewal of reciprocity with
that country. But the cause of complaint which we had,
and which we still have, with the Conservative party is
that, according to our jadgment, they have not taken the
opportune time to negotiate with the people of the United
States. Perhaps their position as a party may stand in
their way. I am disposed to think that has a very consid-
erable effect. When you consider the position of the Con.
servative party in regard to the United States, I think we
can see in it, beneath the lines, a very strong reason why
the people of the United States are less friendly disposed to
deal with a Conservative Government in this country than
they would be with a Liberal Government if it was in power.
I recollect in 1878, during the time when we had very im-
portant discussions on the National Policy, when we had
the eloquent toues of the late Minister of Finance and other
hon. gentlemen then sitting on this side of the House, that,
day after day and week after week, those hon. gentlemen
were directing the attention of the House and of the coun-
try to the fact that this was becoming, as they termed it, a
slaughter market for the manufacturers of the Unitel States,
that the United States bad not shown at that time any
earnest disposition to negotiate with them, and pending
such a condition of affairs they, if placed in power, were
going to say to the people of the United States that they
would put tbem in a position either to shut them ont of our
market or compel them to come to our own terms. That
view of the case was represented day after day, and month
after month, on every platform throughout the country,
and in the pi oss of the party; and that was so well under-
stood by the people and the Government of the United
States that it created in their minds a feeling of active
hostility against the Government of this country, and it
has been one of the main causes, in my judgment, why,
during all these long years, the Americans have held their
hand, and have been less willing than we would like, to
negotiate a treaty of greater freedom between the two
countries, That such a treaty may be negotiated we come
at this moment to offer to the Government of this country
our humble support, We come in no factious mood;
we come, according to our resolution, in order to pave
the way to remove those difficulties which have been
existing, to remove the irritation which exista to-day,
caused by the regretable rejection of the late Treaty of
Washington. We say that we, as the Liberal party oi this
country, are willing to assist the Government of the day in
so far as we represent the public sentiment of this country,
to negotiate a treaty of freedom of commerce between the
two countries. Is there anything blameable in that, Mr.
Speaker? Why, Sir, I think that any man who bas the
interest of his country at heurt might freely stand up bore
and offer his advice to the Government, who are merely the
executive of the country. If there is anything wrong in
sucb a view-why, I can point to hon. gentlemen on the
Government aide of the House who, when these speeches
were delivered last Session on our trade relations with the
United States, spoke in the same terms, and did not receive
from the Treasury bouches any condemnation for the senti-
ments they expressed. There is one hon. gentleman in this
House who, perhaps, above all others would be the last
unduly to defer in any way to the people of the United
States, one bon. gentleman who, in all his public utterances
-and they are all well worth perusing, and I always listen
to him with the greatest possible pleasure-is careful to

390



1889. COMMONS DEBATES. 391

upbold the rights of this country. On that occasion that industry in the Mai itime Provinces can only be furiher
hon. gentleman said: developed by the freest access to the &merican market.

" For years past the people of the United States have kept up a tarif It is useles for us to attempt for one moment to fit out our
wall again8t us. Over and over aga we have entreated them to take bankers for their bazardons voyages ; it is uscless for the
it down, and they have just as often refused." merchants of Nova Scotia to invest their money, as they
That hon. gentleman was the hon. member for North have been disposed to învest it, in building fast vessels and
Bruce (Mr. MoNeill). He says that the people of Canada thoroughly equipping them under the conmand of experi-
hâve " entreated " the people of the United States to take enced masters, and with able crewa on board, and sending
down their tariff wall, but they have refused. We are not them on thoir tripp, when, on returning well laden after
" entreating " them in the resolutions before the House; we a hard season's service, their catch realises no fair price in
do not go 80 far as the hon, member for Bruce did in his their OWn market, ard is oxcluded from the natural market
address last year; we are not begging or entreating them alongside of ns. 1 say Ibis je a branch of the subject which,
to take down the tariff wall against the people of this to us in Nova Scotia, exceeds for the moment ait other cou-
country, but are merely saying to the Government that it siderations, because it is a natural product; it je one not ro-
is our opinion that, in view of the unfortunate rejection of warded or fostered by any National Policy; the laws of this
this treaty, they should again approach the Government of country do not and cannot affect the quantity which je taken,
the United States in a friendly spirit and endeavor, if but theregulations of this country with other countries form
possible, to arrange with them a renewal of the treaty the only means whereby the product of this great industry
between the two countries. I say, Sir, that is a position ean be profltably realised in the country lying alongside of
which the Liberal party may well take, and may well stand us. The bon. gentleman then went on to show that the
by; it is a policy which the people of this country will fariers, as well as the fishermen, were prosperous. Re, on
sustain, and they will give us all the more credit for it that occasion, endeavored to prove that they liad no need
because we are willing to come forward at any time to assist of a reciprocity treaty with the United States. The hon.
the Governmentwith our support in the event of their making gentleman saîd:
a treaty with the United States. Now, Sir, during last ilNow, the hon. gentlemen tell us the farners would be botter off
ýSession we had a discussion of that treaty, and various il they went to the States. Happily for us we have the record of the
lines of argument were pursued; but there was a line of farnera ot the States. They will be, 1 have no doubt, intereating, 1
argument pursued by many hon. gentlemen againt ourhink eau ay tiswith perfect truth, tht on the face of od'earth

arguentpursed y may bn. entlmenagaist 11rther isnot o-dy abody of men, take themie the average, who are a

reciprocity movement, on the ground that the people of w:lto do as the tarmere cf Ontario at the present tire."
this country were well enough situated as they are, and And he goos on to contrast tho unenviable position in which
that we do not require access to the American market. the farmers of the United States wore placed, showing that
Bon, gentlemen, at great length, enterEd into a comparison thoir roduets in the American markets were lower at that
of the position of the Canadian farmer and the American ture than were similar products in the markets of Canada;
farmer, of the Canadian and the American fishermen, of and lie oncluded by saying:
the Canadian and American lumbermen. Taking up the
debate of last year at random, I find in almost every speech "So that 1 think, Mr. Speaker, in the face of these tacts and figures,

referenets made by hon. gentlemen opposite, going to show which are officiai on both aides of the lino, frm the oficers cfthe On-
that ither the people of this country are well enough off as rio Governent o fr as Ontaro is cncerned, and fro eofficers

thetciter he eope o ths contr ar wel eoug of a2of the American Government so far as the United States are concerned,
they are, or that they would not be advantaged by having we may fairly say that the fammers of Canada find nothing to envy in

the markets of the United States oponed to them. The the position of their neighborB on the other Bide of the hue."

late lamented Minister of the Interior, in a very able I make theso quotutions, Mr. Speaker, to show that the
address last year, in reply to my hon. friend who intro- arguments of bon. gentlemen on the other side of the
duced that resolution, endeavored to prove, at very consid- buse, in the early part of tast Session, wont to prove, if
erable length, that the people of this country were not in they went to prove anytbing, that we did not require any
need of access to the American market. Hie said that we treaty with the United States ut ail;-Lbey went to prove,
were making steady, and successful, and substantial pro if they went to prove anything, that we were botter off'as
gress, and that, taking us altogether, our various industries we were. I could quote a dozon speeches of hon. gentle-
were in a more healthy and satisfactory condition than men opposite to the same effout, and 1 could show that
were similar industries on the other side of the line. Re. opinions expressed by the lamented gentleman to whom .
ferring in the first place to the fishermen, the hon. gentle- have referred were conenrred in by leading members on
man, on page 166 of the Bansard, said: that side of th>)flouse. A speech aIse was dolivercd here

" Every one who has watched the progress of the fisheries and ihe by the hon. member for Cape Breton (Mr. MeKeen), who
fishing trade during the last two years in our Maritime Provinces, sid
knows that therehasnever been-I thik I amwithin the mark in sayiîng
there has never been in the history of the Maritime Provinces more 'There la another industry, on whicb T shah touch but slightly, as it
profitable fishing that that which occurred during the last two years." has been dealt with ably by ."on. gentlemen who precded me, and who

e was going on to prove that under the present condition btter acquaited wth i than a, and as it will be alo treated y
He ws gingon o povotha undr te pesot cndiionhon. gentlemen who witil ollow me. 1 refer now to our flihing industry,

of affaira the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces were which is one ofthe most important ofie Dominion. It bai heen said
well ithot a reat wit theIJnied Sates a thtis industry has been eeriously injured, and that it is becoming

doing as demoraliselwedd that our fishermen are unable to obtain remunerative

they would with that market open to them. Now, if the wages, owing to the present depression of trade. If you wil allow me,

hon. gentlemen had been familiar with the course of trade flone a fei tal iherieaReptalowth. number
in that large branch of our industry, I venture to think heON
never would have indulged in such an observation. IfThon, gentlean1gave8us a ef
hon. gentlemen were to visit the Maritime Provinces to
day, particularly Nova Scotia, they would find there large 1881 to 1886, and hoethen weut on te say:
quantities of fish of a valuable character, for which there idI we take the iast two years of free fihing to the United Statua

is no market in the West Indies, which can only find a fishermen withiu Our three.mile limit, namely 1883 to 1984, we find that
markt i theUnifr~iStaesaI wateer rte t ~ taking the value of the fishing product and the number of men engaged,

market in the United States t whatever rate it ay unted 1883 to $261 per man, d 1884 to $292 pr man.

bring ; because the market in the West Indies will only take Thon take the year 1886, the firet of Oanada'a protecting her shore
a certain quantity, and when we go beyond that quantity it i sud when a duty was sîmutaneously impoaed ou our fiah in the

haa to go te the ~~~~~United States bb odfrwaee L ~ Sae. It waa found that the fishery product of Nova Scotia is
haswil eman ahowing that the protection affordeteaOurtfiever-
r1g. on, gentlemen shculd alecbc aware that this great1 men istaready;beingresiied. The abrov figures, which have but re-
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eently been brought to my notice, bear out the views of intelligent
fishermen with whom 1 have conversed on the subject in my own county
and who are emphatically of the opinion that the protection to our
three-mile limit is of more value to them than free American markets
ever can be."

This was the same view with respect to the fishermen
which the other hon, gentleman expressed with regard to
the farmers. In both of these cases a dozen other hon.
gentlemen concurred in these sentiments, and, in fact, they
were the sentiments embodied in every epeech in the early
part of that debate. Hon. gentlemen proceeded to prove,
first, that we did not require any trade treaty with the
United States. They said : We are willing to have a treaty
with the United States, but, as a matter of fact, we do not
require it, because our farmers and fishermen are better off
without it. It is to disprove such a condition of affairs,
that we on this side of the House take issue with hon.
gentlemen. It is quite true that after those speeches were
delivered in the early part of last Session, the Government
took a rather different course of action. Those speeches,
as hon.gentlemen will remember, wore all delivered before
the return of the late Finance Minister from his official
duties at Washington, and when the late Minister of Finance
made his appearance in this House and delivered that
celebrated speech wbich has been quoted over and over
again, it was amusing to watch the consternation exhibited
by those hon. gentlemen opposite who had spoken on that
occasion. When the late Minister of Finance told us he had
offered unrestricted reciprocity, hon. gentlemen opposite'
thought their ears must have failed them. It cannot be possi-
ble, they said, that after all we have been led to say by the
Government here, that after the Government have quietly
sat in their positions day after day and have permitted us
to commit ourselves, and as far as we are able, the party to
which we belong, to the proposition that we do not require
a large measure of reciprocity with the United States, that
when we in our speeches have over and over again proved
to our own satisfa3tion, if not to the satisfaction of the House,
that we are better off as we are, that our fishermen and
farmers are better off as they are than with access to the
American market, at the last moment the Minister cf Fi-
nance stops in and says: Gentlemen, 1 offered unrestricted
reciprocity to the United States, and I meant it to be un-
restricted reciprocity. I meant it, he emphasised, it was
not accidental, as you might ho almost led to suppose; but
lie said: I offered them unrestricted reciprocity, and 1 meant
it; I desired to see how far they would go. Of course, if the
Americans had met him in the same spirit with which ieh
made that propositiou,a broad and statesmanlike proposition,
is there any hon. gentleman here who would not be prepared
to admit, or who would be prepared to deny that we
would have unrestricted reciprocity to-day. I say, Sir, that
if the Government of the United States had met the propo
sition of the Minister of Finance when he made it, as he
says, in that broad and liberal spirit, and if they had taken
up the discussion of that question and recommended such a
policy to the United States Government, althongh it was
beyond their functions and it could not be done by Execu-
tive act but only by Cougress-if they had said that, so far
as our desire and influence extend, we are disposed to
recommend that policy to Congress, then, instead of the
rejection of the Fisheries Treaty, unfortunately for the
Americans, we would have been enjoying the blessings of
unrestricted reciprocity with 65,000,000 people alongside
of us. From that moment, a very considerable change
came over the spirit of the dreams of hon. gentlemen
opposite. They could not obliterate what they said, they
could not go back on the Goverument of which they were
such strong and ardent supporters, and so they thought
their best policy was to submit with all possible grace and
retain allegiance to their party. But we remember very
shortly afterwards there followed the celebratedexplanation

Mr. JoNEs (Halifax).

in this House with respect to fruit trees on which a duty sas
paid.We remember, when we first brougbht this tothe noticeof
this Parliament, during the absence ot th e hon. the Minister
of Finance at Washington, we were told frequently by the
Goverument, and by members of that aide of the House,
that they could not place the fruit trocs on the free list, in
the same manner as they were placed on the free list in the
United States, under the statutory offer made by tis
flouse. We remember the eloquent terms in which the
hon. the Minister of Justice denounced such an idea as
traitorous to the best interests of the country.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I did nothing of the kind.
What I said, as I have repeatedly stated in the presenee of
the hon. gentleman, was, that to admit the interpretation
that we were bound to put these articles upon the free list,
because the United States had chosen to make us an offer
in regard to one of the subjects in the statutory offer-that
to admit that interpretation of the statute would be treason
to Parliament. I expressed no opinion as to putting those
goods on the free list.

Mr. JONES (ULalifax). I have no doubt the hou.gentle-
man will have the benefit of hearing bis own words before
this debate is over.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. My words as they are?

Mr. JONES (Halifax.) Yes, as they are. We do not
desire to give any other interpretation to the hon. gentle-
man's words than what the plain language would convey,
but I venture to say that every gentleman in this House
listening, as they always do, with pleasure to the Ministerof
Justice-gatnered from his utterances that the idea of
admitting that class of importations from the United States
froe of duty, simply because the United States had admitted
our goods under statutory offer, would be treaseon to the
interests of the country. At alIl evnts, this is what was
generally understood from bis remarks. Be that as it may,
the hon. gentleman and others soon saw their way to take
a different position on the return of the Minister of Finance
from Washington. That hon, gentleman said ta them :
" Give up playing statesmanship, give up indulging in those
utterances which are unworthy of public men, you have a
statutery offer on your statute books made to a friendly
nation alongside of you, and whin they accpt that in good
faith it is your duty to accept it on the same terms. Under
the castigation I might say (probably a word not so severe
as that would imply the fact as well), but, at ,aIl events,
urnder the strong language which the Minister of Finance
used on that occasion, the Government supporters, although
they grumbled a little and looked rueful for a timae, gladly
accepted the position and said it was a good thing, after
al, to admit those articles duty freo into this countiry.
Since then we find that there have been other evidencea of
back downs by this Government. We find that we have before
us an evidence of their change of view with regard to our
relations to the United States in the wreckage Billnow before
this House. Hon. gentlemen may say that this is not very
important, but the change about face of the Governnat
towards a measure of that kind is very significant in
character. Hon, gentlemen will remember that lastyear
when this Bill was introduced it ws quietly snabbed by
leading members on the Government side of the floa.
They said: It will never do to allow the thin end of the
wedge of reciprocity even uin the wrecking laws betwoee
the two countries; it will;.never do to allow an Amrican
vessel to assist a British vessel in British waters, or to
allow a British vessel to assist an American or :Bnitish
vessel in American waters, and, as 'we all remember, that
3ill was lost in this House. Preoisely the saMe,Bill -is
brought in this year, and a change seeme to have ooma over
the feelings of hon. gentlemen on that aide of the Hons,
They seem to think that, after al, it is not so bad to have
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intercourse with our friends across the line, it is not such a
bad thing to allow them to come across here to save the
property and lives of our subjects, and it is not sueh
a bad thing, after all, to allow Canadians the benefit
of emÈiloying their capital in American harbors. They have
apparently satisfied themselves upon thuse grounds, and
they think it is jut as well to allow the Bill to page.
-Beneath all this, and between the lines. you will see that
these h'n. gentlemen are preparing for themselves a way
by which they may recede from the position they have
taken on this matter. If I am not very much mistaken we
will see the Gove inment go still furtier in this direction
before this &ssion is over. There was another question
with regard to sawlogs. The Government proposed-un-
constiiutionally, I hold, because they had no right under
our Constitution-to impose an export duty on sawlogs.
Bon. genilemen know that the clause of the British
North America A et which was originally intended to confer
that power was expressly eliminated, at Lord Carnarvon's
suggestion, when the commissionors met in London. The
American Government held it to be unconstitutional. It
is unconstitutional in England, and the Imperial Govern-
mont would not permit, so far as they were concerned, that
a clause should be put in the British North America Act
under which this Parliamentshould be empowered to impose
any export duty on any of the products of the country.
Still theGovernment imposed tbisexport dutyon sawlogs,
and with what results ? The duty wa small at first, but it
went on increasing and last year an additional amount was
put on by Order in Council. We saw tIh ,esult rtflected
immediately in the Ameirican Congrus. We saw an Act
introduced there that if any country chose to put an export
dut) upon the produot of that country the original duty in
their country should be increased, plus the export duty of
the country from which those article were exported. This
great indusitry of Canada stood in a pomition of great peril;
and having a vast amount of property jeopardised and hav-
ii g alil those valuable timber limits tbroughout the west
made of very little practical value, they found that they
would have to recede from their policy in this direction.
The Minister of Finance last yt ar accurately described the
position of the cutry with regard to the dealings of our
friends aoross the border, when he said: " It iall very well
to have a technical right, Lut it is a very diffirent thing to
carry it ont." Tnat is just what these gentlemen find out
whon they are disposed to put a most extraordinary con-
struction upon our relations with our friends in the United
States. If I may judge from the commente of the Prese
favorable to the Government of the day, I think this House
may congratulate the Government on the fact that the
export duty on saw logs will also be removed from the bur-
dens of this country. That will be back down number three.
I contended at the outset, that the Government of the day
had embittered the public feeling in the United States
against them, and that they are now, at the last moment,
endeavoring to remove that impression. We saw them a
very short time ago dealing, in my judgment, very harshly
with an old public official, the collector at HaliIax. We saw
them dismiss from bis office an officer who for fourteen
years had discharged the duties of that important pot.ition
with great acceptance to the mercantile community; and I
believe I am right in saying that I never knew a ease which
excited so much sympathy, among Conservatives as well as
Liberals, as the dismissal of Mr. Rose. I am not going to
deiy that Mr. Ross was technically wrong; I am not going
to defend him further than to say that h committed an
error of judgment, and h. made an immediate apology. He
went beyond his orders in allowing the fish of an American
vessel to be transhipped at Halifax, but the moment that ho
found that he made a mistake, h. notified the Government,
and humbly apologised. Now, I think it would have been
a graceful act on the part of the Administration to have
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said to Mr. Ros. It is true, yon bave done wrong, you
bave exceeded your powers, but you a-e an old public
servant, and while, no doubt, like other public serrants
in this country who have occasion-lly commTitted
errors of judgment, you have made a mistake, and
we disapprove entirely of your action, and shall have to
manifest it in some way, either by ycur temporary supen-
4,in or otherwise, yet we are not going to iaki the extremre
step of removing you from office. l there ny man in this
flouse, on either side, who, if he were to review his wibole
life, public as well as private, could hold up his hand and
say that ho bad never committed an error ot jadgment from
want of consideration ? That was the case with Mr. Rose;
but bis dismissal was intended to inteusily the feeling te-
warde the United States. Here was an officer who bad
shown some kindness to an American fi hermnan in dis-
tress; her. was an officer who, on his owni responsibility,
had done a friendly act, and nothing more, towards a neigh.
boring fisherman; and for that acbt h was dismissed. Da
hon. gentlemen opposite think that that di 1 not go home
to the people of the United States ? Do they n >t kniow that
Mr. Ross's dismissal was flashed over ev ry t legraph wire
f-om one end of the United States to tho ether a-; an act of
hostility to the United States ? No act of Lhe G >vernment
was so calculated to arouse a bitter fteling towardî
the Government of this country as their sacrifiue
of a man who had shown kindniess to an Amuri-
can fisherman in distre-s. But what did the G ivernment

next do ? After the dismissal of the old collector, a new
collector was spnointed, and not a month had elapeed when
another American fisherman comes into the port of liahfax,
and asks for what ? Not for the privilege of sending forward
to bis own market *,,OO or 8,000 Ibe of fish, which were of
no great value; but h. asked the privilege of making the
part of Halifax a base of operations for carrying on his
fishing business. He asked the collector for the liberty of
buying in that market ail the articles h required for the
prosecution of his tishing, hi@ supplies having given out.
The new collector was wise in his generation, and I commend
him for it; h. immediatelycommunicated with the Govera-
ment at Ottawa. And n lw we see the changed position of
the Government on that matter. A month ago they dit-.
missed their collector for altowing 8,000 lb.. o hii bat to be
shipped to the Unitel States, and a mouth has not elapsed
when a vessel comes in without provisions, when she oould
not have gone back to the banks if permission te buy needed
supplies had been refused, and when ail iLs captain could
have asked was liberty to get enough suppl.e to take the
crew to their own homes ; but the Government go
back on their record, and they instruct the collec-
tor to allow that fisherman te make the port of
Halifax his base of operations. If that decision of the
Government i indicative of their policy for the rest
of the seaon, wo shall have the whole fishing fleet of the
United States coming into the port of Hahlfax for tbir
supplies. Now, this fisherman had not complied with the
molus vivendi in securing a license ; he had net paid any-
thing iuto the revenues of this country te entitie him to
any privilege in tLe way of securing supplies in our ports;
but the Govern ment, in tbe moi. important point of the
controversy between the two countries to-day, so far as the
fishing interests are concerned, made a complete back down.
Well, Sir, that act goes mach further than the policy
called for by the reolution of the hon. leader of the Oppo-
sition. What does that resolution say? It merely says
that, in the judgment of this louse, the modus vivendi,
whereby ail these irritatiug differences ad nsunder-
standings between the two countries could b. avoided,
shall be continued pending negotiations. That is the
spirit in which the modus vivendi was proposed. If
hon. gentlemen will turn to it, they will find that
it is expressed in almost the same emphatio language.
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It was offered to the Americans as a means whereby, pend-
ing the ratification or the rejection of the treaty by the
two Govern ment of Canada, all cases of irritation between the
countries might happily be avoided. That was the origin of
the modus vivendi, that was its scope and intention, and all
we ask for now by the resolution before the House is that
the modus vivendi shall be continued, if the Government are
disposed to negotiate anew with our friends across Ihe line.
1 say that position is a natural one, it is a consistent one, it
is a statesmanlike one, it is the line of poliey laid down by
the Minister of Finance in his position as negotiator in behalt
of Canada; and it is the position which, I heartily believe,
will be approved of by the people. If we require an illustra-
tion, I may go back to the time when the Trealy of
Washington expired. What did the Conservative Govern-
ment of that day do ? Did they immediately exclude the
Americans from our harbors? Did they immediately fit
out cruisers to protect our shores? Did they annoy the
Americans, as they have of late, with all our custom house
regulations ? No, they still hoped to ho able to negotiate a
new treaty, and with the object of preventing any iritation
during the nogotiations, they allowed the Americans the
use of our fisheries for six months freo. We do not ask
them to be free under the present resolution. We merely
ask that they shall be permitted to go in, as was originally
inteided by the Treaty of Washington, and under that
treaty they should pay the amount which is provided
in it, if they require to take advantage of it If the
Government of the day are disposed, in individual
cases and applications, to allow these vessels to come in, as
they have already done, without any payment of a fee, and
to obtain supplies and reship their cargoes, they are going
very much further than we propose to go under the reso-
lution submitted to the House. I am not going to condemn
the Government or approve of them beforehand, but I say
that, having committed themselves to the policy which
they carried out only the week before last, in lalifax, of
permitting an American vessel to obtain supplies there,
they will have to take a new departure and exclude Ameri.
can vessels altogether or give them the benefit of the modus
vivendi. It may be they are awaiting the arrival of that
distinguished gentleman who is now on his way out, to
throw some light on the subject, to tell them how far they are
to back down, and how to back down most gracefully. We
know how readily they succumbed to the hon. gentleman's
eloquent observations last year, and I have no doubt that
when ho makes his appearance, ho will be able to show
the Government that the moderato suggestion we have
made is in the interest of peace between the two countries,
and thus enable the Administration to approaoh the
American Government with the concurrence of both sides
of the House, flon. gentlemen on that side of the House
are in a measure responsible for leading the American
Government to suppose that if they refuse to come to terms
we will be ready for annexation, for they are constantly
telling us indirectly that one-half of the people of the coun-
try are in favor of annexation.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I say indirectly. The hon.

gentleman must not forget that the Goverument have
pointed out to the people of this country that unrestricted
reciprocity means annexation and nothing else. They
have through thoir press and public utterances declared
that every man who is in favor of unrestricted reciprocity
is an annexationist in disguise.

Mr. HAGGART. That is true.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I knew the hon. gentleman
would admit that the position I take is a sound one. Ad.
taitting that auch is the case, what is the natural result ?
We have had several elections in this country latoly. We

Ur. JonEs (Halifax).

know that unrestricted reciprocity has been accepted as the
policy of the Liberal party, who are at least half, if not more
than half the people, and much more than half the best ele.
monts of the country, and the press of the hon. gentlemen
opposite says that the Liberal party, having adopted the
policy of unrestricted rociprocity, are all annexationists.
Look at the elections that have lately taken place. Look at
Halton, Joliette and Haldimand Ali these elections were run
on the question of unrestricted reciprocity, and the iiference
from the argument of hon. gentlemen opposite is that the
msjority who r.turned members to support the Liberal party
are in f avor of annexation. I appeal to hon. gentlemen op-
posite if the inference is not a natural and reasonable one.
By the continued reiteration of sucb statements for party rur-
poses, the press of the hon. gentlemen opposite and the Gov.
ernment have done irreparable injury, because if they could
convince the people of the United States that we are only
waiting to be admitted into the Union until unrestricted
reciprocity is approved by our people, it is natural that the
Americans will say: Well, we will wait a little longer, until
the unrestricted reciprocity advocates get a little larger ma-
jority, and then we will take them in. For such a condition
of publio sentiment in the United States, the Conservative
party of this country is solely responsible. Another view
taken by hon. gentlemen opposite, with reference to the
Treaty of 1872. was this, that it was discontinued on account
of the feeling of unfriendliness during the civil war which
existed on this side of the border. Possibly that might
have had something to do with it at that time, but it was
long after that. No doubt, however, this fi eling was inten-
sified by the hostile position of the Conservative party, and
their public strictures on the policy of the United States.
But the hon. the First Minister, the other night, told us
what was also one very important factor with regard to
this treaty. There was rankling in the minds of the people
of the United States the fact that we had got from them
$5,500,000 as a balance between the rights we conferred
and the privileges we recoived. We know that that was a
very important factor, in the opinion of the American people,
in regard to that treaty. It was a very unreasonable one,
we know, but it is useless to reason with a people when they
get an idea in their heads, as it is apparently uselee to
reason with my hon. friends opposite, when they have
make up their minds to a certain course, and run their
headse against a stne wall in reference to our trade rela-
tions with the United States, and then have to back down.
However, the people of the United States had that idea in
thoir heads, and they had another idea which was equally
dangerous, and that, was that they could get no further
renewal of that treaty, except for a further monetary con-
sideration. I too k occasion at a previous time to refer to
that matter. If the Government, before that treaty ex-
pired, when they received a notice from the United States
that they were abcut to terminate it, had intimated to the
people of the lnited States that they were willing to renew
it without any monetary consideration at all, I believe that
cause of irritation would have been very lairgely removed..
I have had intercourse with very many of the leading peo.
ple of the United States who are largely instrumental in
forming public opinion in regard to that branch of our
relations with that country, and they have pointed out that,
as they had had to pay five millions and a half for the
previous twelve years, we would naturally want as much
for the next twelve years. That was a fatal mistake. but
the Government allowed it to go on from day to day with-
out letting the Americans know that we would not require
the money payment as well as other considerations. We
have offered this resolution in good faith to the Govern-
ment, and to hon. gentlemen on the other side, and we
mean it in good faith.

Mir. RYKE RT. Oh.
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). My hon, friend laughs and I am

glad ho is pleased.
Mr. RYKERT. You are only joking.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hands of the Government

will be stiengthened, I hope, by the knowledge that they
have bohind them in any negotiations they may make, a body
of men on this aide amounting, I think, to eighty-five or
ninety. We have not counted them for some time, but they
are gaining every day. The Government must admit that
their case cannot be weakened, but must be strengthened
in dealing with the people across the line, when they know
that they have the publie sentiment, not only of their own
friends, but of the Liberal party, who are willing to assist
ihem in ail reasonable and feasible negotiations. This is a
matter of great importance. The trade relations between
two great countries like these are matters of paramount
consideration, and I would not for a moment stand
here and throw any obstacle in the way of their
negotiations with our friends acrosa the border. I
believe it is possible, by a friendly approach, and by
making it understood that the people here, while
we think they have not dealt justly with us, are still will-
ing to meet them in friendly discussion, from such a dis-
cussion to eliminate a policy which will be acceptable to
us as well as to them and to England, and we must remom-
ber that England js a very important factor in this matter,
because she naturally looks with great interest to see such a
large and important colony as this, lying alongside of sixty
miilions of people, preserve its intercourse with that people
on such a basis as to prevent any causes of irritation ai is-
ing between these two great Anglo-Saxon powers. It is in
the interest of peace between England and the United
States, as well as the commercial interests of our people,
and, if the Government do not accept this expression of
opinion from this aide of the House, and do not at the earli-
est possible opportunity approach the Americans with a
friendly and sincere desire to bring about an early, a large,
a full and a comprehensive measure of reciproeity between
these two people, I say they will fail in their duty and in
the discharge of thoir responsibility to the peopie of this
country.

Mr. KENNY. As I listened to the address of the 'hon.
member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) the other evening,
-and I always do so with a great deal of pleasure-and to
the resolution which he proposed, asking that the modus
vivendi should be continued, 1 was very much afraid that
we would not have the pleasure of hearing from the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), for, remembering what
that hon. gentleman had stated and how he had argued in
this House when the Fisbery Treaty was under considera-
tion last year, I was puzzled to know how he could recon-
cile his views with the resolution which his leader had
proposed. But, with that versatility which characterises
his party, hoeis always equal to such an emergency. We
have been tauntei from that side of the House with having
backed down. In my short parliamentary experience, 1
never witnessed such a back down as we have heard here
to-day. The hon.gentleman tells us that the United States
of America is the only market for our fish. Does ho not
know that, of the productions of our own Province of Nova
Scotia, not more than one-third goes to the United States ?

Mr JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman misunder-
stood me if ho thinks I said that the United States was the
only market for our fish.

Mr. KENNY. I understood the hon, gentleman to
say that if we lost the United States market for our fish,
our fishermen would be seriously injured.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I said, after the other markets
wOre supplied.

1889. 395
Mr. KENNY. Of course, after aIl the rest of the world

is supplied, thora will be no great demand for fish. The
hon. gentleman says that in the United States we would
have a fish market of 65,000,000 people. That would mean
that every American would have one herring, and that
would be 65,000,000 horrings. If they wore to take two
herrings apiece-and they would be likely to take two
herrings now that Lent is coming on-they would require
130,000,000 herrings. That reminds me of that well-known
character, Colonel Sellers, who has been well known to ail
the members of this flouse. H1e found out that there were
600,000,000 people in Africa, and that every one of those
had a sore oye, and would want a bottle of oye-wash. That
would require 600,000,000 bottles, and the more they used,
the more they would want. They would, therefore, require
at least 1,200,000,000 bottles of eye-wash. lu thesame way,
my bon. friend says we should look at these 65,000,000
people who are wanting to consume our fish My hon. friend
is a commercial man of very high standing in the comma.
nity in which ho resides, and he is an authority in regard to
the business with which ho is connected, and heought to be
infinitely more conversant with this fish business than 1 am,
having studied the question, which I have not looked into
lately. Hie should have told the flouse that, during the
past 21 years, our trade (including Newfoundland) in fish
with the United States bas not increased 8500,000. Now, Sir,
my hon. friend knows that that is not a per capita increase,
that the Americans do not actually take as much of our fish
per capita as they were taking 21 years ago. But ho
desires that, under the modus vivendi, the Americans should
have the privilogo of transhipment. Why, Sir, that is the
very thing ho contended against last year, and ho was so posi.
tive on it that ho actually went back to bis utterances on the
Treaty of 1871, and particularly to what ho had said on that
occasion, which I will now read you from the Bansard:

-Any concessions to the Americans giving them the use of our porta
for shelterbait and transport, without concessions on their ide of a
satisfactory character in return, would, I feel confident, never prove
acceptable to our people, nor be ratified by Parliament. "

An hon. gentleman who is leading an active commer-
cial life like my hon. friend, can hardly carry all the
speeches that ho bas made in his memory. Again, the
bon, gentleman, not only through the course of the debate,
but when the different clauses of the treaty were under dis-
cussion, called the attention of the hon. Finance Minister
of the day to the fact that ho wasa ery much afraid that
under the clause -I think it was clause 12-Canadian
vessels would not enjoy in American waters the same
privileges which that article accorded to American vessels
in our waters. But to-day ho is prepared to sacrifice the
interests of Canadian fishermen without getting anything
in return from the Americans. That is what the modus
vivendi means, and although I do not pose before this
flouse as an authority on fishing matters, I say that the
majority of the fishermen of Novia Scotia would be opposed
to such a measure, and I am sure it would not be in their
interest to adopt it. The hon. gentleman is an advocate of
the transhipment of fish. Why does he not, if ho has the
interest of the fishermen so much at heart, advise the tran-
shipment of fish by steamers to the West Indies ? Why
does ho not oppose the systom which prevails to-day of ai-
lowing French fish to. corne into our ports, fish which
receives a bounty of $1.80 per quintal, and so prevent such
great injury to our fishermen ; there is a platform on whieh
we could meet in common, becauso then we would
be advocating in common the interests of our fishermen.
But what is to be the remedy ? The remedy is to
be a change of Government. That is invariably the point
to which all arguments from that side lead. Well, Sir, the
hon. gentleman bas pointed, as an index of the change of
public opinion, to two elections which have been hold in
the western part of this country; ha wisely made no refer.
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ence to his own Province, becanse ho knows and feels that
there never was a party so firmly entrenched in the affec-
tions of a people as the party led by tbe right hon. Premier
of this country is to-day in the affection of the people of
Nova Scotia. Lt me point to instances; let me point,
not to Haldimand, with its meagre majority, but let me point,
first of ail, to Pictou, now represented by my hon. friend
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and we are all glad to
see the prominient po-ition which ho occupies in this coun-
try to-day. Wbat is thu result there ? Was it a majority
of 30, or 40, or 50 ? No, Sir; ho was returned by acclama.
tion. Let me poer:t aguin to Cumberland, where two elec-
tions have taken place, the county go ably represented by
my hon. friend Mr. Dickey. Let me point again to Shel-
burne, to Victoria, to Coulhester. I think that is a pretty
good answer to my hn. friend as to the change of senti-
ment thatb as taken place in the Province from which we
both corne-

Mr. KI RK. low many million dollars have the Govern-
ment expended to bring it about ?

Mr. RYKERT. A soro pill for you.

Mr. MITCHIIÀLL. Shut up, Charley.

Mr. KI RK. What about the ship railway and the short
line ?

Mr. KENN Y, The bon. gentleman contends that it would
be ic the interest of Nova Scotia and the fishermen of that
Province that tbe modus vivendi should be continued. Sir, I
take entirely antagonistic ground to that proposition. I say
it ir not in the intrests cf the people of Nova Scotia, or to the
honor or dignity of Ibis Dominion. What does he want us to
do? Does ho want us to crouch, to crawl on our knees to the
American people, and ask them, for beaven's sake, to take
pity upon us, that we are so poor that we cannot even find a
market for our products; " take pity upon us, you 65,000,000
of people, you charitable people, you good people,
take compassion on u,." Sr, we have a great
admiration for the American people, but we are not
ready to fall into their airms yet. Why, Sir, bas not
Great Britain, has not Canada, made every effort to
secure a treaty and fuir business relations with them ?
We were not only refused the Fishery Treaty, but Great
Britain bas been refused the E <tradition Treaty; and further
then that, the representative of Great Brituin was- sent from
that country in a way which must have filled every British
subject with a feeling of humiliation ; not only that, but
the Americun Government, te w bom we are told to crouch,
tHis expiri; g Aieerican Government, actualiy recalled from
Lnon a!most the best representative that the United
States bas ever had there, because, forsooth, it was supposed
that gentleman was favorable to Great Britain. Now,
Sir, under these circumstances, are we, the Canadien people,
to go to Washington and say, " Have compassion on us, or
we peris-h?" No, Sir. The bon. geutteman has used
tibis debate as a means ,f cal lirg the attention of the House-
and in a mutiner ut wibich I was very muach surprised, under
all the circumsa[ ces-to the dismissal of Mr. Riss,|
late collector of Cutoms et Halifax. For Mr. RoeQ,
Ier io! aly, I entertain the waimest feelin-s of friend'
tbisp atud regard ; and knowing well that Mr. Ross,
wbo, I imagined, had claims for consideration upon bon.
gentlemen oppio-ite, kowitng well thati he had requested
that this matter sbould not be brought up in the
House, I say it was an act of injetic >, of unkjnd-
ness, to have mentioned it in ibis HIouse. Imagine,
gentlemen, if any friend of ouis had, tibrough amy misfor-
tune, lost his situation in the public soi vice, and if it was
well known round these benches that he did not wish hic.
case mentioned in Parliament, is there a man on this side
of the louse who, forgetting old fi ierndship, would so dis-
regard the wishes of an old comr. de ? 1 do net believe

Mr, KENivY.

there is. I say it is not fair, it is unkind to Mr. Ross, to
bring his name np in this way. I know this is Liberty
Hall, and we assert very great hberty in debate here,
but when a friend has asked us not to bring his
name up hore, I say it is a breach of friendship to do so.
Lot us look at this question of Mr. Ross. Mr. Ross was a
long time in the public service. Before ho entered the public
service ho was Minister of Militia in the Government of Mr.
Mackenzie, and it is not for me to state the circumstanoe
under which ho lost that position or retired from hie
position of Minister of Militia in that Government.
There 2re hon. gentlemen now listening to me who
know a great deal more about it than I do, and if
they were so disposed they could enlighten the House. I
may say, however, that his retirement from the position of
Minister of Militia was not voluntary; so this is not the
first time that Mr. Ro s has had to complain of the Govern-
monts of Canada. It is, at all events, a fact that he retired
from the position of Minister of Militia and was succeeded
by the Hon. Mr. Vail; and there was an interval-I forget
the exact dates, but an interval of some three or four weeks
when Mr. Ross held no position. Then the position of
collector of customs at Halifax was assigned to him. The
gravity of Mr. Ross' offence necessitated some emphatic
action at the hande of this Govern ment. On all previous
occasions Mr. Ross had communicated with his Government,
and very properly so. He should have assumed no responsi-
bility, particularly as ho know from the instructions of his
deparitment that the relations between the two ountrieson
the Fisheries question were in a very critical condition,and it
was all the more necessary for him to bo more cautious than
under ordinary circumstances. But ho transgressed the rega.
lai ions of his departmont on a very important occasion, and
the d anger was that un less this transgressio a was emphasised
not only the Gavern ment of the United States, but also the
British Government would imagine that a pr cdent has been
established, and therefore it became painfully nocessary for
the Government of the day to dismiss Mr. Ross or sanction
his retirement. The bon. gentleman says that this intensi-
fied the unfriendly feeling which, ho contends, existe be-
tween the.people of the United States and Canada. So far
as my reading of the American journals goes, and so far as
my intercourse witb Arnerican people, outside of the poli-
ticians who are locking for votes, goes, I do rot believe
there is any intensely hostile feeling to the people of Canada
in the United States. But the sweeping assertion bas been
made that this dismissal bas "intensified the feeling."
There is no journal in thie northern part of the United
States whicb is considered to be a better exponent of re-
pub!ican feeling or a greater autbority on fishing matters
than the Boston Advertiser, and it referrtd in the follow-
ing terms to the dismissal of tise collector at tialifax

" The dismissal of the collector of customs at aHlifax is an instructive
object 1eson to our Admiuistration cf th - proper course to pursue towards
offiýials who concede contested points to foreign nations Collector
Ross granted the application of Consul General Phelan for the neces-
sary bonding paperi to enable the transhipment of the fresh fish cargo
of a Gloucester schooner to this city from Halifax. We need not say
that we assert the American right ander the muitu!l covenants of 1830,
and ordinary international comity, to make such transhipments, but the
right has been denied by the Government at Ottawa, and the collector
of customs, in conceding it, in this instance, without instructions from
the Dominion Government, made disavowal necessary to maintain the
Canada position unimpaired."

This is an American authority, not the ipse dixit of any hon.
gentleman, and this American journal says this course was
absolUtely necesary. It continueS:

" Disavowal was made signal by the requesat for the resignation of the
offending collector. As a matter of fact the cargo was not shipped
overland, and the Canadian Minister of Customs does not regard its
transfer as distinctly conceding the American claims, but as th% con-
cessions might be interpreted as impairing the Canadian case, it was
sbarply repudiated. We are sorry for the obliging collector, but our
Administration can profit by th j example of Canada in the treatment of
officiais who fail to maintain the asserted rights of the nation."
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1 think this is the best answer that can be given, not from
the Canadian standpoint, but frorn the American stand-
point, of the necessity that existed for such recognition of
the transgression of regulations by Mr. Ross as ho reccived.
Referring again to what has appeared in an American
paper in connection with this matter - because it is not
lair that the Government should be blamed for upholding
the cignity of our country, and adhering to the proper
interpretation of international treaties--I find the following
desy atch appeared in American papers in connection with
the transhipment of the cargo of the M. A. Batson:

" Capt Campbell packed 8,000 pounds of halibut in iee boxes and
transh!pped it by the steamer Carroll to Boston. The vessel bas no
license, and Gapt. Campbell says he made the transhipment unde- the
rights given Americans by the bon ding arrangements ot the Treaty of
Wasaington. This is the first attempt made to tranship."

This despatch was tolegraphed to American journals, abd
thus intensified American feeling, or, at all events, if it did
not intensify American feeling, it proclaimed to Americans
that Canada had conceded the most important point in the
treaty. I may say that while I was in Halifax I had a
conversation on this matter with the Consul General of the
United StateP, a most efficient, capable, honorable officer,
and that gentleman expressed to me his utter astonishment
at Mr. Ross' conduct. He said that to him it was incom
p, ebensible; and Mr. Ross himself has never attempted to
explain it; he cannot do so. But what was more import-
ant was the impression it produced on the mind of the
A rnerican Consul General. That gentleman, I believe,
wben he found the transhipment had taken place to the
United States, telegraphed to his Government that Canada
bad conceded transhipment. Hon. gentlemen can
imagine to what difficulties that might have led ;
so much so that the Consul General expresssed
to me his utter surprise that Mr. Ross should
have taken such a step without consulting his Government,
and have acted contrary to his written, positive and clear
instructions. But the circumstances of that case were re-
markable. That vessel came into Halifax and all the re-
pairs she required involved only an outlay*of 50 cents. If
I could imagine such a thing, one would almost suppose an
attempt was made to make up a case; I do not inbinuate
that for one moment, but it is extraordinary that all the re-
pairs required involved an expenditure of only 50 cents.
That is entirely different to the other case to which the hon.
gentleman has referred. The second case to which ho has
cAlled attention, and it is a camparatively recent occur-
rence, is that of an American fishing vessel which came in-
to Balifax harbor in distress. She had experienced very
stor my weather and had lost a portion of her rigging, and per
mission was asked to refit in Halifax, not, as the hon. gentle
man bas said to make Halifax her basis of supplies, but
permis-ion to obtain there the necessary outfit to enable
her to return home, and whilst this was being done ber
cargo was allowed to be transhipped. Shall we beever able to
Fatisfy bon. gentlemen opposite ? At one moment they say :
You are too severely strict with the people of the United

lates. They ask nothing from theAmeticans, but cntend
that we must surrender every.hing to them. The next
rMoment they blame the Govern ment because it has allowed
in one instance a vessel to bec refitted. In regard to the
question generally of the modus vivendi, my bon. friend
(Mr. Jones), to whom I always listen with a great deal of
attention, bas treated us to a dissertation rega:ding the
farmers of Ontario, the log export duty, a reciprocity
treaty, and many other questions which, to my mind, Lre
hardly relevant to a fisheries question. But it ill bo for
the people of Canada to adjudicate upon this question at the
proper time, and, notwithstaniding the jubilation with which
hon. gentlemen opposite view certait electione that have
taken place in the Province of Ontario, I firmly believe,
knowing well the feeling of my own Province at least,

that when the time comes tho pople of Canada, and the
people of Nova Sootia, will rocognise that in the matter of
this modus vivendi as in ail other' important matters, their
interests are quite safe in the hands of the Goveranmat led
by my friend the right hon. Premier.

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

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE-TIIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 21) to incorporate the Dominion Life Assurance

Company. -(Mr. Trow )

Bill (No. 25) to amend the Act incorporating the Boiler
Inspection aud Insurance Company of Canada.-(à1r.
Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 20) to incorporate the Hawkesbury Lumber
Cornpany.-( r. Lubrosso.)

Bill (No. 30) respecting the Baptist Convention of On-
tario and Quebec.-(Kr. Denison.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 49) respecting the Albrta and Athabasca Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 50) to amend the Act incorporating the L ndon
Mutual Fire Insurance Compaiy.-(Mr. Marshall.)

Bill (No. 6û) to rat.fy an exohange of land between the
Ontario and Quobec Riilway Company and the Land
Security Crnpamy.-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 69) respecting the Kingston and Pembroke
Railway Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Supreme Court of the
Independent Order of Foresters. (-Mr. Jamieson.)

Bill (No. 75) respecting the Bay of Quinté Bridge Com-
pany.-(MIr. Corby.)

Bill (No. 77) to amend the Act incorporating the Lon-
don and Canadianm L >an and Agency Co.npany (Limited).-
(Mr. Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 7S) respecting the wires of tolophone, tulegraph
and eleoctrie light companies in the city of Tomonto.-(Mr.
Smalt)

Bill (No. 82) to amend the Act to incorporate the Win-
nipeg and North Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

SUPPLY-THE FISIHERIES.

House resumed debate on Mr. Foster's proposed motion
and on Mr. Lauiier's amendment.

Mr. MITCHELLi. In rising to take part in this discus-
sion I may say that I am pleased to find that by hon.
gentlemen on bath sides of this Ilouse, with some few ex-
ceptions, it hs been approaobed in a manner comparatively
free frora that party strife and those party references
which bave too often distinguished discussions in this
House. I think it is a matter of great importance to
Canada that, in discussing a question where international
interests are involved, and particnlarly when the issues
to be tried havu yet to be settled between the countries
interested in the matter, that wo should cndcavor to avoid
as far as possible saying anything Of an acrimonious nature,
or anything that would place the gentlemen who for the
time being are in charge f the affairs of tbis courntry, in
a position of disadvantage in carrying on any negotiations
which may hereafter take place. I think that is the true
spirit in which we sbould legislate in this country. B
far as I myself am concerned, whatever other parties may
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do, I have held myself free in every discussion sinec
I bave been in this House, whether in the Government
or outside of it, and endeavored to control mysell
in such a way whon addressing this Parliament that
anything I might say, no matter whether against
the Govern ment of the day, or whether in favor of my party
interests, whon I had party interests, I endeavored in every
such case to avoid saying anything that would be detri-
mental to Canada in auy negotiations that might be carried
on. That is the line I propose to take to-night, and I will
ask this House to bear with me for a very short time in
deed. On this subject, last Session, I delivered a speech of
some two and a half hours du- ation, whon the Fishery
Treaty was before the House. Sir Charles Tupper thon
ably laid the viewýs entertained by him and the Govern-
ment he represented before Parliament, and I feel it would
ho taxing the time of this House too much if I were to oc.
cupy more than a vexy brief space in stating my views on
this question. It is well that wo should know what is
ahead of us, and I may be perrmitted to claim a little pro.
phetie vision on this subject. I eau see that the advent of
Sir Charles Tupper (who so ably conducted the negotiations
at Washington, and although ho conducted them, not to my
satisfaction, I am quite satisfied ho did the best ho could).-
I am glad to find that ho is again on the ocean coming to
Canada, and that ho will arrive within the next forty-eight
hours in New York.

Some hon. NEMBERS. He is there now.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am very glad that ho is there. I

have no doubt as to the object of his mission to this country.
I bave no doubt in my mind that Sir Charles rupper is
coming out here charged by the British Government to lay
before the Cabinet of the Dominion of Canada, the views,
personally intimated to him, which the English Cabinet.
entertains in relation to this question. We ail know that
the British Government are extremely desirous to avoid
any difficulty with our neighbors to the south of the
boundary lino. We know it is neither their interests nor
inclination that those difficulties should exist, and we know
from past experience that they have been only too ready
to sacrifi,:e the interests of Canada for the sake of peace
While I make this statement, I am not one who regrets that
peace has been maintained. I believe that any sacrifice,
short of the loss of national honor, is not too dearly made
in order to obtain that great object with a people who are
so nearly allied to us in race, i religion, in language and
in everything that tends to advance civilisation and christi-é
anity at the prosent day. I am pleased to believe that the
sentiments of both sides of this House will be as far
as they can, to promote the object which the British Govern.
ment have in view in maintaining that peauce.
I want to warn the hon. gentlemen on thei
other tide of the House, f rom experience of the last twenty-1
five years, of the manner in which B:itish views have been
expressed, and 1 want also to warn the people of Canada,1
1 cesire to warn them that there is a limit, an extent toi
which they may not go, and satisfy the pub:ic mind of1
Canada. It may not bu out of pLce at prosent for me toi
place briefly before the House the actual position of the
Fiehery question. I will not go back boyond the Conven-
tion o011818, whon the rigis of the people of Canada werei
recognised and admitted by the people of the United States,t
and when were defined the privileges the people of Canada(
should possoss and the rights the Americans sbould have.
lt was then defined that the line of three miles-and 1i
make the statement now in order to meet the statementî
made by the right hon. the First Minister and by the Mint
ister of Finance the other day, that they had always guardedj
ed the t ue interests and proserved intact aIl the rights1
granted to Canada by the Convention of 18ï8, and that1
to.day we were enforcing the rights of the 'Treaty of 1818c
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jut as they had been enforced in years past. By that
['reaty of 1818, wo all know that the Americans agreed
they should have no rights within a line of three
miles drawn from the headlands, bays, and coasts
and shores of Canada. My hon. friend wiIl bear me out
in saying that for forty years after that treaty was made the
construction put upon it was that the Americans had no
right within any ole of these baya or within three miles
line from headland to headland along our shores and coasts.
For forty years the British Government protected that con-
îtruction, and the Americans acknowledged it, and I refer

to my speech of last Session for al the authorities and
quotations to sustain that assertion. Does the right hon.
gentleman mean to say that to-day we are assuming the
position which we maintained for forty years in relation to
the rights Canada posseses, and which, with the protection of
the parent Governent, we enjoyed up to the Elgin Treaty
of 1854 ? I may say here that I agree with hon. gentlemen
who hold that the Elgin Treaty was eminently in the inter-
esta of this Canada of ours. Underthat treaty, for the twelve
years of its existence, the trade of this country increased
to an enormous extent with the American States, just as
that of the American States increased with us. I hold that
the treaty was mutually beneficial, and that if it had been
continued Canada would be in a very different position to-
day. At the time the treaty was made one of its condi-
tions was that the Americans should enjoy free inter-
course in common with the citizens of Canada in the fish-
eries along our coasts. The expiration of that treaty brought
about the suspension of that particular privilege. But
although the rights of the Americans to participate in our
fisberies ceased at the termination of the treaty, we found
ourselves in this positi n, that while the British Govern-
ment, up to the time of the Elgin Treaty, had sustained the
claim of Canada to the headlands, bays, harbors and ports
of Canada, and for three miles outside of them, while the
British Govern ment had up to that time sustained that con.
struction of the treaty and the Americans, had admitted it,
yet, when the treaty expired in 1866, we know that while
the Government of Canada claimed our full rights-and I
will do my right hon. friend the credit of saying that at
that time the despatches written under his instructions
claiming that construction and the enforcement of our
rights on the part of the mother country, were a credit to
him and to the Government of which he was one of the
heads at the time-the British Government endeavored, in
ordor to avoid difficulties with the United States, to get
some arrangement made by which we sbould allow the
Americans to come in and fish for oneyear. Well, that privi-
loge was conceded. The right hon. gentleman sent down
to the Maritime Provinces, for that was before Confederation,
to induce us to aid him in coming to some arrangement,
and the Maritimes Provinces oonisented to an arrangement
by which for one year Arnerican fihermen should enjoy
with ours the same privileges they had enjoyed during the
twelve years existence of the Elgin Treaty. After 1867,
when Confederation was established and the Department of
Marine and Fisheries croated and organize:, we had to take
ap the question; and before the next fishing season wa
represented to the British Governmont that it was inadv -
sable to continue that system; that our rights having
revived and those of the Americans having dropped after
the expiration of the Elgin Treaty, it was not advisable to
continue granting them that privilege. We represented
that if we conticued, year after year, to allow them to come
in and participate in those fisheries, without any reciprocal
advantages being given by them, they would in lapse of
time consider our title had been prescribed and claim the
privilege as an absolute right. We were induced, however,
by the British Government, for three years to permit that
kind of thing to go on, and we saw at last it would only
end in our losing our rights altogether unless some
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action was taken. We did take some action I wae, If w. can believe wbat we hear, if w. can believe that the
under the direction of the right hon. the First Minister, em- statements we see in the press are truc, and if we can b.
powered to put on a force for the protection of our fishie ies, lieve what the rigbt hon, gentleman Raid the otber day in
and did Po ; and while that continued our rights were toler- this flouse, negotiations have already been renewed in au
ably well protected, but only te a limited extent. The informai way.
British Government would not allow us to enforce our S:r JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. ger.tieman is
rights beyond three miles of the shore. The old question mistaken. I did ot at l intend to nvey te idea that
of the headlands they desired should remain in abeyance, any negotiations, formai or informai, were commenced. I
and under the direction of the Secretary of State for the simply said that 1 had unofficial information as to the fec!
Colonies of that day, we had to rescind the instructions gn
which I had issned. Canada bad no power to protect her
rights beyond the three-mile shore limit, that being the Mr. MITC1iELL. I certainly understood that some
municipal extent of ber jurisdiction, and the force she put negotiations had taken place, or some representations bal
on was mercly a police force. fier Majesty's vessels were been made te the right hon, gentleman in regard te the fuel-
the only source we had to look te for protection of our ings of the new administration.
rights under the Convention of 1818. At that time, hoW-
ever, there were indications on the part of the British SieyJtHA.
Government that in all probability they would abandon the
claim whch they for forty years had sustained in regard Mr. MITCHELL. 0f course I accept the rîjbt bon.
te the beadlands. My hon friend says now, speaking oftgentleman's statement, and I take that back. However,
bis Government, that they have abandoned no portion of we find in some of the papers publimhed in the United States
the rights which Canada acquired under the Treaty of 1818; positive statements as te what is going on in Washington.
but I would like to Fay this to him, that when he makes W. know there are gentlemen therenow Who are interestini
that remark, he has failed to observe the fact that we have themselves in that matter, and thoRe gentlemen, I think, I
never attempted te enforce, because the British Govern. may safely say, are in communication with the right hon.
ment would net do it, and we for want of municipal juris- gentleman on the Fuhj, t. Whethcr he has authe.
diction outside of the three-mile limit could not do it, that rised thee egetiations or net, I cannet @av, andt
special right which we formerly enjoyed and which has re- therofore, I will net assume that ho bas, but I think
mained in abeyance. I mention that fact, not to bring a we may fairly assume that, gentlemen who are nego-
charge against the Government of the day, for I believe tiating in that way-and the right hon, gentleman
tboy have endeavored te press upon the British adminis- admits that he has knowledge of something of the
tration in the strongest way tbey could the necessity whioh kiod geing on-do net, as a rule, de that without mome
existe of enforcing our complete rights; but the Americans, encouragement from those who are in autbority be.
from the laxity of the rule which had crept in and from the Furtbir, if tbe right hnn. gentleman bis people there who
fact that for twelve years during the existence of the Elgin are feeling the way te bring these difieulties te a friendly
Treaty they had enjoyed almost complete immunity, the termination, ho im only deing what is in the interemtq of the
British Government felt reluctant te enforce the question country and in the interest of his Government, and for my
of our rights te the headlands and bays. I mention this part I entirely approve of iL. We ail know that ther. are
for two reasons. First, to point out to the bon, gentleman certain informai stops to b. taken tefore we can approaeh
that h.eis wrong in bis statement, that the Government of a matter of sncb great impertan e as this, and 1 am only
Canada to-day are enforcing and carrying out every right glad te boar that sometbing of ibat kind le bcing don. bv
which Canada enjoyed under the Convention of 1818. I someone in concert with the Government of tbe day, and
miake it for another reason, and I may say bere, in refer- Ibat I hope iL will have a eatisfactory reguit T would 1k.
ring to Sir CharlesTupper's adv(nt to the rhores of America te ask my riglit hon. friend a question in regard te
again, that be has come for a purposa. I venture to treaty of la-t year which ibis fouse unanimously ad pted,
prophesy that bis chief object is, under personal in- net because tbey believed it was in the interests f Canada,
structions from the Ministry of En land. te confer or that Canada had r.ceived fair play in that treaty, but
with the Cabinet of Canada, and that h. will again because they desired to see peace prevail. We, on this side
be an ambassador te Washington, or, at ail events, a con. of the fouse, knew that, wben the ambassador of the richt
fidential missionary for the purpose of viewing out the ]and. hon, gentleman and the Englisb Goverument came bewith
My belief is that we will find ourselves in the same position a treaty completed between the Englisb ambassadors on
now as we found ourselves in in former years where the theoe band and Lb. American Government on the
British Government have had a finger in the pie in regard other band, iL would be adeptcd by thisRouge, whether we
te our negotiations. If there were one thing more than liked iL or net, We, on this side cf the louse, stated
another wbicbweuld maIe me view witb satisfaction the clearly that we did net believe it was a fair treaty for
position (,f bon, gentlemen in bringing forward a resolution Canada, ad w repeat now what think it is my duty te
declaring that we should bave our own commercial treaties repeat, especially whon negotiations may be further
arranged by our own men, iL is this case of the last Wash- renewed, tht that trcaty was almeet a complet give-away
ington Treaty. 1 have no dombt that Sir Charles Tupper of what Canada noad cntended for for the last twenty
wiil go down to Washington again, and I may say that years, and ad enjoyed for over fifty years. I urge upon
there are few men, if any, in Canada whao are botter quali. Lb. Government that, in the renewal of negotiations, we
fied te carry on such negotiations than that bon. gentleman, should net e simply content toc aim what Was in the
and, though 1 do net agree with the provisions of the reaty treaty of las year, because th.t was rejected by Lb.
wbich wau made laut year or believe thaL iL was in Lb. in- iUited States Senate, but that w. should dlaim wbaG w.
erest of Canada, I said thon anà I say new that 1 beli.ved are entitled e, te privileges w ich have been recognised

he us.d.very means in bis power, and that, if lie failed be and enforced by the British Government on Our behafeeud
geL what Canada wasenetitled te, it wus because h. wus r.- whic bhave been acknowledged by every Governument from
strained by tue other representatives of Lb. English Gev- 1818 down, and that we shomld .thL.Americans know
erfiment and by that Government tinder whom lie acted. 1 that, Lhougb fer 1ihe sake of peace that Treaty was accepted
mention this Dow, becase I do net know wbat stepsheb.laut year, it was net because iL was what we thbougt
Government may take in regard to tbe reaewal of negotia- Canada wa entitled te, but that it was simplyin
tions, and I have ne doubt that negotiations wiIl b. ronewod. the interesta of peat that woe oepted what w s
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proposed. Let any man take a map and draw a
line three miles outside of the beadlands on our three
thousand miles of coast, lot him take the fishing
privileges and the water territory , wh-ch that includes,
and then let him look at the delimitations which Sir Charles
Tupper laid before this House, and he will see what a
fragmentary portion of our rights is reserved under that
treaty. But our hands were tied on this side of the House.
Hon. gentlemen opposite are bound to follow the right hon.
gentleman no matter what arrangement he might take, and
all we could do was to assent to that arrangement. After
the treaty was as-ented to bere, a very unkind remark was
made by an hon. Minister, who asked why we did not
challenge the treaty, take a vote upon it, and test the
feeling of the House. We had no power to test the public
feeling. Ail we culd do, when the Government submitted
it to us. was to protest against it and accept it. We had one
consolation. We thought, if we accepted it unanimously, it
would be accopted by the Senate of the United States, and
it would be a great boon to Canada, though we gave all
those privileges away. It would have been a boon to the
fishermen of the Maritime Provinces if the United States
Senate had accepte-d that trealy, as it would have given
them ,peace, though at the sacrifice of their interests. I
do not wish to make any reflections on our neighbors, but
there canno* be mach doubt that the Senate rejected that
treaty because the Republican majority in that House felt
bound to deteat their Democratic opponents, and, on grounds
of party policy mainly t, ey were bound to rieject that
treaty. I am not going to t:ke up much of the time of the
House in regard to what I stated at such great length last
year and supported by snob clear proof, as to the treatment
wbich we have received from the British Government; but
I am afraid that the British Government will again send
some half-bearted and weak hearted man to Washington,
who will influence the commissioner whom Canada may
send, if she does send one, and that we will be over-ridden
again, not in the interests of this countr y, but in the in-
terests of Britain, and because of their desire to maintain
peace at the risk of all the interests of Canada. Sir, I hope
this will not be the case, but when I look at what bas
taken place in the last twenty-flve years-and I an pretty
well conversant with the correspondence whieh las taken
place during that time-I must say tha' I :ook wi·h dread
upon any renewal ofnegotiations where the British Gavern-
ment bas anything to do with them. Why, Sir, the High
Commissioner toi i us last year that there was a great power
behind us. If that power is only behind us, and is only a
sham, only adurmmy, what is the use of it ? We would have
been far better alone. I believe one of the causes which
defeated that treaty in the Senate was a dislike and hatred
to England. We know there is in that great country an
element of eight millions of Irishmen, and we know the
feelings that have been excited in the Irishmen in the
United States toward Great Britain, and we know that has
always had a controlling influence whenever England's iname
has been mentioned, or England's interests are involved
in the States. What I fear now is that that feeling is still in
existence, and when we come to have our interests dealt
with, we will find that we shall have that feeling to fight,
as well as the political one. Now I think I bave said
enough of that portion of the question which is under con-
sideration. It bas been stated that negotiations had been
going on with the view to renewed trade relations between
the Americans and Canada. Sir, I believe that there bas
been for some time, notwithstanding the statements made
from the other side of the House, a growing feeling on the
part of the people of the United States towards closer com-
mercial and business relations with the people of this
country. We all know that a strong party feeling exista
in the United States in favor of a reduction of their high
tarif, that their accumulated revenues have come to be an
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embarrassment to the trade of the eountry, and that each
party is shifting around to find the best way to reduce the
revenue which they find to be detrimental to the prosperitiy
of their country. Sir, we have bad announced to-day the
action of the Congress of the United States, who have
almost unanimously adopted a resolution submitted by hl ,
Hitt, a very prominent and able man, in favor of Commer-
cial Union. Now, Sir, I am no Commercial Unionist, I
have never been, and the paper I control has endeavored to
show the difficulties which would surround any arrange-
ment for Commercial Union. But, Sir, I will tell you
what I am. I am in favor of more extended trade
with the United States in another shape very closely
allied to Commercial Union. I have often been asked:
' What is the difference between Commercial Union and the
Unrestricted Reciprocity which your paper, the Herald, ad-
vocate-, and which you have always advocated in Parlia-
ment?" The difference is this, and it is just as well that it
should be stated: In the case of Commerc al Union it would
be an assimilation of the tariffs, they would be the same in
both countries, and the arrangement of that tarif could
only be attained by a conference, and the result would h
that sixty millions could not give way to five millions, and
unless they let the tail wag the dog Canada would have
very little to say about it. For that reason I have not been
in favor of Commercial Unioi. But lot us get Unrestricted
Reciprocity. Let each country make its own tariff, and let
both agree to assimilate them to one another as far as they
cn, and it is no odis whether they w.uld be exactly the
sane or not. There is very little difference between the
two now; the diference is only that probably the Unittd
States would control the regulation of the tariff. Under
Unrestricted Reciprocity that could not be, because we in
Canada would make our own tariff. Why should we not ?
Are we not doing it now? Are we not rapidly approach.
ing to the high standard of taxation that exista in
the United States ? There the tendency ia to lower lhe
tariff, here the tondency is to raise it. This very week, tiis
very day I believe, at all events yesterday-a delegation of
millers were down to ask for an increase of a dollar a barrel
on the food of the poor man, upon the flour that he eats.
Sir, look at the iron men. The Government have been
pestered with them ever since this Parliament onened-
delgation after delegation of themn coming on. I askod one
of theu the other day : " What is the average coLdition of
the tariff in regard to its effect on iron products now ?" He
told me, 50 per cent. He said the blast furnaces which Sir
Charles Tupper portrayed, that would be scattered ail over
the country, built here and there, and everywhere, when
this high tariff was adopted some years ago-why, he said,
not one of them bas ever been constructed, not a new one
started yet. But they are actually asking for higher duties
to be put on iron ; these representatives of the one blast
furnace in Canada, the Londonderry Works, come bere and
ask for an increased dnty of 10 por cent. to be put upon
iron imported into the country. We find the ten rolling
mills sending delegations bre to oppose that, and asking
the Government not to increase the duty. The fact is, the
chickens are coming home to roost amongst these iron men,
and they are finding out the difficulty, the evil effects of the
policy adopted by this protective Government, this so called
National Policy, which my right hon. friend led the counLtry
into adopting years ago, led it with misrepresentatioi-

Sir JOH1, A. MACDONALD, With your assistance.

Mr. MITCHELL. Ye with my assistance, because I
was deluded; but thank God the scales have fallen from
my eyes. When, in order to drive the Mackenzie Govern-
ment out of power-and I was as anxious to do it as my
right hon. friend was-yes, I am honest about the thing, I
do not carry two faces under one hat, I say what I think
and what I know to be true-when the right hon. gentle-
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man talked of this National Policy, about which he had n
more conviction, but only accepted it as an opportunis
he accepted it because he was told that it would carr
him into power, and it did. But whon I accepted it as firs
propounded, there was no talk of a duty of 50 cents per bar
roi upon flour, no talk of 50 per cent. duty upon iron use
by every farmer, every lumberman and every fisherman i
the country. It was by misrepresentation that my hon
friend sncceeded in sailing into power on bis Nationa
Policy, with a promise of only a 25 per cent. maximum
rate.

Mr. JONES. "Telegraph to Boyd."

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course he telegraphed to Boyd
and Boyd telegrapbed back. He told Boyd that there was
to be no increase over 25 per cent.

Mr. LISTER. Merely a readjustment,
Mr. MITCHELL. I know my right hon. friend pretty

well; we have foregathered before now. I may say that
is the reason the hon. gentleman taunts me with assisting
him in getting the National Policy imposed upon this
country. I did help him, but it was under false pretences.
I never dreamed of a duty of 50 cents a barrel on flour,
40 cents upon corn meal, 82 upon pork, 35 per cent.
upon cottons, worn by the people, 35 per cent. upon
woollens, 150 per cent. upon some other articles that I
named the other night. Sir, this tariff bas grown like the
borse leecb; it is "give, give " all the time. They want
more and more, and they are coming here and asking for
it now. I saw some millers here to-day, I believe some of
them are in the gallery listening to me now; they want an
incroased duty upon fiour, $1 a barrel is alil they want. I
should like to know what the poor fishermen, and lumber-
mon, and farmers in my county-they are all hall farmers,
half lumbermen and hall fisherrmen, for that is the class we
have on our shores-would say if I quietly sat
here and consented to such proposition without
resenting it and protesting against it as I am
doing to-night, and as I shall continue to do if
such a proposition is attempted to be carried. That is the
kind of National Policy my right hon. friend has reached.
le bas advanced from a National Policy to adopt a pro-
tective policy, and a migbty bard one at tbat. Hon. gen-
tlemen opposite tals about not being able to make an arran-
gement with the United States. Why, is it because thereis
any great difference between the tarifts of the two countries ?
No. The Americans have had a high protective tariff for
many years until they have found it to be an incubus, that it
has produced and fostered the growth of institutions which
are cursing the country in the form of" combines " and that
it is taxing the many for special purposes to enrich the few.
That is about what the protective policy bas doune there.
The right hon. gentleman baving once got the wedge en-
tered by means of the National Policy, plausible as his
theory was at the time, because it had thon none of the
objectionable features in regard to taxing the poor man'as
bread, has continued and is till continuing to drive it
home, and while I fear he is doing it in a way that will
injure the people, I hope it will drive hlm from power. I
do not propose to continue my remarks; I feel that after
occupying over two hours last Session in placing my views
on the fisheries question before the House, I should not tax
the patience of the louse too much to-night.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. MITCHELL. The leader of the Government, when

replying to the leader of the Opposition the other day,
made some observations on which I will say a few words,
and I hope my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition will
excuse me if I say a word in his defence. I have no right1
to speak for him, but with his permission I will just say1
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o this: The right hon. gentleman charged my hon. friend
t, with being a friend to every country but bis own. That
y expression came with very bad grace from the hon. gentle-
t man. He also said thathe did not want to go on his bended
- knees to the United States, and beg them to give us reci-
d procity. Is there no method of approaching an indepen-
n dent and splendid people other than by autions either of
, of servility or of defiance ? The right hon. gentleman on
l the one hand, assumes an attitude of opposition and defiance
a tothem, and, on the other hand, ho says: Do you want

Canada to go on bended knees to ask the United States to
give ns reciprocity. There is a medium course
which should be adopted by a statesman,-it is
that of conciliation, one whereby be might approach

s a great country such as the United States, and while he
commanded their respect, at the same time he would lead
them to consider any proposition wbich might be made to
them in a fair and honorable spirit. That is the course I
should like to see adopted, not the course which the right
bon, gentleman and bis Government have pursued for sev-
oral years past towards that country. la he likely to au.
complish anything with that people by the course which
he bas pursued with regard to tho fisheries ? When the
treaty expired in 1886, what course did ho pursue ? The
most stringent one possible. I do not know what the in.
structions were that wore given to the commandera of the
cruisers, because, up to this day, altbough they have been
several times asked for, they have nover been produced, or
we have never ascertained what they were, but wo do know
what the effect bas been. The hon. gentleman's
officers-I bold him responsible for their actions-have
pursued a course towards the fishermen of the United
States that was not warranted by the circumstances.
When the D. J. Adams and the Doughty were seized with-
in three days in the Bay of Fundy, they were seized on
the most frivolons pretext. They were held in the port
of Halifax for months and months, and I believe they
were only released-I have been told so by an bon. friend
on this side of the Ilouse-when the treaty wbich Sir
Charles Tupper assisted to negotiate was agre ed upon. I
have never seen evidence of that release or despatches
relating to it, but I am informed by someof my bon. friends
that they saw something of the kind and that those vessels
were released after the treaty was made. I told the right
hon. gentleman when ho seized the D. C. Adama that ho
had acted wrongly and that the Governmont's action could
not be sustained, and moreover that the course pursued was
not only very frivolous but very vexations and annoying
to a proud spirited people like the Americans. The right
hon. the First Minister the other day, whon dealing with
the statements made by the leader of the Opposition, said
the Government had not done a single act which they were
not justified in doing. I say thore have been innumerable
sncb acts and the seizures of those two vessols were acts
not justified by the facts. Is it the way to conciliate a
great people like the people of the United States, to
have their flag pulled down by one of our cruisers ? la
there anything that a proud people would reosent more
quickly than such an act ? Yet this was done by the master
of one of the cruisers. I am in favor of protecting
the fisheries of this country, I am in favor of protecting
our rights, and of doing it in a manly and independent
way, but I am in favor of doing it with that moderation
and that conciliation as well for the prejudices, as the feel-
ings and rights of others, as we would like to have shown
to ourselves. That course has not been pursued by the
right hon. gentleman and his Government, and I desire now
to state, that the course which the Government pursued in
1886, was not pursned in 1887, 1 am glad to say, because
of the warning they received, and the effect was, that even
the High Commissioner himself, resented the course taken,
and the policy was changed. I believe it is our duty, while
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we uphold our rights, to uphold them in a manner so as to
give as little offence as possible to those with whom we are
brought in contact, and if we expect to accomplish any-
thing by entering into negotiations with the people of the
United States, we must act fairly and squarely, and not
act so as to provoke trouble, and seek to become aggressive.
It is to the interest of this country that we should endoavor
to secure renewed trade relations with the people of the
United States. I believe they have now opene the door
by the resolution wbich bas been passed by Congress,
and hon. gentlemen opposite can no longer say we have
to go cringing to the United States. They have invited us
to approach them-; they have passed unanimously a resolu-
tion in Congress declaring themselves in favor of Commer-
cial Union, and the Commercial Union may not be what we
desire nor porbaps what we would consider. Yet it is such
a long step on the way to what we desire, namely Unres-
tricted Reciprocity, that if nogotiations were properly
handled we could no doubt accomplish our object. But I
fear for the result. The leader of the Government, after
building up the sugar refineries, who are making enormous
profits year after year, the cotton factories which are making
large dividends, and some of them are already coming to
grief because the unnatural bounties offered have cansed so
many to be established-after building up iron foundries
and rolling mills, nail factories and factories of vai jous
kinds, the right hon. gentleman will find himseolf embar-
rassed in placing such a proposition before the United
States as they can accept. The right hon. gentleman
will find that ho will not be assisted by those
mon who had in the past made contributions for
election purposes. They will be very apt to split upon him.
and the public will obtain a good deal of information about
these matters which they do not now possess, and in place
of handing the right hon, gentlemen contributions at the
next general election they will very coolly tell him : No,
we have done enough for you, you must now;hold your own,
you have gone back on us. Of course, that is assuming the
right hon. gentleman goes to the United States with a
desire to make a fair reciprocal arrangement, and if ho
does not, I do not suppose he will succeed in getting one. I
have now stated briefly my views upon this matter. I
would have gone at greater length into it were it not that
I did so last year and I do not fcel liko inflicting upon the
the House a repetition of the arguments which I used at
length last Session. With these remarks, Mr. Speaker, I
will conclude.

Mr. CASEY. I regard the remarks of the hon. gentle-
man who has just sat down as being of special weight to
this House and to the country. The views of a gentleman
who was once an honest supporter of what he conceived to
be the National Policy as explained by the author of it,
and his views on the ïational Policy as it exists to-day are
particularly valuable. If the promises made to the coun-
try in regard to the National Policy have been so falsified
subsequently, that one of its original supporters has been
compelled contrary to his old associations, and contrary
to his convictions on the subject, to condemn that poliey
that ho once supported, it says a great deal against the
policy in question. Coming back to the subject more
immediately before us,-the resolution proposed by the
hon. the leader of this side of the House and the answer of
the right hon. the Premier to my hon. friend's speech, I
am reluctantly compelled to say that the policy of the
Government as hitherto practised in regard to the fisheries,
and as outlined by the hon. gentleman's speech on the
question is the genuine old fashioned, true blue, Tory
policy of bluster and back down. When the Washington
Treaty came to a conclusion by notice from the United
States there was a short interval of the policy of bluster
indulged in. Thon it was found that negotiations muet be
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entered into and the Government most flagrantly backed
down from the position they had taken in the early stages
of the discussion. They had told Canadians, and told the
Government of the United States, that to surrender certain
rights in regard to these fisheries would be to surrender ter-
ritorial rights-a part of the heritage of this country and
which could not be surrendered without treason to the best
interests of the people. The Commissioner of this Govern.
ment, in conjunction with the British Commissioner, went
to Washington and surrendered these rights. Not only did
they do this, but they arranged a modus vivendi, of which so
much as been said, giving a certain qualified admission to
our fisheries on certain terms which were to subsist until
the negotiations were finally closed, and it was found to be
utterly impossible to conclude the treaty. In that the Govern-
ment practised the policy of bluster and back down. In
the new negotiations which had been initiated as would
appear through the instrumentality of the same gentleman
who inaugurated the last negotiations-the instrumentality
of the annexationist and traitor Erastus Wiman, the policy
of bluster has been pratised, so far at least as the public
ntterances of the Government in Canada are concerned. I
do fnot know what has been said to the United Stated
Government by their special ambassabor, but I know that
their policy in Canada has been one of bluster. I beg to
prophesy that perhaps before the end of this Session,
and certainly before a very long time thereafter a
policy of back down will have succeeded to this policy
of bluster and we shall find the Government taking
in many respects, if not in all, the suggestions and
the position which we urge they ought to take now.
With whatever rivals or opponents the Government of the
day is engaged ; whether it be with a few hundred half-
breeds in the North-West or sixty millions of people to the
south of us, we always find that they pursue a policy of
bluster, in the first place, and of back down in the second
place, when they find that bluster won't do. It is that
which galls them in discussing this motion of my right hon.
friend in front of me (Mr. Laurier.) It galls them to know,
as they do in their heart and conscience, that in a short
time they will have to adopt the hon. gentleman's sugges-
tion, and perbaps to go further than he has urged them to
do. It is evident that they are not comfortable in their
minds on this subject, and not only are they uncomfortable,
but, I might say in a metaphorical sense, that they are feel-
ing il]. The proof of this is that when a man feels sick he
generally sends for the doctor. The Government un-
doubtedly feel sick on the present occasion for they have
sent for the doctor: they have sent for the great medicine
man of the party, the gentleman who is the great healer of
all breaches in the party, their great deliverer, without
whom nothing is done that is done on that side of the
liouse; and upon whom the chief of the party seems to
rely as upon a suporior and overpowering intellect.
Without Sir Charles Tupper nothing of importance has
been done for years past, and when we see him appear
suddenly in Ottawa, a couple of months before he was ex-
pected, we know that the patient bas been very ill, and that
the doctor bas been sent for to try, if possible, to cure bis
malady. Whether the doctor will be successful or not it is
impossible to say, but 1 am quite certain that that distin-
guished physician, diplomatist and politician, will, in all
probability, inaugurate a new course of treatment. The
drugs to be administered to the Government, and the
nostrums to their supporters and the pabulum to be given
to the United States Government will all be changed. We
shall have a total change of tone in the treatmont of this
great question now that the great doctor, the great mnedicine
man and the great general mediator of the Conservativo
party and of its chiefltain, has arrived on the scene. Before
I go further into these general remarks I want to allude to
some statements made by the right hon. the Premier when
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we lat discussed this question. He told us that whon ho
was negotiating the Washington Treaty in 1871 he was
heavily handicapped and he was prevented from securing
what ho wished by the fact of a certain resolution regarding
the duty on American products having been passed here in
bis absence. In relating briefly the course of discussion
between him and the American commissionerd and the offer
they made, he said :

"But when this subject was being discussed the Canadian Parliament
was sitting here, I being at that time in Washington, and Parliament
suendo diabolo, Mr. Holton passed a Bill taking the duty off coal and
sait, and I was confronted by that vote of the Canadian Parliament.
We were completely sold by our own people, and Mr. Hamilton Fish,
chairman of the American Commission, witti a quiet chuckle, said: We
withdraw our offer. "

Now, Sir, this statement was not new on the part of the
hon. gentleman, for so long ago as 1872 when ho was making
a speech in Pet erborough during the election campaign, ho
gave us a somewhat similar account of these transactions.
He said :

"From day to day I was fighting that battle. In that struggle I had
every chance of success-that at least a fair chance of success-when
judge of my surprise, my honor, when I found that in my absence Par-
iament then sitting at Ottawa that the Opposition, not regarding the
peculiar position of the representatires of this country on the Commis-
sion, regardless, I say it boldly, of the interests of this country with an
utter want of patriotism in this case at least, and in defiance of the
remonstrances, even of the earnest entreaties of my colleagues, proposed
and forced upon Parliament a repeal of the National Policy A ct by
which we had put a duty on certain American productions such as flour,
coal and salt."

Now, Sir, that proves that even as early as 1872 the hon'
gentlieman's recollection of that matter was considerably
muddled; for, although the proceedings had only taken
place a year and a half before, ho had managed to give as
complote a misstatement as possible of the facts of the
case. Instead of his colleagues having earnestly protested
and entreated against the passage of the Act in question,
repealing the so-called National Policy, I find in the Votes
and Proceedings of the 22nd of March, on which day the
vote was taken, that every colleague of the hon. gentleman
who was then in the House voted for that Act against which
ho says they earnestly entreated. I find the names of
Hincks, Howe, Langevin, Robitaille, Tilley, Tupper, and
two gentlemen who are still in the House, Cameron of
Inverness and Costigan, recorded as voting for that rosolu-
tion which the hon. gentleman said killed the negotiations
at Washington. It might be possible to excuse a slip of
memory on the part of the right hon. gentleman at this
late date, but it was not excusable thon. After hearing the
right hon. gentleman state that Hamilton Fish, with a quiet
chuckle, "We withdraw the offer," I consulted a friend now
in the House, who recalled to my memory the fact that
Hamilton Fish had written a letter on this subject shortly
after the negotiations. It is published in the Globe of
the 27th of August, 1872, and is as follows:
"DAVID MILLs, Esq., Clearville, Canada.

"Sm,-Your letter dated 5th July was not received until within the
last three days. You ask whether the action of the Canadian Parlia-
ment in March, 1871, in repealing the Act of the previous year, impos-
ing duties on coal, sait, flour, &c., influenced the action of the Govern-
ment of the United States in declining to admit sait, lumber and coal,
the products of Canada, tree from duty. Your reference is undoubtedly
to the proceedings eo the Joint High Commission in session in Wash-
ington in the spring of 1871. I have no hesitation in saying that the
position and determination of the American Commissioners with regard
to the question of duties on articles the products of Canada, were not in
the slightest degree influenced by the action of the Canadian Parlia-
ment, repealing the Act imposing duties on American products.

I am,
"Very respectfally yours,

"HAMI TON FISH,
"Secretary of sate, U. S."

That is Mr. Fish's account of the interview. The right hon.
gentleman says that Mr. Fish, with a quiet chuckle, said:
"We withdraw the offer," and said it in consequence of the
actiQn of tlie Canadian Government. Mr. Fiah, immediately

after the event in question, said that action had not the
slightest influence upon their decision. But we scarcely
need Mr, Fish's testimony on the subject, for we find from
the Journals of the flouse that this action of the Canadian
Parliament took place on the 22nd of March, and we find
from the protocols of the Commission itsolf that it was on
the 25th of March, three days after, that the American Com-
missionors mado the offer, and that they did not withdraw it
until the 17th of April. Therefore, the action of the Cana-
dian Parliament could have had nothing to do with the
position of the American Commissioners in the matter,
oven if we had not Mr. Fish's positive statement to the
contrary. But, Sir, if it were possible that it had any effect
on the result, the right hon. gentleman is as responsible as
his colleagues for that action. Whether it was the devil or
Mr. Holton who persuaded his colleagues to vote in that
way, ho is responsible for their action, and must bear that
responsibility. Now, Sir, this is not the only peculiar state.
ment ruade by the right hon. gentleman in bis speech the
other day; and since we have found him so clearly wrong
in this, I think we may judge his other statements by the
same standard. It is quite clear, in regard to that matter,
that either his momory is totally untrustwortby, or that
ho was misinformed as to the fact of the case. The latter
supposition is out of the question since ho was one of the
parties concerned in the negotiations. Therefore his memory,
to put it mildly, is utterly untrustworthy in stating past facts
concerning negotiations in which ho was ongaged. But when
ho cornes to speak of later matters, we find him equally un-
trustworthy. ie says:

" We adopted, ex neces8itate, after the termination of the Treaty of
1871, the course of defending our own waters, of keeping our own pro.
perty to ourselves, of keepIng poachers and smugglers out of our
preserves."

Well, Sir, did the hon. gentleman and his colleagues do that ?
I think it is in the memory of every member of this House
that in the first fishing season aftor the termination Of that
treaty, the Government gave up overything, which ho says
incorrectly my ion. friend and leader proposes to do on
this basis of the modus vivendi. They did worse than that.
They gave the Americans the free use of our fishories in
that fishing season without any modus vivendi or license at
ail; they let them go on and fish just as if the treaty was
not in existence; and it was net until a year after that they
began the policy of bluster which finally, as I have said,
ended in the policy of breakdown. Thon, ho goes on:

" Mr. Bayar 1 went further, and we could not induce him, Sir Charles
could not induce him, nor could the British Government induce him, to
consent specifically and explicitly to a statement tiat the Commissioners
ehould have full power te enter ito the subject of a commercial treaty.
But it is mentioned incidentsily."

What is the fact, Sir ? The fact is that after Mr. Erastus
Wiman, the annexationist traitor as they called him, had
put Sir Charles Tupper into communication with Mr.
Bayard, Mr. Bayard was the first to suggest, as the only
basis of a satisfactory arrangement between the two coun-
tries, a treaty securing enlarged commercial relations ho-
tween us, not as an incidentai, but as the main basis of any
possible solution of the difficulty. And when the Commis-
sion met and was asked to consider commercial questions,
the right hon. gentleman says:

" The American commissioners withdrew even from the expressions
that had been used in tie previous correspondence; they refused to take
up the questin of trade relations, they confined themselves te the
fPheries. "
One would naturally suppose from this that thore had been
some change of attitude on the part of the American Gov-
ern ment; but the protocols show an entirely different state
of things. They do not show that there was any change of
intention on the part of Mr. Bayard or his colleagues. They
only show that after the Commission met, the Amer-
can Commissioners stated that they had no power from Con-
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gress to negotiate a commercial treaty at all, but only
power to negotiate as to the meaning of the Treaty of.
1818, and they said : We cannot go beyond our powere.
Nobody on the part of the United States Government has
said that they were unwilling to consider the question of a
commereial treaty, it was merely to state, as a simple legal
fact, that they had not power to consider sucb a question,
and it is utterly unfair and beyond the question to take
that statement as a proof that the American Government
are unwilling to consider any such question. The hon. the
Minister of Finance took the same line that the United
States Government were not willing to consider any such
question, ho challenged everybody on this side to show a
single leading opinion in the strong dominant public opi-
nion of the United States in favor of increased trade rela-
tions on the lines we laid down. Further on, ho said :

" I do not speak here of the Butterworths and the Hitta, and the other
men strong in position in the United States ; I do not speak of the
papers of New York, Boston and hicago, which show the dominant
public sentiment of the country ; in not one of these can you find a de-
fendant of unrestricted reciprocity; in every one you may find a refer-
ence to "manifest destiny."

The best answer to that is given by the resolution passed
almost unanimously by the Congress of the United States
in favor of commercial union with Canada, or reciprocity
on a basis which appears to amount to about the same thing.
1f the people of the United States are willing to consider
commercial union, they are willing to consider extended
trade relations with Canada. The challenge of the hon.
gentleman hias been met, and he will have to confess that
when he threw out that challenge in the heat of discussion
ho exposod himself to a crushing reply which lias been
given by the Congress of the United States. It is proven
now by the only body who can speak authoritatively for the
American people that they are not only ready but anxious
to consider trade relations with Canada, and if our Govern-
ment refuses, as they will refuse by negativing this resolu-
tion, in take stops towards negotiating with the United
States Government for improved trade relations, they will
be throwing away an offer which may not be repeated. All
my hon. friend's motion asks for is that we should deal in a
neighborly manner with our neighbors; all he asks for is
that we should enter into negotiations for the purpose of
settling the trade question and the question of the
fisheries on a friendly basis, which Sir Charles Tup-
per and Mr. Bayard agreed, two years ago, was the
only basis on which theso questions could be settled.
Hon. gentlemen opposite find a great deal of fault because
we ask to be represented by Canadians in the making of
our treaties. Well, we were represented by a Canadian
when the last treaty was made, and the only trouble was
that his hands were tied. He was under the direction of a
man, not a Canadian, whodid not care for Canadian interests,
and whose principal ambition was to return to England
with a treaty of some kind, no matter what might be the
fate of the treaty afterwards. The presence of Mr. Cham.
berlain was no doubt the cause of the treaty being so little
favorable to Canada, and of its rejection afterwards, such
as it was, by the Senate of the United States. I have no
hesitation in saying that if Sir Charles Tupper had been
alone, he would have made a much botter treaty, and it
would have been accepted by the United States. Hon.
gentlemen opposite say, whon we speak of making treaties
as Canadians and by the authority of the Queen in Canada
instead of the Queen in England, that we are becoming
disloyal; they say that in that case we would have
to negotiate without the prestige of England at our
back, and without the assistance of British diplo.
macy, and without any guarantee that the treaties
would be enforced by British power. This is pure
nonsense. The Queen is Queen of Canada as well as
of Great Britain. What she does by the advice of her
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Ministers in Canada, through the medium of the Governor
General, is doue by her and on the advice of her Ministers
as much as if it were done on the advice of her Ministers in
Downing street and by her direet authority. The treaty-
making power is a prerogative of the Queen which she can
delegate to her representative here, the Governor General,
and if this treaty were made altogether between Canadian
Ambassadors and American Commissioners, and ratified
only by this Parliament, it would be just as much a treaty
between Great Britain and the States as if it had been
made through the medium of her Ministers in Downing
street. The Queen's prerogative is the same no matter
whether the medium of exercising it comes from Downing
street or otherwise, and we should have the prestige of
England at our back and the guarantee of British author-
ities in a treaty made by Canadian Ambassadors just as we
would in a treaty made by those sent from England. The
treaty would be just as binding on the British Government
and the British Government would be just as mach bound
to enforce it, as if it were made by Ambassadors sent
directly from home. The only question is, how can such
treaties be most conveniently made? It stands to reason
and common sense that they can be botter made by
ambassadors from here, conversant with the wants and
circumstances of the country, than by those from
from England who know nothing about them and care less.
Where has the friction arisen with regard to the Treaty of
1818 or the Washington Treaty ? It has arisen in the
carrying out of the treaties, in the way American fisher-
men have been treated under their provisions. The most
critical part, the carrying out of the treaty has been left to
the right hon. the First Minister. Will ho then dare to
assert if ho bas ever to administer or to conduct matters
which are more diplomatic than political in their nature,
if ho bas ever to decide how a treaty shall be administered
and what measure of treatment shall be meted out to Ameri-
can fishermen, that he is incapable of properly deciding
what the treaty should be in the first place ? If the Cana-
dian Government is fit to b entrusted with the execution
of treaties, is it not fit to be entrusted with the making of
treaties ? A treaty made by Canadians with Americans
would be much less likely to give rise to friction than one
made by Englishmen who have less knowlodge of our cir-
cumastances and affairs. For all these reasons I shall be
happy to vote for the motion of my bon. friend, if I should
happen to be here when the division is taken. Unfor-
tunately I have to leave to-night for home, and may not be
here when the vote is taken, but I wish to declare my un-
hesitating adherence to the principle of the motion and my
strong desire to support it if I can possibly do so by my
vote in the House.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) I think it is a matter of deep re-
gret that in a question of so great importance as this the
Government side of the House should bave been prevented
giving expression to their views, as they have been. We
have had not a word from them for the last two days ofthe
debate since the right hon. the First Minister spoke. My
attention is called to the f act that a few remarks were made
this afternoon by the junior member for Halifax (Mr.
Kenny), but as they had no reference to the subject matter
under discussion but solely to some small municipal dispute
in Halifax, they may be passed by as not being really part
of the debate at al]. It has been admitted by the leader of
the Government that the leader of the Opposition did not
overrate the importance of this resolution, and when one
comes to think it is a matter affecting our international re-
lations with the great country lying to the south with whom
we do the larger part of our business and with whom we
are more intimately connected than with any other coun-
try, it is not necessary to say the importance of the resolu-
tion cannot be over-estimated. It may be oonsidered, as a
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matter of party tactics, a miEtake that we should have pro-
pounded a policy for the Government, lu domestic matters
I know it is generally thought best not to prescribe until
you are called in; but in a matter, we as we conceive
it, of overwhelming national importance, in which the
greatest interests possible are at stake, we feel we would
not be discharging our duty to the country if at a political
crisis in the affaire of the country we re mained silent. We
put the question the other day in order to obviate any dis.
cussion on the matter as to the policy of the Government.
When the treaty in Washington was ratified a year ago,
we beard the Government taking great pains to provide
that the modus vivendi should not terminate when the treaty
was rejected by the Senate of the United States. They con-
templated distinctly the rejection of that treaty and inserted
a provision in their Bill that it should be in the power of
the Government to prolong for another year the modus
vivendi. even if the treaty was rejected. Under those cir-
cumstances and knowing that we were approaching another
fishing season within a few days of the time when the
Government were proposing to come to some conclusion
on the question, we submitted quietly to tho Government
a question whether or no they had made up their minds
to maintain the modus vivendi in force for another year;
and we were told, with the usual official reply that
the matter was under the consideration of the Govern-
ment. We have noticed for many years back that
there bas been a total lack of policy in regard to this
fishery question on the part of the Government. We have
noticed that their polity has changed with the changing
seasons; that one year they were bellicose and another year
submissive ; that one year they were defiant with their
cruisers on the water, and that another year they withdrew
their cruisers and submitted to anything. There ha- been
a lack of policy, a want of statesmanship and a display of
ignorance on the part of the Government that brought
us almost to the verge of war with our neighbors
to the south, as the Çommissioner of the Government
himself stated last year, and that should not be repeated.
I almost fear, however, from the speech delivered by the
leader of the Government the other day, that we are
again to be relegated to the dangerous condition of
affaire which existed in 1886. The hon. gentleman
was as mysterious then as he was in 1885, he was
just as full of bounce and defiance, and, so far as he
came to any conclusion at ail, we had a right to suppose he
was going to commit Parliament to a repetition of that
policy. The words which he had put into the mouth of
the Governor General indicated that the policy of the Gov-
ernment was to carry out the Treaty of 1818, whatever
that may mean, and we had a right to presume that the
Government intended to carry it out in the manner in
which they attempted to carry it out in 1886. We made
up our minds that, if that was the case, it should not be
done without the most solemn protest which we on this
aide could place on the records of the louse. We prepared
that protest, and, feeling the magnitude of the question,
we decided to take the Government into our confidence, we
did not desire to make any party capital, but we made up
our minds that we would tell them 'what was the
policy we thought they ought to pursue. That
might be bad tactics from a party standpoint,
but the leader of the Opposition was prepared, as he las
been on other occasions, to sacrifice party for the good of
bis country ; and to-night we stand before the House with
this additional fact which bas been communicated by
telegraph, that our neighbors to the south are not disposed
to carry on an international warfare with us, but are dis-
Posed to treat us kindly and cordially. We have before us
the great fact that a proposai for absolute free trade
between the two coantries has been carried almost unani-
mOusly by one branch of the United States Congres. That

may be surrounded by conditions which may not commend
themselves to every one of us, but the fact remains that
Congress is willing to deal with this country in some way
so as to have an absolute system of free trade between the
United States and Canada. That boing the case, it behoves
us seriously to consider whether we should adopt any
policy whioh should irritate or annoy the Congress of that
great country, or turn away those kindly feelings which
they have exhibited. It is perfectly plain that the policies
of the two parties in this country are different in
reference to this matter. The policy of the Government,
as I have said, was announced in the Speech from
the Thronue and it is a reversion to the condition
of affairs which existed before the Washington Treaty
was agreed to. We are referred back to the Treaty of 1818,
and, it that treaty is carried out in the manner in which
the Government carried it out before the Washington Treaty
was agreed to, we will find ourselves in the same deplorable
condition in which we were during the last two or three
years. The policy of the Liberal party bas been formulated
in this resolution, and that policy is one of conciliation. We
wish the Government to hold out the right band of fellow-
ship to our neighbors. We desire that those matters of dis-
pute should be settled not by the arbitrament of the sword,
but by kindly and friendly arbitration. We wish that
ambassadors should be sent from this country to place be-
fore the people of the United States the demands we make
and the grounds upon which we wili agree to a new treaty,
and we think it is well that, while these negotiations are
proceeding, matters should romain in such a shape that
neither the officials of the Government in the Maritime
Provinces nor the captains of fishing vessels should have
the power to bring about such a state of things as that
which Sir Charles Tupper deprecated in 1886. But the
same statement which we have heard so many times
before is made, that this is inopportune, that this, of ail
times, is the most inopportune for our propounding a
policy. Why is it itiopportune ? Is not the fish ing season
close upon you ? Must you not shortly come to a con-
clusion ? What evii can possibly happen by the Op-
position putting on record their view that the policy of
the Government should be one of conciliation and nego-
tiation? The hon. gentleman will tell us, as he told us in
1883, in 1884, and in 1885, that upon this question we
should not exercise an opinion, or, if we had an opinion,
we should keep it to ourselves. When I asked a question
the other day, in reference to this subject of the inter-
national relations between the two countries, the hon.
gentleman said that nothing could be more inopportune,
but he failed to show why it was inopportune. Does he
imagine that the electorate of this country should romain
in ignorance of the policy of the Government on this great
question, a policy which means weal or woo to them ? I
say that the Opposition would be recreant to their duty, if
they bad not, by resolution and by debate, demanded of the
Government an expression of opinion, and tried to find out
what they are going to do. I believe, that our fishery
troubles have been largely due to the hon. gentleman's
policy of procrastination. He will not make up his mind
to anything. A few years ago, when the American
Government gave notice of their determination to abro-
gate that treaty, the bon. gentleman was at the head of the
Government. What did he do? He did nothing. He was
reminded by Lord Derby, the Colonial Secretary at that
time, who forwarded the notice from the United States
terminating the fishery clauses of the Wasbington Treaty,
in the month of March I think it was, that he siould make
up bis mind what course he should take. Again in the
month of May, he was reminded by Lord Derby that he
should make up his mind on the subject and formulate some
policy. But the hon. gentleman said nothing, and, ac-
cording to the papers brought down, it dos not appear
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that ho ever acknowlodged the receipt of the dispatch in
any way. In the month of January, 1884, ho was-I was
going to say, admonished-- but certainly he had his
memory jogged by Lord Derby upon this great question,
and finally, in December, 1884, he was pressed by the Eng.
lish Government hard upon the point, who told him that
the time had come when these fishery articles were about
to expire, and he muet make up his mind to some action,
conciliatory or otherwise. with regard to the fisheries of
this groat Dominion. But, Sir, the hon. gentleman did noth-
ing, and the thon Opposition came forward with a resolution
to this House, and laid down what they considered to be
the true policy. In a resolution which I had the honor to
move in March, 1884, the Liberal party of this Dominion
propounded a policy which they thought should be adopted;
and I have no hesitation in saying, from knowledge
which I have since acquired, that if the right bon. gentle-
man at the head of the Government had accepted the
offer made by the Liberal party, and had sent a man to
Washington to negotiate a treaty, I have the very best
means of knowing that if he had sent the right man, a man
in earnest, he could have succeeded in negotiating a proper
treaty. The public mind of the United States at that time
had not been irritated and annoyed; the politicians were
not in the state of mind that they were in 1887, when they
passed the Non-Intercourse Bil; the leading men of the
United Stated wore more than anxious that the fishery
trouble should be settled upon an amicable, a peaceful, and
a friendly basis. Sir, i charge upon the hon. gentleman to-
night that by his supineness, by hie procrastination, by his
want of statesmanship upon these occasions, he lot the golden
moment go by, and he is chargeable beforo this country
with all the evils which flowed from it, and with the vast
loss, financial, pecuniary and otherwise, whichaccrued to it
from the condition in which the country found itself in
1885-86-87. Well, Sir, what was hie reply on that occasion?
It was almost in the stereotyped form in which he gave it to
the leader of the Opposition a day or two ago : "We are
not going down upon our knees to the Yankees. It is not
consistent with the dignity of this great country to go down
upon our knoes to the United States." Sir, who asked
him to go down upon his knees to the United
States ? 1 suppose there is such a ihing, as was
stated by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), as friendly negotiation upon an even footing.
I suppose that it would be no humiliation to Canada to send
a duly accredited agent to Washington, sanctioned by the
Imperial Government, with power to negotiate a friendly
treaty, and to settle the fishery disputes. Where would be
the humiliation ? le it a humiliation for 5,000,000 of people
to treat with 60,000,000, theirgreat neigh bors to the south ?i
The thing is ridiculous and childish. The hon. gentleman
answered us then that ho would not do it. But what
did he do? fHe put off the evil day tilt the last moment, and
when the last moment came and ho could not put it off an
hour longer, he voluntarily offered to surrender the whole
of the territorial and fishing rights of this Dominion, during
1885, for nothing. He found himself in a corner, put there
by hie own want of statesmanship, hie own wantof judgment,
and he offered to give them free fishing if they would give us
free fish. The hon.gentleman did not get hisoffer accepted.,
Why ? Because he had loft it too late. The hon. gentleman1
gave the free fishing but he did not get the free fish. The
people of this country saw what was national humiliation, if
anything was; they saw their territorial and their fishing
rights, which has been secured to them by treaty, given up
absolutely to the people of the United States for a whole
season, and not a single concession asked in return. The
hon. gentleman, two or three years after wards, tried to take
credit in this House and before this country, that that was
on his part a conciliatory and friendly act. It was nothing
of the sort. Ie acted only when it was forced from him,9
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when he could do no better. H1e lot the golden moment go
by, he refused to listen to advice from this side of the
House, and ho refused to listen to the advice of Lord Derby
who tendered it to him on four separate occasions; the re-
sult was that ho found himself in a fix, ho had to surrender,
and he surrendered ignominiously. Sir, whon the season
went by what did the hon. gentleman do? What did he
do at the end of 1885? fHe found a very strong feeling had
grown up in the Maritime Provinces among the fishermen
that their rights wore not being looked after, that the hon.
gentleman, as the common feeling dowq in the Maritime
Provinces expressed it, did not care a sna for the fishermen
or for the fisheries as long as ho could romain in power. What
did ho do thon ? Prompted by fear and the resuit of h is pre-
vions policy, ho turned around and adopted a bellicose policy.
He told us that ho was going to teach the Americans that
they would not only not have access to our fisheries, not
only would they not have the right to come in to fish in our
waters at all, but they were not to have even those common
rights which one nation extends to another in the matter
of its mercantile marine. Why, Sir, we had in 1886 the
spectacle of the Customs laws of this country being dragged
in, nominally to carry out the article of the Convention of
1818, but practically to drive the American people to des-
peration. Sir, they did not try to carry out the Treaty of
1818 in an honest, square and manly way; they resorted to
every conceivable regulation of the Customs, with the
result of driving the American people to desperation. The
hon. gentleman adopted a policy the result of which was
that in 1886 he ad seized over 68 vessels of the Americans,
he had refused them access to our harbors, ho had seized
them every time they had come into a barbor unless they
reported themselves, ho had refused them the right to
purchase such supplies as belong to an ordinary mer-
chant ship, ho had put upon record his deliberate
policy that if ho allowed an American vessel to enter
our harbor for any purpose whatever, that would be a sur-
render of the rights and privileges we had under the Treaty
of 1818. Sir, ho tried that policy for one year, he seized
these vessels, and at the end of the year what did ho find ?
He found himself brought into collision with the American
Government, he found that the Amorican Government, re-
prosenting the American people, were in an irritated state,
and were determined to defend themselves from the suicidal
policy ho had adopted; he found they had passed their Non-
Intercourse Bill and a spectacle was seen in the American
Congress seldom seen thore, of an entire Congress rising
with unanimity and passing a Non-Intercourse Bill with
Canada, because they bolieved that thoir people had been
treated unkindly, unfriendly and in a harsh and bellicose
spirit. The hon. gentleman thought ho was bringing the
Americans, as ho said, to their knees, but he did not do it,
ho simply brought them to their senses, and they told him
thon and there: If this policy is to ba pursued by you we
will adopt a retaliatory policy on our part. What was the
consequence ? The hon. gentleman who would not oven
negotiate with the Americans in 1885, who thought it was
an indignity on the part of Canada to send an ambassador
there, or a plenipotentiary even, to negotiate unofficially,
was obliged to send down hie Minister of Finance to
see if the troubled waters could not be quieted. We
had Sir Charles Tupper going down to Washington in
the year 1887, and, Sir, before ho went, the American Gov-
ernment had laid before the British Government their com-
plainte. Their complaint was not so much that we had put
a wrong construction upon the Treaty of 1818; it is true,
they did not agree with our construction, but their main
complaint was not that our construction was incorrect. Sir,
the construction put upon the Treaty of 1818 by our Govern-
ment, technically, was correct, thore is no doubt about that.
I think that construction was endorsed and approved of by
every lawyer on both sides of the House. But the construe-
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tion of the treaty was one thing, and the policy of carry-
ing out the construction we put upon it, was another; and
the Americau Government contended, not so much against
the construction of the Treaty of 1818, which we put upon
it, as against the policy that we had adopted in our attempts
to carry it ont. Sir, we have Mr. Phelps, Minister of the
United Mtates at the Court of St. James, telling the Imperial
Government in a despatch what the complaint was. In
that despatch ho asys:

" And quite aside from any question arising upon construction of the
treaty, the provisions of the Oustom Bouse Acts and Regulations have
been systematicaily.enforced against American ships for alleged petty
and technical violations of legal requirements in a manner se unreason-
able, unfriendly, and so unjust as to render the privileges accorded by
the treaty practically nugatory.

' It is not for a moment contended by the United States Government
that American vessels should be exempt from those reasonable port and
Custom Bouse regulations which are in force in countries where such
vessels have occasion to visit. If they choose to violate such require-
ments, the Government will not attempt to screen them from the just
and legal consequence.

" But what the United States Government complain of in these cases
is that the existing regulations have been constraed with a technical
strictness, and enforced with a severity, in cases of inadvertent and
accidental violation where no harin was done, which is both unusual
and unnecessary, whereby the voyages of vessels had been broken up
and heavy penalties neurred. That the liberal and reasonable cons-
truction of these laws that had prevailed for many years, and to which
the fishermen have been accustomed, was changed without any notice
given. On every opportunity of unnecessary interference with the
American fishing vessels to the prejudice and destruction of their
business bas been availed of."
That was the complaint formulated by the American
Government. It was not, as I have said, so much against
the construction which we put upon the Treaty of 1818 as
against the policy we adopted in enforcing our Customs
laws. I eall attention for a moment to the policy of the
Government which was laid down at that time by the
Minister of Marine and the Minister of Customs and en-
dorsed by the entire Government in minutes of Council.
I do this to show that that policy resulted in the most in-
jurious conusequences to this country, and I do it to show
that if hon. gentlemen opposite intend to repeat that policy
they will find the results to be as bad and injurious as they
were in 1886. It was contended by those Ministers that
the Americans had the right by the Treaty of 1818 to enter
our ports for four specifie purposes, and they said: We
will not allow you to enter for any other purposes, no
matter whether humane purposes or charitable purposes, or
such purposes as common humanity would dictate. What
did they say ? The Minister of Marine Land Fisheries in
his report said:

" It is not however the case that the Convention of 1818 affected only
the inshore fisheries of the British Provinces ; it was framed with the
object of affording a complete and exclusive definition of the rights and
liberties which the fishermen of the United States were thenceforth to
enjoy in following their vocation as far as these rights would be affected
by facilities for access to the shores or waters of the British Provinces
or for intercourse with their people. It is therefore no undue expansion
of the scope of that convention to interpret strictly those of its provi-
sions by which such access is denied, except to the vessels requiring itfor the purposes specifically described.

'0Such an undue expansion would, upon the other hand, certainly
take place, if under cover of its provisions, or cf any agreements relating
to general commercial intercourse which may have since been made,
permission were accorded to the United States' fishermen to resorthabitua,1y to the harbors of the Dominion, not for sake of.seeking safety
for their vessels or for avoiding risk of human life, but in order to usethose harbors as a general base of operations from which to prosecuteand organise with greater advantage to themselves the industry in
which tbey are engaged. ')
In following that up, the Minister of Justice goes on to say
further :

" For this purpose it was necessary to keep out foreign fishing vessels,
iteng ie ca mes of dire necessity, no matter under what pretext theyrigbt desire ta corne in. The fisheries could not be preserved te our

people if every one of the United States fishing vessels that were accus-tomed to swarm along our coast could claim the right te enter our
barbrai ta post a letter or send a telegram or buy a newspaper, toobtrana Pysician in case of illness or a surgeon in case of accident, teland or brin off a passenger, or even to lend assistance to the inhabi-
anta in f, iiood or pestilence, or to buy medicines or to purchase ane5r rope."7

That was the policy laid down by the hon. gentlemen and
approved in minutes of Council. The hon, gentleman at
that time represented to the British Government that it
was absolutely esse'tial for the protection of our fisheries
that we should carry out the strict letter of the treaty, and
under no pretext, not even to obtain a surgeon in case
of accident or a physician in case of illness, should we allow
American fishermen to enter our ports. They sent home a
a Minute of Council prepared by the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries in December of that year, in which they laid
down the lines of their policy still more clearly, in which
they said they could not be expected to deviate in the
slightest degreo from the policy they had carried out that
year. That despatch said ;

"It is not teobe expected that after having earnestly insisted upon the
necessity of a strict maintenance of these treaty rights, and upon the
respect due by foreigu vessels, while in Canadien waters, the municipal
legislation by which all vessels resorting to those waters are governed,
in the absence moreover of any decision of a legal tribunal to show that
there bas been any straining of the law in those cases in which It bas
been put in operation, that the Canadian Government will suddenly and
without the justification supplied by any new facts or arguments, with-
draw from a position taken up deliberately and by doing so in effect
plead guilty to the whole of the charges of oppression, inhumanity and
bad faith which, in language wholly unwarranted by the circumstances
ot the case, have been made against it by the public men of the United
States.

" Such a surrender on the part of Canada would involve the abandon-
ment of a valuable portion ot the national inheritance of the Canadian
people, who would certainly visit with just reprobation those who were
guilty of so serious a neglect of the trusts committed to their charge.'"

That was the policy the Government laid down in 1886,
that was the policy they submitted to the Imperial Gov-
ernment at the close of that year, that was the policy in
regard to which they said they would be committing a
breach of trust if they surrendored one iota, and it was the
policy wbich they told the British Government they were
prepared to stand by. What took place? When they saw
the storm which that policy had brought about their ears
and saw that the American Government had taken up the
question seriously, when they were brought face to face
with a Non-Intercourse Bill which would prove one of the
most serious evils which could possibly b inflicted on the
Canadian people, some of the longer headed members of
the Government saw that this game of brag, blow and
bluster would not succeed and would not be tolerated. So
they did then what should have been donc the previous
year, they did at the last moment what should have been
donc carlier, and they endeavored to act so as
to appease the American people. The entire policy
was changed, and notwithstanding the statement
made by the Minister of Finance the other day, I say that
in 1887 an entirely new policy was brought in foree as
compared with that of 1886. In 188; the Govein ment
had seized, chiefly for infractions of the Customs laws, over
tixty-eight Amorican ships; and in 1887, when they were
face to face with a Non-ln tercourse Bill, tboy did not seizc
one vessel. They had cruisers in our waters, the flags wore
flyirg, they made a great parade and expended large sums
of public money, but it was only a sham battle. They
never seizod an American vessel or hauled down an Ameri-
can flag; and when President Cleveland was called upon to
report to the IJnited States Senate as to whether there had
been a repetition of the insults, as they termed them, whieh
occurred in 1886, he replied that nothing of the kind had
taken place. I call attention to the report which the Pre-
sident made to Congress at that time. lie says in that
report:

<"soon after the passage of the Act of 3rd March, 1887, the negotia-
tion which had been proceeding for several months previously progress-
ed actively, and the proposed conference and the presence at this
capital of the plenipotentiaries of the two Governments, ont of which
the since rejected treaty of 7th February, 1888, eventuated, had their
natural influence in rressing causes ot complaint in relation to the
fisheries. Therefore, since 3rd March, 1887, no case has been reported
to tbe Department of State wherein comp!aint wa umade of unfriendJy
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or unlawful treatment of American fishing vessels on the part of the
Canadian authorities in which reparation was not promptly and satis-
factorily obtained by the United States Consul General at Halifax."

This proves that the policy of the Government changed
entirely, and that the bluster,and the brag, and the blow, and
the cannons, and all that kind of thing which they indulged
in in 1886 bad ceased, and that in the year 1887 they
became as quiet as lambs. There is ro doubt in the mind
of any man who has studied the question that Sir Charles
Tupper when he went to Washington in 1887 agreed that
there should be no more of those seizures and cruel harsh-
ness of which the Americans complained. President Cleve-
land says so in so many words in the extract which I bave
just read to the House. In 1887 with the Non-Inter-
course Bill so staring us in the face the present Gov-
ernment did what they should have done in the pre-
vious year. Wo had a treaty agreei to in 188 and we had
attached to that treaty a modus vivendi. The Government did
not wait until that treaty became the law of the land. They
did not wait until the treaty was ratified by the Executive of
the United States, but they came to this Parliament and
asked us to ratify the treaty before it had been submitted to
the Executive of the United States. I thought that was
a great blunder at the time for thev were binding
not only the plenipotentiary of Her Msjesty to agree
to the treaty, but they were binding tbe Canadian people
through their Parliament to that treaty. What did we find
then when the treaty was brought down ? We found that
it conceded to the Americans 90 per cent. ofthe claims they
had made. It was a treaty of concession from beginning to
end, and this Government abandoned their policy which
they declared to be absolutely essential for the protection of
our fisheries and they conceded to the Americans the rights
which they had been clamoring for and which the Cana-
dian Government withheld from thom in 1886. A more
complete back down never was seen in the history of this
country. That treaty was rej ýcted by the United States
Senate and so far as those clauses are concerned which re-
late to the delimitation in our waters, or so far as those
clauses are concerned which make an offer on our part in
return for some concession to be made on theirs, those
clauses are not in force to-day. I submit to this House
that, in so far as the Government agreed to put a new
interpretation on the Treaty of 1818, and in so far
as that new interpretation is embodied in the Treaty
of 1888, that treaty having been ratified by this Pa-
liament, we are bound by the interpretation put on the
Treaty of 1818 in the Washington Treaty of last year. It
binds us now; it will bind us for all time to come and if
that is the case the hon. gentlemen occupying the Treasury
benches to-day have agreed to an interpretation of the Treaty
of 1b18 which admits the American vessels to our waters
and gives them rights which the Canadian Government
declared in 1886 to the Imperial Government would be an
entire surrender of our fishery interests. The policy of the
Government is an arbitrary, capricious and unstatesmanlike
polieyfrom the beginning. In 1885 they gave up the fisheries
for nothing. In 1886 they enforced Customs laws against
the American fishermen with an unnecessary harshness
and severity which drove the people to desperation. They
told the Imperial Government that it was absolutely ne.
cessary that they should pursue this course because if they
did not, it w ould be the giving up of all our righis. Yet
in 1888, they agreed to a treaty and made this Parliament
consent to it which surrendered every right which they said
was necessary for the maintenance of those fisheries for
ousselves. What is the state of affairs now. Formerly
the Government exacted a formal entry and clearance from
fishermen of the States tenporarily seeking shelter in our
ports, by an article of the Treaty of 1888 they abandoned
that, and American fishermen by their own interpretation
of that treaty can enter our harbors without making for-
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mal entries and clearances. They can enter our harbors
now for the purpose of obtaining provisions, for the purpose
of obtaining whatever supplies they need for homeward voy-
ages, and having obtained a license they can get permits at
alil times. There has been an abolition of the pilotage
charges, and the right of transhipment and sale has been
conceded to them as incidental to repaire. We were told in
1886 that if these concessions were surrendered it would be
the abandon ment of all our rights under the Treaty of 1818.
The point I want to make is thise: that whether they agreed
to the modus vivendi or not our Government cannot go
behind or beyond the interpretation of the Treaty of 1818
which they laid down in the Treaty of Washington of 1888.
If that is so, let us see where exactly we are. This last
treaty conceded almost everything to the United States,
and in this connection we must remember the Meesage
which President Cleveland sent to his Congress. In respect
to that treaty he said :

" The history cf events in the last two years shows that no feature of
Canadian administration was more harassing and injurions than the
compulsion upon our fishing vessels to make formal entry and clearance
on every occasion of temporarily seeking shelter in Canadian ports and
harbors.

" Such inconvenience !s provided against in the prop·>sed treaty, and
this most frtquent and juit cause of complaint i removed.

" The articles permitting our fishermen to obtain provisions and the
ordinary supplies of trading vessels on their homeward voyages and
under which they are accorded the further and even more important
privilege on all occasions of purchasing such casual or needful provi-
sions and supplies as are ordinarily granted to trading vessels are of
great importance and value.

" The licenses which are to be granted without charge and on appli-
cation, in order to enable our fishermen to enjoy these privileges, are
reasonable and proper checks in the hands of the local authorities to
identify the recipients and prevent abuse, and eau form no impediment
to those who intend to use them fairly.

'' The hospitality secured for our vessels in ail cases of actual distrese,
with liberty to unload and sell and tranship their cargoes is full and
liberal. These provisions will secure the substantial enjoyment of the
treaty rights for our fishermen under the Treaty of 1818, for which con-
tention has been steadily made in the correspondence of the Department
of State, and our Minister at London, and by the American negotiators
of the present treaty.

President Cleveland therefore contended-and I think he con-
tended with great force-that the contentions made on behalf
of the United States Government had been nearly all con.
ceded in this treaty. I cannot see for the life of me how this
Government in interpreting the Treaty of 1818 as they did
can hereafter go behind or beyond the interpretation which
they conceled in the Washington Treaty of 1888, and
which they asked this Parliament to assent to and which
this Parliament formally did assent to. The right hon.
gentleman the Premier in the speech which he made the
other day undertook to make several statements which I
think were made without much reflection. And they certainly
were inconsistent with the facts. The hon. gentleman in the
opening part of his speech somewhat enthusiastically made
some boasts which I think on reflection he will regret hav-
ing made. He stated, to the surprise of this House, and I
am sure it will be to the surprise of the country, that every
contention the Government had ever made had been con-
ceded by the Americans. I never beard a more audacious
statement by any gentleman in the House or out of it. I
could hardly believe my ears, and I waited until the o8cial
report of the hon. gentleman e remarks came out to see
whether my ears had deceived me at the time. But I fnd
they did not, and the hon. gentleman's organs are publish-
ing that speech and declaring it to be a great, logical and
statesmanlike speech.

Mr. H1ESSON. A good speech.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E,I.) The hon. gentleman may be a

good judge, but I do not think it was. It was delivered, I
was glad to0see, with more than the usual physieal vigor of
the right hon. gentleman, and that we are al glad ofi but
I do not think it was marked by that statesmanlike pru-
dence and caution which in a great matter, affecting tho
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relations of the two countries, should have marked the
speech of the leader of the Government. What does ho say
bore ? Le says:-

" Well, we cannot accept the advice of the hon. gentleman ; we cannot
admit that we are wrong, because we have not been in the wrong ; and
what is still more remarkable, allhe has to do, while advising us to ad-
mit that we are wrong, is to look at the treaty made lait year with the
Ujaited States, and he will find in it that the President of the United
States, and the commissioners appointed by that president, and the gen-
tlemen who signed that treaty, admit that every one of the pretensions
of Canada, every one of the arguments ased by Canada, every one of
the positions taken by Canuida, were jat and righb. Without one single
exception, that treaty admits that all our pretensions, and all the sourse
we have taken under the Convention of 1888, were justified by their ac-
ceptance of the modus vivendi."

Sir, a more andacions statement or one more inconsistent
with the facts never was made in Parliament or out of
it. The hon. gentleman knows that so far from the con-
tentions of the Government baving been acceded to, they
surrendercd every contention theV made. I read to the
House to-night the contentions the Minister of Justice
made and Minister of Finance made, the contentions
endorsed by the minute of Council which the Government
sent home to the Imperial Governmont ; I told yon what
they did in 1886 with regard to the practical working out
of those contentions; and in the treaty everyone of those
contentions was surrendered. The hon. gentlemen did not
pretend to say when they came down and asked us to
agree to the treaty, that the construction they had put on
the Treaty of 1818 was to be carried out in the new treaty.
No, Sir, but the right hon. gentleman when ho spoke the
other evening went on to make still more clear what he
meant :

"Canada has never set up a pretension under the Convention of 1818,
that the Americans have not now finally admitted; Canada bas never
exceeded her rights and her claims under that convention, and I defy
hon. gentlemen to point out one instance in which Canada can be
obnoxious to that charge."
Well, Sir, I was astonished. I remember a year ago, when
the Finance Mmnister, speaking a«, the mouthpiece of the
Government on the floor of the House, and recommending
that that treaty of bis should be accepted by the House and
the country, declared that ho was bound to say that
in negotiating that treaty ho could not hold by the
contentions which the junior Ministers (f the Govern nent
had put forward. He said ho would have been criminal if
ho had resisted the application of the United States Govern-
ment for a modification cf those contentions. He told us
that the Treaty of 1818 was marked all through by reces,
sions on our part from what he had contended for before,
but that it was proper and right, and the only way of
arriving at a satisfactory solution. I do not want to
exaggerate one word of the language tbat the bon. gentle-
inan ued. I wilI read what he said and then lon.
gentlemen can ee how much ground there was for the
proud boast the leader of the Government made the other
day that every practical contention bis Government had
made with respect to the Treaty of 1818 had been y'elded
by the United States Government. Sir Charles Tupper,
said :

" Our concessions did not stop there. I am quite ready to admit, and
I think it might au well be stated in the outset, that the Canadian Gov-
ernment would find it, I would find it, quite ai difficult as our friends
the plenipotentiaries of the United 8tates would find it, to jutify this
treaty if it was to be examined in the light of the extreme contentions
maintained on both sides previouuly. i need not inform the House that
in diplomatie intercourse it is cnustomary, it is right for the representa-
tives of a Government to state the strongeot and most advanced gronnd
that they possibly can sustain in relation to every question, and I would
not like, I confeas, to be tried before the Bouse by the ground taken by
my hon. friend the Minister of Justice and by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries."

And yet in the face of the language of his own plenipoten-
tiary, the right hon. the leader of the Government states
that we made no concessions, but that the Anericans
yielded every contention that we had made. Sir Charles
Tupper went on:
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" Looking at the question in that broad and national spirit, looking
at It with a desire to remove the possibility of what I consider would be
the greatest misfortune that could happen to the civilised world, a col-
lision between the two great English.speaking nations, looking at it
from that broad standpoint, it would have been criminal on my part and
on the part of ihose who represented Her Najesty's Goverument and the
interests eof the people of Canada if they had by making fair and reason-
able concessions, not endeavored, to find a common ground that would
present a solution of those important and serious questions."
We find, therefore, that so far from the hon. gentleman'%
boastful statement being agreeable to the f act, it is at direct
variance with the fact as stated by his own Finance Minister,
the man wbo framed the treaty, and who ought to know
sometbing about it. Their contentions were blown to the
winds by the treaty the hon. gentleman agreed to and asked
this House to agree to. They yielded up to the Americans
at the point of the bayonet concession after concession, right
after rigbt, which they had declared to be necessary to the
maintenance of our fishery interests. I told them thon, as
I tell them now, that I did not condemn those concessions
so much in themselves, but I condemned the mon who made
them. The right hon. gentleman the other day pointed
across the House to me, saying that I had condemned the
concessions made by the Government in that treaty. His
words were:

" How justly was hlis appreciation of the situation we can now see,
because even lhmited as it was, reasonable as that treaty was, so reason-
able that the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), denounced
it ai an unworthy concession made by Sir Charles Tupper, on behalfof
Canada -

" An hon. MEMBER. No.
"SirJOHN A.. MACDONALD. Read the hon. gentleman's own speech

and yon will ses. He denounced the unworthy concessions that were
made then."

I did not denounce as unworthy the concessions in them.
selves, but I denounced the mon who made them as un-
worthy. It is not pleasant to quote one's own speech, but
when my statement bas been challenged in this way, I shall
be pardoned if I refer for a moment to what I did say. I
pointed out that the concessions made were concessions on
points which the Minister of Marine and the Minister of
Justice had declared teobe vital points, and necessary for
the maintenance of Canadian interest, that any surrender of
then would be an ignoble surrender, and that the people 6f
Canala would call seriously to acaount the mon who made
any of those concessions ; and 1 said it did not became the
men who made any of those concessions, after having used
the language they had uwed in the previons year, to come
down and recommend the Hose to accept them. If the
concessions had been made voluntary, Canada would have
reaped great advantage, but made as they were they might
in themselves be right, but they throw discredit upon the
men who made them. The language I made use of thon
was this-

"I am not, j'lst for the moment, eontenling that these concessions
are unjust in themselves, but I am contending that the men who de-
clared a year ago that they were unjust, and that they could not pos-
sibly concede them, and that the concession of them would prove ruin-
ous to Canada, stand to-iay in a position the most unenviable that an>
statesmen can possibly occnpy, when they ask us now to accept thfi
treaty, which concedes everything which they said before could not
possibly be conceded because it would be ruinous. They sehould step
down and let other men make the concessions."

Further on I iemarked:
"If we had voluntarily ceded to them these concessions which have

been wrung from us under this treaty we would to-day be standing In a
proud position."

So the hon. gentleman will see ho was entirely wrông in
stating that I bad condemned the concessions in this House.
I did not. I condemned the men who made them, and the
manner in which they were made. What was the object of
the modus vivendi? Does that object stillexist? After the
treaty had been concluded between the plenipotentiaries of
both countries, they agreed upon a modus vivendi. The
offer was made by the Imperial plenipotentiaries to the
United States plenipotentiaries for the purpose of finding
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some solution of the difficulties until a treaty could be sub-
mitted to both Parliaments and to the Congress of the
United States. And that modus vivendi, in its preamble,
recites the reasons why the English plenipotentlaries sub.
mitted it to the Americans:

" The treaty having been signed the British Plenipotentiaries desire
to state that they have been considering the position which will be
created by the immediate commencement of the fishing season before
the treaty can possibly be ratified by the Senate of the United States,
by the Parliament of Canada and the Legislature of Newfoundland.

" In the absence ofsuch ratification, the old conditions whichb have
given rise to much friction and irritation might be revived and might
interfere with the unprejudiced consideration of the treaty by the legis-
lative bodies concerned.

" Under these circumstances, and with the further object of affording
evidence of their anxions desire to promote good feeling and to remove
all possible subjects of controversy, the British plenipotentiaries are
ready to make the following temporary arrangement for a period not
exceeding two years, in order to afford a modus vivendi pending the
ratification of the treaty.."

Thoir anxious desire was to promote good feeling and to
remove all possible causes of controversy. That is the
object we have in proposing that the modus vivendi should
be continued the coming season. The hon. gentleman
knows a new party is coming into power in the United
States, he knows that it will become his bounden duty to
approach that new party and to negotiate with them for
the settlement of difficultie-, and ho knows that it is im-
possible such negotiation can be successfully carried on un-
less the public minds of both countries are in a botter con-
dition than they were in when Sir Charles Tupper went to
Washington in 1887. Ho knows that it will be impossible
to carry on akny negotiations unless a kinder feeling exists
between the two countries than existed thon. When I
heard the hon. gentleman denounce the modus vivendi the
other night, one would suppose it was something dreadful.
His object was to make those who had not studied the
question, beliere that the Opposition were prepared to give
up all Canada's rights in her fisheries, and that our propo-
sition involved national humiliation, and he called on his
frienda to resist any such humiliating effort. He said:

" Now the hon. gentleman says that we ought teoeat humble pie, that
we ought go down on our knees to the Americans whether they will
give us a treaty or not, whether they will pass a non-inercourse act or
not, whether they will allow us to enter their country or not, and
whether or not they pass a law keeping out Oanadians from the United
States as they have kept out Chinamen. Notwithstanding all this we
must, forsooth, say to the people of the United btates: ' You may come
into our water, you may do just as you please, you can have the right
to fish in our waters.'--"

Why the hon. gentleman ought to have known that the
modus vivendi does not surrender to the United States any
territorial right of Canada at all. It does not propose to
surrender to them the right to fish in our waters at all, and
all this wonderful surrender which the hon. gentleman's vivid
imagination piotured is a more creature of fiction and does
not exist in reality at all. What does the modus vivendi pro-
vide ? It provides for the recognition by the United States
of our right to prevent transhipping fish and purchasing sup-
plies or bait and shipping men. It provides that if they
pay a certain sum per ton, American fishermen may enjoy
these rights. It provides that on payment of $1.50 a ton,
the American fishermen have the right to go into our waters
to tranship fish, to purchase fishing supplies, and to ship
their men. That is all; and the hon. gentleman denounces
this as something approaching national humiliation. He
says :

" This resolution will, I believe, meet wi th the condemnation of this
House, as it will meet with the condemnation of this country. I[believe
and I know that the people of Oanada will resent anything like humilia-
tion to their status or national honor."

Why, who prepared this modus vivendi and who is respon-
sible for it ? It is a proposition emanating from his own
plenipotentiary, his own appointee; and if it involves nation
aldishonor, thon the national honor of Canada was humil-
iated during the year 1888 when it was in operation. If

Mr. DAVIEs (P. E.I.)

the repetition of it in 1889 means national humiliation,
tben we were subjected to national humiliation last year.
The hon. gentleman went on to make use of an argument
which I was surprised at, an ad captandum argument, and
[ dare say it may have captured some gentleman not ac-
quainted with the fishery question. What did he say ? He
said : Look what would happen if you proclairmed the modus
vivendi ? We will issue our licenses, and then the United
States will, possibly, bring their Non-intercourse Bill into
force, They will have the right to come into our waters,
to tranship their fish, and purchase supplies, and we will
not b. able to sell them a herring. But, Sir, the main
object of the modus vivendi was to prevent the Non-inter-
course Bill coming into force at all. The hon. gertieman
knows that at any moment the Non-intercourse Bill may be
brought into force, and that the most serions consequences
which can be iEflicted upon Canada will follow. I will not
picture those consequences. They were pictured in terrifying
language by the hon. gentleman's Minister last year. If
the modus vivendi does not come into force, you will, proba-
bly, he said, have a state of facts brought about which may
bring the Non-intercourse Bill into force. It is to prevent
that we propose the modus vivendi should continue for
another year. Our object is to do what we can, consistent
with national honor, to maintain friendly feeling between
the two countries. We do not want to see the Non-inter-
course Bill put in force, we want to extend the boundaries
of our trade, and make it as free as we can, consistent with
our political autonomy. We believe in our hearts, honestly
and fairly, that the best mode of preventing the Non-inter-
course Bill being brought into operation would be to main-
tain the modus vivendi. If it is maintained, the Non-inter-
course Bill cannot be put into force. If any hon. gentle-
man will look at the preamble, he will find that the Presi-
dent of the United States is only vested with power to
bring the Bill into force when we improperly and harshly
enforce against American fishing vessels the rights we be-
lieve they have in our waters. The Non-intercourse Bill
declares;

Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that
any other vossels of the United States, their masters or crews, so ar-
riving at or being in such British waters, or ports or places of the British
dominions of North America, are or then lately have been denied any
of the pris ileges therein accorded to the vessels, their masters or crews,
, t the most favore i nation, or uojustly vexed or harassed in respect of
the same, or unjustly vexed or harassed therein by the authorities
thereof, then, and in either of all such cases it shal be lawfal, and it
shail be the duty of the President of the United States in his discretion,
by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, their masters and crews,
of the British dominions of Niorth America, any entrance into the waters,
ports, or places of, or within the United States (with such exceptions in
regard to vessels in distress, stress of weather, or needing supplies as to
the President shill seem proper), whether sach vessels shall come
directly from said dominions on such destined voyage or by way of some
port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere; and, also, to deny
entry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish or sait
fish, or any otner product of said dominions, or other goods coming
from said dominions to the United States."

Now we are face to face with that Act. That Act may be
brought into force any day. It may be brough t into force
as. and when we act towards United States fi,hing vessels
as we did in 18-6, and I warn the hon. gentleman that, if
that Non-intercourse Bill is brought into force through his
action, he will be held responsible by the people of this
country. lie is entering upon a course which is fraught
with danger. If he does not continue that modus vivendi, if
he does not continue to deal with the people of the United
States, and to endeavor to solve on an amicable basis the
fishery difficulties which exist between the two countries,
he will incur a reeponsibility greater than any he has ever
incurred in the course of his long political career. There
could be no evil which could arise to the people of the
Maritime Provinces so great as to be cut off from inter-
course with the people of the south. What? That none of
our vessels should be allowed to trade with them, or to enter
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their harbors ? Does the hon. gentleman know what that times before, but which are repeated each time with greater
means? It means paralysis eof our trade; it means ruin to violence and persistency. If I may be permitted to
our people. The honi gentleman will be called to account refer so far back as to the speech of the hon. gentleman
for it, if it should happen. The hon. gentleman knows who moved the resolution which is before the House, I
well that this modus vvendi was proposed by his would do so in order to call the attention of the House to
own plenipotentiary with the avowed object of pre- the great range which this debate has taken, in order, I
venting, by any possibility, that state of facts aris- suppose, that hon. gentlemen opposite might not derive
ing which might bring the Non intercourse Bill into any "tactical advantage " from it. The leader of the
force; and we urge this upon him now because we Opposition ransacked the history of the country, and
feel the gravity of the crisis. We do not want to be blamed the Government not simply for the policy which
brought into a commercial war with the people of the the Premier has laid before the House and before the coun-
United States. I do not believe nor does anyone on this try since the year 1867, for ho took a wider range and
side of the flouse believe that we could not live in this blamed the policy which has been pursued in this country
country it we were cut off from intercourse with the United for the last twenty-five years. The hon. gentleman went
States. No doubt, we might live in a sort of way, but I back and endeavored to trace the history ot the conditions
hope that the stoppage of intercourse will never come in which led so many English-speaking people to sympathise
our time or in the time of our children. We, on our part, with the Southern States in the war of secession, and ho
desire to bring closer and closer the commeicial relations concluded his observations on that subject, after drawing
which have existed in the past, which exist to-day, and the attention of the Hoase to the fact that, if this was a
which I hope will exist in the future, bet ween us and our fault at all, it was a fault shared by almost the whole
friends to the south. We desire to make those relations as civilised world as well as by nearly the whole of Canada, by
iree as they possibly can be made; and we desire that any saying:
advance which is made by the people or the Congress of the " I can understand that being the feeling in European society, but I
United States bhould be met by us on this side of the line. am at a loss to understand how it was that Canada, which in that day,
We desire to welcome it, and to meet it by kindly feeling as now, was a purely democratie country, did not throw its whole sym-
and by kindly measurcs so that a treaty nay be arranged pathy into the cause for which the North was then fighting. Not that
betwe.n th. two countries. consistent with the rigts of wecould do anything to help it The North could fight its own battles.

But if we had shown anything like sympathy with the supporters of the
both and calculatcd to develop the natural trade American Union in their struggles with the rebels, they would have
which should exist between two great English-speaking given us their friendship in return, as thy have always been ready to

We ae inlave cf he beadet su freat o o teose who sym pathised with them. but flading a hostile people
peoples. We are in favor of the broadest and freest co thei border, the firstthing they did, wheuthey had the opportunity,
mercial relations, consistent with our political autonomy was to eut us ofi from the reciprocal trade relations which we had with
We believe that, if a Government were in power that them. This is the first fanît which, I think, bas been committed by the
desired to make those relations with the United States, a Government of Canada."

better time for doing so never existed than exista today. Lt is gratifying te kuow that wheu tbe hon, gentle-
Though an irritated feeling may have existed a year or two man went back te a period iu the history of this
ago, as Sir Charles Tupper stated in this fHouse, I believe country prier even te Cenfederation, te ind matter for
that, if we reciprocated the kindly feelings which are an attack ou the Firet Minister, ho could enly bae
expressed in that country, we would find an answer there. that attack upon the existence, in al quartera ef the
In any case, it is well that the policies of the two parties civilised world, of a measure of sympathy with the Senthorn
should be laid before the country. We are for conciliation. peeple; snd that thougb ho declared tbat that was the firet
We are in favor of negotiating with that people in order to charge which be had te mako against tho Goverument of
remove all difficulties, and we are not for going back to the this country, ho was unablo te mention a cireumatauce or
state of affairs which existed in 18S5 or in 1886. We do not an act iu respect te whicb ho ceuld impute fault te the Gev-
desire commercial war or other any kind of war, but we erument et this country. I mention that fer tbe purpose
desire that our trade and our intercourse with tbem should et showing how diadaintul these gentlemen are et deriviug
grow, and that everything in the way of that should be re-anyIltactical advantage" iu this debate, sud boweager tbey
moved as far as fiscal regulations or treaty arrangements are, at any rate, net te ho limited lu their field of discussion
can do so, and that should be known to be the policy of the and of criticism, because the taets are net at band te
Liberal party. We have proposed that to our friends justify tbe criticism. Now, Sir, folewing down the histery
cpposite, though we may lose a tactical advantage by doing et this subject fer more than twenty years, we were treated
se, but we believe that it is in the truc interests of the lu the admirable address made by the leader et the Opposi-
country, and we hoped that it would bo accepted by those tien, and weweretreated lu the le8s admirable address-if I
hon. gentlemen. am compelled te aay 8e-te wbich we bave istoued this evont

ing, te eue long sud persistent attack upon the Administra-
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We must all sympathise very tion with regard to tbe fisheries question tracod down te

deoply indeed with our friends on the Opposition bonches this heur. We were Ld that, at every point of the centre-
in the disposition to self sacrifice which has moved them to versy, at every turu of history, we bad been taise te our duty
ignore all the " tactical advantages " which they see they are te the country, aud that wo bad faied te take any step
losing by the motion now before the House. I venture to either te solve this question or te protect the rights of the
say that, if there is any "tactical benefit " which they will country lu regard te it. The leader of the Oppo4ition said
lose, it will not be from any intention on their part to sac- that the repeal of tbe fishery articles of Lhe Washington
rifice any political advantage in regard to this matter, but Treaty came, sud that notbing was doue; sud we were teld
from the unfortunate misjudgment which is characteristic to.nigbt that that was anotbor illustration et the dilatory
of their whole policy. laving addressed the flouse at policy et the First Minister, wbe folded his hauda and lot
some length on this subject on a former occasion, I had events tako their course, and attomptcd te redeoin them
intended to allow the vote to be taken without saying any- wben it was too late. IL la old histery, IL ie threadbare
thing now, but, considering the wide range which the hitory, but IL ja truc, nevertbeless, that the efforts aud
debate has taken, the charges which have been heaped up sacrifces wbich tbe First Minister and haeGoverument
against the Administration, and the violence of the language made te reuow the fisbory articles of the Treaty of Wash-
we have just listened to against the First Minister, I may ingten, sud te keop them in force, snd the sacrifices
perhaps be allowed to take up a little of the time of the House wbicb ho proposed te muke, frenfiret te hat, sud net
in roplying te ohargeo whioh have beIn refuted a hundred is inaction, met with thecond mnationet the Opposition
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in this House, and of their press in the country. We
know, Sir, that in order to obtain a prolongation of the
fishery articles of the Treaty of 1871, coupled with a trade
arrangement which would be to the advantage of the
two countries, ho proposed that the benefits conferred upon
American citizens by the fishery articles of the Treaty of
1b71, should be extended until the close of the fishing sea-
son which had then began, and that the cry went up in
this House, and it went through the press of this country :
" But the Americans will never accept that, because it
is suspected by them that you are going to demand a
money equivalent, such as you obtained before." But in
order to be explicit and clear the rigbt hon. gentleman and
his colleagues communicated with the home authorities,
and the home authorities communicated with Washington
and declared: "You are to have, for the remainder of the
fishing season, the advantages which the fishery articles of
the Treaty of Washington conferred upon you, and that
without stint and without price." Then the cry in the
House and country changed, and it was: that we had made
a dishonorable sacrifice to the United States; we were told
that we should have manned our fleet, that we should have
run up the flag and run out the guns, and taken a vote of
$50,000 in the Estimates for fisheries protection. But for
that purpose the last two or three years the cry is that
we folded our hands and did nothing-that we let the
fishery articles expire without attempting to renew
them. The hon. gentleman who addressed the fouse
this evening says that at the expiration of the fishery
articles of 1871 the Opposition proposed a policy to this
flouse which would have been successful. By some extra-
ordinary inspiration ho is able to tell the House that if we
had adopted his resolution iu favor of rociprocity in 185,
that policy would have been accepted by the United States.
He bas other sources of information than those which are
open to all the rest of the people of North America, for
every journal which bas spoken upon the subject, every
public man in the United States whose utterances are
worth reading, have with one voice declared in regard
to this fishery question, that the one thing that they
would not submit to is to have fishery negotiations and
reciprocity negotiations mixed up. The one supreme diffi.
eulty which the negotiators had to mcet with in Washing-
ton iat year, as everybody knows now, was the conviction
which has gained ground in the United States, and which
has gained ground more than anything else by reason of
the persistence with which this question of reciprocity has
been projected into the discussion by the Oppositian in this
House -the one supreme difficulty they had to meet was the
conviction that we did not care so much about our fishing
rights, but that we were perishing for reciprocity, and that
we were raising the fishery question in order to compel reci
procity. Sir, if the Government in 1885 had linked the two
questions together they would have both met a common fate
that would have disposed of the question for a good many
years to come. But the proposal made to the American Gov-
ernment was to consider the whole question of the fisheries,
and in order to get a broad and liberal settlement of the
question, as I have said, we threw open the fishing grounds
as well as commercial privileges to the American fishermen
for the remainder of the season of 1885, on the assurance of
the President of the United States that ho would recommend
to Corgress thit a commission should be appointed to con-
eider the whole question of the fishery relations of the two
countries. That, I suppose, was a policy that should have
been acceptable to gentlemen opposite as well as to the
Government; and yet, in relation to this matter we are
told that the whole fault was on the Government of Canada.
What was the result? After the United States had enjoyed
our fishing grounds for nearly six long months, together
with the right of obtaining supplies, transhipment, and all
that, when the President sent down his Message recom-

Sir JOHN THoipsoN.

mending the commission to Congress, how was it received
by the Senate? That body would not take action affirma-
tively or otherwise on the President's Message, but a
resolution was passed declaring that such a commission
was unworthy of receiving a vote from Congress for its
expensess. Was the Message of the President sustained in
Congress even by bis own supporters ? No, Sir; and there
were only seventeen membors of the Senate of the United
States voting against a propos-l that such a commission was
not worthy of receiving a dollar from the publie Treasury.
Yet we are told that we have made no concessions to
these people, and that every fault in the whole negotiations
of the last twenty years bas been with us. Tifen we were
told by the leader of the Opposition, and by the gentle-
man who addressed the House to-night, that we had put an
unwarrantable interpretation on the Treaty of 1818, as soon
as we found in 1886 that we could not obtain the settlement
of the question. The leader of the Opposition was very dis-
tinct and specific as to what this unwarrantable interpreta-
tion was-a refusal to tranship was too narrow a construction
of that treaty. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) dignified it with a more caustin namne
than that the other evening-he declared that our inter-
pretation of the Treaty of 1818 was pedantic. The leader
of the Opposition said it was narrow and inhuman, and
that vessels were sent to sea without provisions under
our interpretation of that treaty. Now let me be plain
and specfic with the flouse in stating, at least, what
I humbly believe the interpretation to have been, histo-
rically and as a matter of lact. Tbe hon. member from
Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) to night quoted
from the despatch of Mr. Phelps, in which Mr. Phelps said
that he did not so much complain of the treaty itself as of
the barshness with which it was executed, and the sudden-
ness with which it was put in force. It was put in force by
themselves, because they revoked the fishery articles of 1871,
which had suspended its operation. Sir, that interpretation
-I state it with the utmost emphasis-the interpretation
which we put on the Treaty of 1818 in 1886, was precisely
the interpretation which it had received from the Provincial
Governments, backed up by the guns and fleets of Great
Britain for 70 years. The hon. member for Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell) gave hon. gentlemen opposite a lesson
upon that subject when ho assured the House that for the first
forty years of the treaty, not only was it put in force and car-
ried out by the fleets of England, but that it was carried out
far beyond the limita st sea where we ever attempted to en-
force it, away beyond the beadlands where, be said, the fleets
of England alone could keep the peace, and it was by the
fleets of England that the treaty was enforced during the
first forty years of its existence. Yet we are told by an
hon. member, whose words will have weight as a leader of
a party-whose words I am sure will be received with great
weight in the United Statos, that it was a new, an illiberal
construction that we sought to enforce, and the despatch of
Mr. Phelps w-s read to this House to-night stating that it
was a sudden and new interpretation that was put upon the
Treaty of 1818. I ventured in as strong language as could
courteously be used, in a report to Ris Excellency upon
that despatch of Mr. Phelps, not only to assert, but to
prove that our interpretation had been concurred in by
Great Britain berself for seventy years, and I venture to
think I so far succeeded in this, that, in the first place, Mr.
Phelps made no attempt to controvert my argument, and,
in the second place, Mr. Phelps was informed by Lord
Roseberry that there were no two opinions in England
upon the question. Let me state that, instead of
adopting a new interpretation of the Treaty of 1818,
we were enforcing just in its plain terms an Imperial
statute passed in 1819, and the statutes of Prince Edward
Island, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia passed before Con-
federation and the statute of Canada passed twenty yers
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ago. Yet we were told to..night that it was an entirely
new interpretation we were putting on the treaty, and an
entirely new and objectionable mode of enforcing it. We
have been told that our policy is shifting and changing, and
that we are unable to hold for two Sessions consecutivelv
the same policy. I wish to show how hon. gentlemen
opposite have changed and chopped in their criticisms
Why, let the House remember this: that, in 1886, all these
6s seizures to which the hon. member for Prince Ed
ward Island (Mr. Davies) has referred had been made,
that the D. J. Adam and the Doughty had been seized, that
every reason for making seizures had been adopted and en
forced during that long and troublesome period in our fish-
eries dispute. Let me remind the House, moreover, that
the reports made by the present Minister of Finance, then
Minister of Fisheries, and myself, and which had been ap-
poved by Oouncil, and whieh were denounced by the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) to-night, as "brag, and
blow, and bluster," were put upon the records of this
House early in 1887. Nay, more, they had been put befor e
the Parliawnt of Great Britain early in the autumn of
1886, and had been then published by our own news-
papers bere. Accordingly, every man who took any inter
est in this question knew their contents, and when this
Hcuse assembled in 1887, the hon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies), and all his associates had read my report on
the D. J. Adams seizure, and V r. Foster's report on thut
whole question. They had read and digested all those re-
ports which they now declare were "brag, blow and blus-
ter "-and did they ask the House to condemu them then ?
Did the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) rise in bis
place and condemn them ? Did the leader of the Opposi-
tion rise and say : "lthis is brag, blow and bluster ?" Did
they say: "Ithis is a narrow, cruel and harsh interpretation of
the Treaty of 1818 ?" Did they say those 68 vessels shouli1
not have been seized, that we treated the Americans harshly,
that we had seized too many American vesaels? The
records will show. But I find on looking over the records
that, on the 17th June, 1887, the bon, member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies) did bring this subject before the House. He
brought it to the notice of the flouse on a report which he
says to-night is Ibrag, blow and bluster."

Mr. DAVIES(P.KI.) No, no.

Sir JOHN TROMPSON. I will not be able to accept
the hon. geutleman's denial of a statement which I beard
him make a lew moments ago.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman will, perhaps,
do me the justice to alow me to explain.

Sir JOHN THOM PSON. I will.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E 1.) The hon. gentleman has intimated

two or three limes ibat I spoke of his report as being a
report of brag, blow and bluster. The hon. gentleman is
mierepresenting me entirely. I never did make use of such
language to-night or on any occasion, but to-night and on
previous occasions I have said that as far as the law is in-
cerned, I agree with the hon, gentleman.

so certain whether it would be to their advantage or disad
vantage to attack us. In disclaiming any desire to embar-
rass the Government with respect to this question, the bon.
gentleman said, on 17th June, 1887 :

" My intention is simply to diseuse this question In the light of the
facts as they exist at present. The Government haviug, au I said,
neglected their duties, and being now through ihat neglect brought
face to face with the present condition of affairs, namely, the expiration
of the Washington Treaty, I think I expressed the opinion of both aides
that in taking steps to protect our fiaheries, the Goverument carried out
the wishes of the very large majority of the people."

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. .) Hear, hear. I say so now.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The policy which we had

carried ont was well understood. The hon. gentleman had
the reports in his hands, the Order in Council and the
recoids of the 68 cruel seizures whicbLe Las detailed to.
night-all the data on which was based the policy which
he now described as "brag, blow and bluster." The bon.
gentleman continued

"I am quite sure that under the then circumstances that was the only
proper course to be taken ; and so far as they have taken that sourse
they have my cordial support."

We had it, but only for one Session.-
" I am not going to open up those grave questions which have been

discussed "-

With "brag, blow and bluster ? " No.
"- with very great ability by the Minister of Justice and the Minis-

ter of Marine and risheries. I have given a good deal of time to the
reading of the papers on ithose questions "----

The hon. gentleman bad not been miled or takon by sur-
pris--

"- and I think that so far as the controversy is concerned between
Mr. Bayard and Mr. Phelps, the American Minister to Engiand, on the
one aide,"-

And to-night the hon. gentleman took the report of Mr.
Phelps and backed it up.-

" -- and the gentleman who acted for Oanada on our aide, our case
bas been very well presented."

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). I do not deny that to-night.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is one other point on

which I wish to reresh the hon. gentleman's memory,
even though it be as to very recent history. We heard
to-night about the dreadful category of 68 seizures,-we
heard it over and over again. The fact was that what the
hon. gentleman complained of on 17th June, 1887, with
that list before him, was that the seizuies were ail made in
the harbors and that the cruisers had not gone out and
searched the sbas for those vessels. Why, he said, the fish-
ery protection bas been a farce because our cruisers have
searched for American vessels only in the harbors of Canada
while they should have taken them on the seas:

" It would strike those who know something about the habits of the
American fishermen as very singular, that, if the poachers were watched,
only one was seized for fishing within the 3-mile limit. The charge
which I make-and I do that without msking any chrge of improper
conduct against those who are carrying on the service-is that their
time was devoted too much to the boarding and taking control ofAmer-
ican vessels ain harbors, while they did at give the proper prozection
they should have given to the sea-coast fisheries aoutaide."

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That is not the point. The I shall give the hon. gentleman the full benefit of hie state.
hon. gentleman has stated to-night that ho was unable, and ment, and of course anything that is in his favor I will read
that any lawyer would be unable to differ f rom me so far as to him:
the interpretation of the document was concerned, but ho I "It was a matter of public notoriety, it was talked of at every fireside,
said that these reports and Orders in Council and the po i wasalked of a every dnner table, itwas talked of in every exchange
ofd ha Vhs Gov rept.sad o thos n ws oe ba g, ebpli i teMaritime tProvinces, that the cruisers were aimait al the lime in
of the Government based on the.n was mere "l brag, blow harbor. It may be that it was neces -ary fo. them Lotbe in ha. bor. It may
and bluister." But I do not care if the hon. gentleman did be that it was necessary for titiem to wîien these vesseis but my elperi-
not say so, it was in 1887 that h should have condemned ence a"d the information I have deived fom those who have the bet

Us f h thngh weshold o cndened I antVo on~knowiedge of the aubject, leadi m(-ta believe that it waa alt.ogether im-as if he thought we should be condemned. I want to con- proper for them to remain iu harbor for the time they did. I find, tak.
trast now the attitude which ho bas taken to-night with his ing up the copies of the differeti boarding books of these differentvessel,
attitude when h whole policy was fre befor heountry, a iLformation id,and the tacts which were generally knownattiudewhe th whle oliy ws fiebbbtfre he ountry intheMaritimne provinces, are en dorsed by th" offiiaiatatement which
when he had the reporté in his hands, when he knew the i obtainable ler. I find, in the firs place, that the schooner L. Bouit,
Whole history of the 68 seizaroe, but whon ho was not quite, under command of Captain Lorway, boarded 261 vessell; aud one would
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suppose, in looking at this book, that this gentleman and his vessel had
been exceedingly active in looking after these poacher s and protecting
our fisheries, but a critical examination of the paper will show th at there
was nothing of the kind. Why ? Because, of the 264 vessels that he
boarded, 259 were vessels lying at anchor in the different harbors of the
Provinces, and he only boarded 5 vessels outside of the harbor. One of
these five vessels was that which was seized for an actual fishing within
the limits, the Bighland Light, and she has been condemned and Fold ;
and the other four vessels he boarded outside of the harbor while they
were supposed to be trespassing within the bounds. Hon. gentlemen
will see at once that this was a very small proportion Then, we have
the Critie, commanded by Captain McLaren, which boarded 135 vessels
in all, but 132 of these were at anchor in the harbor, and only three out-
side The F. E Conrod, Captain Smeltzer in command, boarded 48
vessels, and of these seven were ontside a harbor, at the mouth of the
Baie des Chaleurs, and he reports that he boarded them and warned
them not to enter the bay; but, outside of these seven, he does not seem
to have boarded a single American fishing craft when it was engaged in
prosecuting the fishing business in the Maritime Provinces. The Terror,
Captain Quigley, boarded 73 vessels in all, and all of these were in the
harbor except one, which he boarded at the mouth of the harbor of Shel-
burne. Then we bave the General Middleton; that vessel was more or
less concerned in the Bay of Fundy, with the fishing of which I am not
very well acquainted, but they appear to be all small boats of two tons,
three and six tons, and so on, so [ will not refer to that. They are not
what we call fishing vessels at all. The Lizzie Lindsay, Captain Pouliot
in command, boarded 27 vessels in all; two of these were outaide and the
other 25 were in the harbor. The Lanadowne, commanded by Captain
Dakins, boarded 93 vessels in all. Nine ofthese were at sea, and 82 were
In harbor. Hon. gentlemen would imagine, on a first glance, that a man
who boards 72 vessels has evidently done a good deal of work, but, if
You examine the return, you will find that as many as torty of thozs were
lying in the same harbor at the same time, and were all boarded on one
day.

'Sir JO HN A. MAODON ALD. What of that ?
' Mr. D &VIES. I say that these vesselas were in the same harbor, and

the work done consisted of boarding them in the harbor. I think he
should have devoted more time to sailing along the coasts and boarding
them there."

Now, Sir, all those seizares which were made, were f r
vessels improperly entering the harbors without proper
justification, or for violating customs laws while they were
there, and the member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) contention
was that in regard to that very business of boarding ves-
sels-and he need not attempt to confuse the ear of the
House by pretending that it was with a view of preventing
fishing outside -with regard to that very boarding of ves-
sels he said it should have been extended to our coasts out-
side. Suppose the American vessels had been boarded out-
side. What a cry would have gone up, if instead of a recoi d
of 68 seizures made in our own barbors and waters, the hon.
member was able to point to a number of seizures which
were made outside our harbors. How ho would tell the louse
that the American fishermen wore persecuted while pursu-
ing their lawful calling along our coasts. I wantto call the
attention of this B.ouse for a few momenuts to a statement
which has been repeated, I am very soriy to say, very many
times outside of this flouse. This statement has very
seldom been beard bore, because it is only in the
American brief on the fishery question-that we bave been
guilty of the inhumanity of driving vessels to aea with-
out sufficient provisions for the maintenance of their
crews. The H>use was told a night or two ago, and it
has been referred to once or twice since; and the Senate
of the United States bas been informed in indignant
terms and witl strong language that we have been guilty of
inhumanity which no maritime people had ever beon guilty
of before. The case of the Molly Adams has been cited as
an illustration of that. Now, Sir, as that statement bas been
repeated in this House-and now it will ba ropeated for all
time to come in the American hrief on this question as
having been said in this flousc-I must ask leave even to
persecute the car of the Bouse by repeating au oft told
tale, and to assert that that offence was never committed by
the Government of Canada or by any one of its officers The
statement which has been made on the part of the United
States is this: that the Molly Adams was a vessel which had
rescued a shi pwrecked Canadian crew, that it had given to the
shipwrecked Canadian crew a portion of its provisions, and
that when that vessel brought that crow into Our waters and

Sir JORN THoMP,%oN.

I inded thom on our coasts, they were driven to sea without
the right to replenish their provisions. How is it, that the
hou. gentleman who moved this resolution, as well as those
w ho have referred to the matter since, will take the Ameri-
can statement of the case and fling it in the face of
those who have to negotiate arrangements for this
country, when the statement has been refuted as plainly as
a lying statement ever was, and when everybody knows that
the refutation which we have made of it has never provoked
a sing!e word of reply ? Our answer with regard to this case
has gone before the United States Senate, it has gone to the
State Department of the United States, it has been trans-
ferred to the man who made the charge, and more than a
year bas rolled by, and it is only in political discussions that
we hear revived the dead story which we killed long ago.
Let me read for a moment to the House what the statement
is upon cur side, and the statement as I have said bas never
been challenged even by the man who made the contrary
statement :

" Capt. Jacobs declares that on or about the 26th September last, dur-
ing very heavy weather, he fell in with the bark Neskilita which had irun
on a bar at Malpeque harbor and became a total wreck. That he took
off the crew, 17 in number, at 12 o'clock at night, carried them to his
own vessai, fed them for three days, and then gave them $60 with which
to pay their fare home, and provisions to last them on their way. He
states that the captain of the Canadian cruiser Critse came on board,
was told the circumstances, but offered no assistance, and îhat no one
on shore would take ths wrecked men unless he became responsible for
the payment of their board. The collector at Malpeque, in his report,
slays that early on the morning after the wreck, soon after the news
reached him, he repaired to the harbor to see what assistance could be
given; that he then met the captain of the Nekilitain company with
Capt. Jacoba, and was told by the latter that the crew of the wrecked
vessel was comfortably cared for on his vessel and that nothing more could
be done. Capt. McLaren of the Critic says that he had once visited ihe
Molly Adima and was told by Capt. Jacobs that 'he had made all
arratgements for the crew.' The collector and Capt. McLaren agree in
stating, from information gathered by them, that the crew of the
wrecktd vessel came to shore in their own boat unassisted, and after
boarding a United States vessel were invited by Capt. Jacobs, with
whom the captain of the Neskalita had beforetimes sailed out of Glou-
cester, to go on board the Molly Adama.''

So that this crew had not been rescued at all by the Mollie
Adams.-

" The collector was asked by the captain of the Neskilita if he would
assist himself and crew to their homes, and answered that he could not
unless assured that they themselves ware without means for that pur-
pose, in which case he would have to telegraph to Ottawa for instruc-
tions. The captain of the NeçkiUita made no further application. The
Minister observes that it is the practice of the Dominion Government to
assist shipwrecked and destitute sailors, in certain cases of great hard-
ship, to their destination or homes, but in all cases it must be clear
that they must be destitute, and the application for assistance
must be made to Ottawa through the Collector of Customs. iad such
an application been made by the captain of the Nsukilita, it wouild have
receivea due consideration. lu answer to the charge that board coulid
not be obtained for the wrecked crew, it is stated by Capt. McLaren
that the crew of a United States vessel, wrecked about the same time,
found no difficulty in getting board and that the captain of the Neskal-
sta had himself arranged to board with the collector, who expressed sur-
prise at bis failing to come. Capt. Jacobs complains that he was not
allowed to land from bis vessel the material saved from the wreck. To
this charge ths3 collector replies that he received no intimation of any
wreck material, except the crew's luggage, being on board the Molkie
Alims, and (Capt Jacobs made no request to him regarding the landing
of wrecked material, and that he (the collector) gave aIl assistance in
hhs power to the captain of the Noskilita in saving material from the
wreck. It was subsequently discovered that Capt. Jacoba had on board
the ifolhie A lams a seine from the wrecked vessel belonging to the un-
derwriters, for taking care of which, when obliged to give it up, Capt.
Jacoba claimed that he was paia the sum of $10. Capt. Jacoba states
that he was put to a loss of ten days' fishing by bis detention wii the
Ne8kalita. The reporta of both the collector and Oapt. Mc Laren agree
in giving a very diffeérent and sufficient reaso, viîz, very bad weather,
consequent inability to fish, a disability experienced by the whole fih-
ing fleet at that time anchored in Malpeque. The second complaint of
Mr. bayard is that when Capt. Jacobs, experiencing a dearth of provis-
ions as a consequence of bis charitable action, shortly after put into
Port Redway, and asked to purchase half a barrel of flour and enough
provisions to take him home, the colector, 'with full knowledge of al
the circumstances,' refused the request and threatened him with seizure
if he bought anything whatever. The collector's report hereto annex-
ed, shows that Capt. Jacoba entered bis port on the 25th October, fully
one mouth atter the occurrence at Malpeque; that in entering he made
affirmation that he called for ehelter and repaire, and fôr no 'other pur-
pose whatever'; that just before leaving h asked permission to pur-
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chase half a barrel of flour, and when aked by the collector if he was
without provisions, ho replied tht h ws 1ot, addin that ho had 'a
good supply of all kinds of provisions except flour, and enough of that
to last him home unless he met some unusual delay.'"

These are the facts on which we are told that we drove
American fishermen to sea without provisions, after they
had rendered charitable aid to our own people. There is also
the case which was referred to by the hon. member for North
Ontario (Mr. Edgar), the case of the Laura Sayeward,
in which there was a persistent attempt made to fasten on
the officers of this Government the charge of harshness to
an American who desired to obtain provisions in the port
of Shelburne.

Mr. BDGAR, Does the hon, gentleman refor to my
remarks in this debate ? Because I never mentioned that
case at all, nor the case of the Mollie Adams either.

Sir JOHLN THOMPSON. I do not require 'Io cite what the
hon. member said in this debate. I am referring to bis dis-
cussion of the case last winter. Upon his representation cf
the case to the louse a more general reference was mado
this Session to it in the argument on the other side of the
House, as to our inhumanity, and I want to put our case
with regar& to that vessel on the footing on which I think it
ought to be placed. There was an affidavit made by Medeo
Rose, the captain of an American fishing vessel, tbat he
came into the port of Shelburne, and was denied the rigb,
to purchase provisions there. Upon that an erquiry wa.-
made, the result of which was that we not only got tht
affidavit of the Collector of Customs that the statement war,
entliely urtrue, that ho had treated the man coarteously.
and that the captain had never asked the privilege of
buying provisions, but we aliso got the affidavit of the man
himself that bis former statement was untrue. These state-
ments went to Washington an were biought to the atten-
tion of that roving commission appoirted by the Senate to
discover what claims could be made against Canada; and
fearing prosecution for perjury and that bis claim would be
thrown out, this man made a statement that he had made
his second affidavit in consequence of intimidation. But the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries bas L-rought down and laid
on the Table of the House a clear and expliuit reply to that
statement by the collector himself, who distinctly inegatives
every statemert made as to coercion or intimidation
to get this man to retract bis affi iavit; lext, we
have the affidavit of the magistrate who tock the iffidavit
of Medeo Rose, and who says that it was made with tbe
greatest willingness, and without the slighteýt fear or com-
pulsion; and, lastly, we have the written statement of the
United States Consular Agent at Shelburne that the state-
ments of our officers are tine, and that when Medeo Rose ap-
plied to bim he never mentioned any such complaint. But that
case will not disappear from the brief, either in the United
States or on the other side of the louse. But, Sir, when
we are charged with cruelty, and rarrow, inhuman trea!-
ment of Armerican fishing vessels, what has the House to
say of the hon. member for Halifax (àir. Jones) who spoke
for an hour this afternoon in an attempt to persuade the
flouse that we should carry out the modus civendi for another
year, although we are aware that, last Session, that hor. gen-
tleman denounced the modus vivendi, and declared that the
people of the Maritime Provinces never would submit to
have these American fishermen come in even for shelter.
lie said that the people of the Maritime Provinces would
look upon a coçjcession to allow them to come in for shelter
and transhipmèat and the purchase of bait as a complote
sacrifice of all their rights. This hon. gentleman, who
site in council with the Opposition and rises to debate this
question every time it je discussed, first on this side and then
on the other, but always against the Government, declared
last winter that American fishermen should not be permitted
to come in for shelter ; to-day demande that far greater

privileges should be continued for another year by means of
the modus vivendi. Now, the hon. momber for Queen's (Mr.
Davies) has referred in strong terms to the contention set
up in my report. I will not again characterise his remarks,
as he does not like the terms I applied to them, when he
called that contention one of brg and bluster. But ho
said that my contention was that we must exclude
Anmerican fishermen from buying a rope, sending a telegram,
mailing a letter or going for a physician. If ho reads rny
report-as ho endorsed it in L887 ho will endorse it againi-
ho will find that it makes no such SLatemntL. Yet tlat
same assertion bas been put forward in the press against the
negotiators of the treaty last year. It bas been said that I
argued successfully that we must deprive the Americans of
these privileges, or give up our 6shirg rights altogether.
The contention I put forward in that report was not so, but
it may hoestated in a few wods. Mr. Phelps' contention
had been this: that the Convention of 1818, which renounced
all other privileges except the privilege of coming into Cana-
dian waters for wood. water, shelter and repaire, surely did
not renounce the right to come in to buy a rope, to
mail a letter. to send a telegram, or to apply for a doctor;
and what I said was not that it was necessary to exclude
American fishermen from these triffing privileges, but that
we could not admit such an intorpretation of the treaty as
would givo them the right to come in for such purposes.
I said that admitting that the Tréaty of 1818 was intended
to prevent Americans fishing in our waters, if they had the
right to haunt our waters on the mere pretext of mailing a
letter, or sending a telegram, or landing a man, or shipping
mon, or buying a rope, the provisions of the treaty would
be frittered awav. I sad, and I think every sensible man
who undoretands the question will agree with me, that that
would be the naturml result ; but I did not say that to exteud
in Mercy the right to call for provisions in caseo of noces-
sity, or to call for a phvsician, would deprive us of a right
to enforce the treaty altogether, as was insinuated in the
observations made to-night. When I come to call the at-
tention of the House to the provision we made in 1888, and
which we wAre told was a complete negation of all our
record, I will show that those rights were not ceded
to the United States. i will show that the Americans
were confined simply to the privileges they bad under the
'reaty of 1815 until ihey shonid hoose to buy other privi.

leges-those whicih we said were ours to sell and not theirs
to take. But if the House will look at the report made in
1870 by the then Minister cf Fishories, the hon. member
for East Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), they will find
that the thing which is declared to-night to ho so offensive
was the thing which ho stood for 18 or 19 years ago. He
said :

I But notwithstandi,-g this definite restriction, the majority of United
States citizens engaged in the fisberies, finding it to their own advan-
tage te supply them elves in our limits with req'lisites for the fi§hing
voyages, and with materials needed te carry on their basiness, endeavor
to deal with traders and irabitanto cfvarious places along the coat,
and even without reference te our CustomB regulations. The revenue
officers and other authorities have persistently denied this privilege. Its
practical effect wouli be to extend indefinitely the precise righte
secured to them by treaty."

So ho goes on at length and I will not follow hfim out, but it
is declared there, in 1870, that to allow the Americans to
claim exemption from Customs regulations would be to ex-
tend indefinitely the privileges given by the treaty. Now,
we have been told several times, in most emphatic language,
that the object of enforcing the CustomE laws against
American fishermon was net to protect Our fisheries but to
drive the Americans to exasperation. Well, the enforce-
ment of the Customs laws has been simply this: We stated
in 1886 that the American fishermen had the right, under
the Treaty of 1818, to come into our waters for wood and
water, and shelter and repaire, but that in so doing they
were obliged to observe the municipal law, which com-
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pelled every vessel no matter from what country, entering Minister of Finance used lut Session. It was bronght te the
one of our ports to report herself and declare what her attention of the fouse as if the whole credit of theme nego.
business was. So that if an American fdeherman chooses to visit tiatiers, and of any negotiations having taken place at al,
ourcoast for anyof the purposes, which give him the rigLht was due te a private citizen of Canada now living in the
to enter, the Collector of Customs must know his business, United States. Now, the fact is, that before Mr. Wiman
must know whether it is lawful, must know what he las made a single proposai in the direction of negotiationg be-
and what he gets, and see that he does not violate any of tween the Govcrnments cf Canada and tho United
the provisions of the Customs law. But if fishing vessels States, despatches bad passed batwcen the Washington
were allowed to come and go and stay as long as they and the British Govcrnments, and between the British
pleased, there would be no chance for preserving either our Goveront and Canada, putting theso negotiations on foot,
rights to our fisheries, or our (Justoms laws. Let those and declaring that there were te bc negotiatiens in which
who complain in regard to the Customs laws-let those ail the relations between the twe countries relating to trade,
who say that they are unnecessarily severe--turn to the as well as to fisheries, were te be taken up; and it wae only
Revised Statutes of the United States, section 2,774, after negetiatiens were thorongh!y on foot that Mr. Wywan
and they will find there what the requirements of the interjected himself and proposed, befere these nogetiatiens
United States are with regard to vessels entering American should ho formally opened, that it would ba expedient for
waters. They will find that every vessel, once she goes some member of the Canadian Government to proceed to
into American waters, must enter at the Customs before she the capital of the United States. Yet the Hi me was told
dares todepart. It is true she has twenty-fourhoursto enter, the ether night, and to-night, that had i' fot been for that
but she has not the privilege to leave in the twenty-four mediation the twocountries would hare been at each otler's
hours, under a heavy penalty ; and if they will turn to the throats, and mediation would have been impossible. 1 do
reports of the cases in the Supreme Court of the United net intend te question the motives wbich Mr. Wiran
States, which are noted in the margin of that section of the had in bis interfence, nnr do I doubt hie desire te
Revised Statutes of the United States, they will find that by premote peace betwocn the twe countries. Bat 1
the decisions of the United States Supreme Court those pro- say that the small part which ho played in the transar-
visions are held to extend to every vessel, even when driven tien has been magnified te ridiculous proportions in this
by tempest into American harbors. So that for the last eighty debate. It was said, aise, by the leader of the Opposition that
or ninety years, and to-day, the statutory provisions of the 5fr.l3iyard had written a letter to Sir Charles Tupper
United States have been as strict as has been our law, which proposig t vaie negotitions, ant th'tt, when the propoiais
we enforced in 1886. I suppose it will be said, as it has been h9-1 Y-cn mal" hy the Britishi 1 ltiipotentiaries in the terms
said on the part ofthe United States, and as as been said here of that letter, they were refused because of the irritation
to-night: "Is it not cruel and unneighborly to the sixty mil- which the United States Government felt at the aGtion of
lions of people who are our neighbors, that we should compel Canada on the fishery question. The fact je, ana, if the
American vessels coming to our ports to enter at the Customslion. membor who made the statement wiIl examine the
louse when we know they come in for shelter or repairs?" record, ho will be se convinced of itthat 1 believe he
As I told the House. it is necessary that we should have some wiil withdraw hie assertion, that between those twe periode
supervision over these fishing vessels in our waters, and the there was nothing whatcver in the onduet ef Canada te
hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) wasso sensible of the cause any irritation on the part of tkie United States Gev-
necessity of such supervision, that he wanted them boarded crument or people. Thera had been ne epportunity for
before they came in. This is no new provision. In the such irritation, because the winterhad intcrvenedand epring
United States, as late as 22nd June, 1887, after the Com.had net cormenccd. Thera h4d been ne frequenting of
mittee of the Senate had made a report of these 6S our wters by American fishing vessels, there lad been
so-called outrages whicb were spoken of to-night-after our no atien taken, there had beenneirritation, ne .tbreaty

conduct had been stigmatised all over the United States as or anytbing on our p trt wbich culd give any i uâson for
harsh and brutal because we enforced the Customs laws, and the withdrawal of the proposai. The statement te that effeoL
when we were enforcing the Custome laws, as stated by the which bas been made in this debate, with a view te injure
hon. member for Queen'se, to exasperate the people of the the (i ernment, the assertn that weebarrassed those
United States, it will be found that Mr. Fairchild, Secretary regetiations by rauruing a course of irritation in the mean-
of the Treasury, gave an important decision on 22nd tima, is absotutely contrary te the fact and without a particle
June, 1887. In that case, which was the case of some of feundation. Wten the offer was made, it wae rejected
Spanish fishing smacks which had run in under stress for reasons wbich are patent tevcrybody in the two coun-
of weather to buy provisions, and, having bought provi- tries, namely: that, whie ne deubt Mr. Bayard was sincere
sions, because they dared to depart without reporting at in the proposai ho made originally that the discussions sheuld
the Customs, thev were seized and fined by the collector include matters of trade and commerce, ho found in the in-
8500 ; but Mr. Fairchild had the magnaminity to reduce terval, mot that we lad treated lis peeple harshly, and that
the fines to 840 for each smack. It was a pretty severe warn- ho was, therefre, jastified in withdrawing bis proposai, but
ing to them not to venture to enter an American harbor for that the temper and feeling et thc two parties in the United
necessary supplies to sustain life without making entîy et States, cf ono ef whih li was a member, wu encb that
the Customs house in accordance with the RevisedStatutes of tby would net agree to anything et the -ort, aLd that if ary
the United States, the nature of which hepointedout to threm, attempt was mae on the part cf the United States te dis-
and made them remember in a way they and their neighbors case traie c>ncessiens thore was an end te the sligltest hope
are not likely to forget. Now, we were told that it was a of a treaty being concluded in regard te the fieberies.
happy thing for Canada that there existed in the borders of That which was due te the strong feeling ethe republican
the United States a Canadian citizen, who, finding that the party against free trade and te the sensitiveneseof the
United States and Canada were almost approaching the democratie party te the charge cf favoring froc trade, has
verge of war on account of Canada having maintained thebeau, fer the firet time, put down te the blustring course
simple, plain and undoubted rights which she had exercised pursned by the Government of Canada. W. have been
and enjoyed for upwards of 70 years, volunteered te told that we backed dewn in 1887-that se volatile, se
act as mediator. We were told it was a happy thing there flactuating wAs our pelicy that, whilo in 1886 we perièted
existed a mediator who could bring the two nations together. in these seizures, in 1887 we had net a single seiz-
This matter was called to the attention of the House by ure te record. Thc reason fer that je as plain and
what I think was a misconstruction of the language the hon. as obvions to the hou. gentleman who made the atç-

l5ir JoaN TùoMPBooi.
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ment as it in to us on this side of the House, namely, would bny them, the hon. gentleman Baye we gave away
that the policy pursued by the Canadian Government everything which we had contended for; and iLfl
in 1886 made its determination to enforce the fishery becanse of this that the statement of the Premier
rights of Canada known to every Amorican fisher- was well made, that while these privileges are not,
man. They knew, by the seizure of the David J. Adams in within reasonable limite, denied any longer to the fish-
1686, that we did not intend to permit American vessels ermen of the United States, they are no longer held by
to purchase bait in our porte. They knew, by the seizure them as a matter of right, as they claimed them to ho before
of the Dowghty in 1886, that we did not intend to permit the the Treaty of 1888. As regards the question of erforce.
shipping of men on American fishing vessels in our ports. ment of the Customs laws, as regards the question of how
They knew by ail these other se'zares-as they have been far it is safe b allow thom 1o uie car ports without com.
called, though they were really more arrests-that they must plying with the Customs laws, yen wiIl soe that we do not
report at our Oustoms when they entered our harbors. In give them the unlimited right of ceming imte our harbors
18b7 they did report at our Customs, they did not ship without comply ing with the Castoms laws; and even if my
their men in our harbors, and they did not attempt to buy report beas the strong construction which the hon. mem-
bait in our ports; and that was simply because the police ber for Queon's raid to-night it does, you wili find they
surveillance in 1886 bad been effectuai, and not because limit themmelves in the use of our ports, even for the
any instruction was withdrawn, or a lino or a dot of our purposes of the Treaty of 1818, and that oven wben they
policy was changed in 1887. We were told also that part cornein for any of the four purposes for which tbey have a
of the hiddon history of these negotiations was that, when right under the Treaty of 1818, they must report at the
Sir Charles Tupper went to Washington in 1-87, he made Customs if they stay longer than a certain time, and undor
the promise that there should be no more seizures in 1887. ail circumstances if they have any communication with the
I know something of bis mind in regard to that matter; shore. If the American fishermen or the American Gev.
and I say, unhesitatingly, that that is without the slightest ernment had conceded that in 1886 there would have boon
foundation. Even if ho had so far forgotten himself as no necossîty for îaking the se5zares whieh we made, but
te say so, ho had no authority whatever from the Govern. when the negtiators came together and found that these
ment of Canada to that effect. In any case he could not terme conld be made by them and eccepted by us,
have been so foolish as to make any euch promise at the there was an end of the contreversy. The rights of Ame-
very outset of the negotiations. Thon we were told that we rican fishermen receivel a fair limitation-and a limitation
backed down on account of the Retaliation Act being intro- which is net inconsistent wiih Utcefull enjoyment that was
duced, and tbat itwas that which made us take back ail the neoisay to them-oftho petvil-ges wbich were secured
policy of "brag and bluster." W hile everyone would have by the Treaty of 181. Another extraordinary state-
regretted the enforcement of the R -taliation Act, so far from ment was mado by the bon. momber for Queen's-and I
that having been a reason for our backing dowu, we went to have bis words this time ezactly before me-that Sir
Washington after a statement in writing by Grover Cleve- Charles Tupper stated that ho conld net held by any of the
land that it would be injurious to the great commercial inter- contentions which had been made by the junior ministers;
ests of the United States to put that Act in force, and that hoand ho fnrther said, ln the course of tho debate lut
would not do so, had been published. We were told again Session, in introducing the troaty te the House, that ho
that every contention was given up on the part of Canada would have been criminal if ho had tried te maintain their
and that the s' t ernent made by the First Minister as to the contentions. 1 need not tell the House that not one word
contentions of Canada having been maintained was so ex- of this sttemeut wi ever uttered by Sir Charles Tupper
traordinary that the hon. member for Prince Edward Island on the fi )or of this IIouie or elsewbcie. What Sir Charles
(Mr. Lavies) could not believe bis ears and waited until he Tupper did say on that ocsion was: that it was impossible
could read it. I venture to say that that statement will be for him to sustain the full contentions which hud bin made
bore eut by (v ryone who reads the controversy and who by bis colleugues; and, indeed, that wai a matter which
reads the treaty. Everyone krows what were the leading want without saying. le went to Wadiingtori, net for the
points of discussion between the two countries. Let him purpose of seuling or right as a regular tribunal would
look at the treaty, and ho will see how they were adjusted. seule it, but for the purpeseof making a bargain; and who-
They were settled in a way which was not dishonorable toever heard of two parties being able te make a brgain
the United States, but in a manner whi3b adopted the con. whcu both et cm stuck te the strongest contention as Io
tentions of Canada in regard to every one of them. The the iigbts which ho posseed? Sir Charles Topper did
United States had a'serted that their fishermen had thesay:
right to come into our ports for every onle of the four objects "I1need net lorni the House that, in diplomatie Intercouroe, it lu eue-
mentioned in the original treaty, withcut entering at the tomary, it is right, fur the representative of a goverrment to State ha
Customs. They contended that they had the right to tran-mtrongdst and most advanced ground8 that they paibly eauutairiathei cagees teboy ailand uppiesandte eterrelation te every question, and 1 would flot like, 1 confess, (o bho tried
ship their cargoe, to buy bait and supplies, and t enter for the House-
OUr porta for ail purposes that wer e not immediately con-
nected with fishing. By the Treaty of le58, did we admit the honeorrfortaens iut ted it as," r o;bfr
that their contention was correct, and that they should thsfoue n ofr reportbis teat te law wath No;o
have these privileges for aliltime te come? No; but, asas ,pain ing istrr ied berte fo.-
was weil expremsed by a Ieading enator in the United
States, when yon read the controversy which took placeI"-to biîried bafore tee ouse by the ground taken by my bon.
before the Treaty of 1888, you find ai these matters friends tee Minter of Juitice and the Minuter of Marine and 7iaheries."
referred to as matters of right, and when yon read the Thon the hon. mcmber, fading Ibst that wai as far as ho
treaty you find they are matters of' purchase. It is one
thing te say: "This is our property, and no one shall de- coadeyin bis qupatohearep tn the conte.
prive us of it;I" and it is another thing to say that, for thetorsakecf i; thug tat, id they ? if tbe bon. gentleman hait had the courage teake of good neighborhood, and to settle the question on read on ho would have tound that Sir Chas. Tupper said
terme not il jurious to our fishermen, and in order te give us
a fair market for our fish: "Those rights which we have said l'he grouid tbpy t)ok was quit. right; they were soîboried by the
beionag to us we will slIl for a reasonable 1 rice to you." st'ic' teri.t * t Lie treaty in takiuag the strong ground Lhey did; tbey

And ecase l we povied hatmb.Uuied LaLm wuldwould have 1î1 aa aii hir duty tu ibis E8out and mo rbis coonryo,And becaue it was provded that the United States would led upon tu leawth thqustios a matter f diplomatie inter-
not any more contend that these things weore theire, but course and discussion between the Uevernmento of the United ts and
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of Canada, they had not taken the ext-eme contention that the literal "Doe not the House know that the moduoeitewd wa uadonted. for the
terms of the Treaty of 1818 would warrant." purpose of preventing that Retaliation Act coming into force ?7"

-And everybody knows, since I have brought it to the at- I say not at all. The object of the modus vivendi,
tention of the louse, that even if Sir Charles Tupper called and it is declared on its face, is this: The treaty was
it an "extreme contention" the hon. member for Queen's negotiated in February, it could not, in aIl probability,
differed from him, as I stated before, so far as to nall it a be ratified by the Sonate for some months then to come; in the
very fair statement of our case and a very able report. Now meantime our coast would be frequented by American sfiher-
the hon. member for Queon's further erred in the criticism men wanting to trade,and it was thought that, either through
which he made of this modus vivendi. He doclares that the rashness or precipitation on the part of the American fisher-
Premier, in reply to the mover of the resolution, discussed men, who might suppose that the treaty had already corne
it as if it were an act of hu miliation, and the hon. member for into force, or the desire of some of them who might want to
Queen's endeavored to assure the House that there was no make political trouble, as some of them had avowed was
humiliation about it-that it was a perfectly fair arrange- their intention, with a view sfterwards of resorting to a
ment. He said-and I ak the members of the House to Republican Government to redress their wrongs, it was
remember it-that this modus vivendi gives up no territorial feared this might so precipitate matters on the cost, as to
right of Canada. Nor does it ? But the House will remem- cause a danger that a rupture might take place, which
ber that the modus vivendi is but the shadow of the treaty it- would induce the Sonate to say: "Now hostilities bave
self. It is precisely of the same shape and nature as the commenced again, lot there be an end to the Fishery
treaty is, it is just what the treaty is, only an agreement Treaty." And it was in order to preserve peace, until the
that the treaty shall be accepted in all its terms before it decision of the Senate should be pronounced on the treaty
can be ratified ; and, therefore, when the hon. gentleman itFelf, that the modus vivendi was adopted, and it had no pos.
commends the modus vivendi to the House as giving up none of sible relation to the Retaliation Act. But the hon. gentle-
the territorial rights of Canada, I think it does not lie in man says that the Premier's point was wrong; for this
his mouth to declare that the treaty itpelf, which is but the reason, that so long as the modus vivendi is kept in force
substance of this modus vivendi made perpetual, may pro- there could be no complaint of wrong done to American
perly be called a complote give away of the rights of Canada. fihermen, and therefore no pretence for the Retalliation
But I am sorry to say that the hon. gentleman stands in strict Act being enforced. lie is entirely mistaken. Let
and sharp contrast witb himself again with regard to that us adopt this resolut ion to-night, let us put the modus vivendi
question. I think he was rightto-night, in commending the- in force to morrow, and although it is in force an American
modus vivendi, but I think he entirely misunderstood thbe fisherman could come down on ourcoast and say: JI will not
First Min Ister when ho supposed that the First Minister take any license under the modusavivendi, but I stand on my
was denouncing the modus vivendi when ho spoke of the rights as an American citizen, as eontended for by Mr.
humiliation cf begging reciprocity or any other concessions Bayard and all ur people, and I claim the right to go in
from the United States. When the Premier made the ob. and buy bait and tranship my cargo without taking out any
servations commented on, he was not referring to the terms license whatever." In that case the old contentions would be
of the modus vivendi at all, which, so far as I understand the revived. We must maintain the rights ot Canada, and thon
statoeIts 01L the Premier, has not been condemned in any the 1resident of the United States has it withu.i his power for
particular. As I understand the question the decision of any cause of that kind to declare that the Retaliation Act
himself and his colleagues as to continuing the modus in shall come into force. Hon. members will find on reading
force, is entirely in suspense, not for purposes of delay and its provisions, that it is most sweeping in its statement of
procrastination, but for the purposes of seeing whetber we the reasons for which it may be put into operation. It
aire to get anything like an equivalent for the rights which de Lires that if the rights of Americun fi hermen are in-
we are conceding, and for the purpose of seeing that we do fringed in Canadian waters, that if their ships are not
not open all the privileges of our coasts to the people of the allowel the same privileges in our waters as Canadian ships
Unitcd States, while they may refuse all privileges of their are aLowed in Aimerican waters-forgetting that they were
coasts to us. But this is what the hon. gentleman said about paid and bountifully paid for the discrimination-it declares
it last year: that if the privilege of coming into Canadian ports under a

"I wnuld say nothing abiut the modus vivendi. If the treaty was
good in itse f, if it was an honorable and fair treaty, I would not object
to a moit8 v ven beiig agreed upon for two years, such as we offered
by the carmissioers fom Great Frtain ard ttarhu t, tht treaty
here. -ut there are not culy the concessions in th treaty, it aopears as
if the Govern'nent were not able to give the Anericans enough, and as
soon as they hid given all they asked, the Government then said that
in good felowhip and with a wish to pr mote good feeling we propose
for the next two year , for a nominal sum, to give them everything th-y
can possibly ask and all that our ffihermen eujoy on our shores."

touch and trade license is refused-not a modus vivendi
licenso-if, under these circumstances, or any of these cii-
cumstances a collision should occur between the
authorities and the American fishermen, there would
be the pretext for putting the Rtaliation Act in force,
after thi flouse bas declared in its bounty and its
generosity that the modus vivend at all bazards must be
extended to American fiehermen, and we would have the
humiliation of knowingz that the Retaliation Act was enforced

Now, I think the hon. member was mistakon last year, and at the very time when we had bound ourselves for the whole
I think ho was right to night in declaring that the modus year to open our coasts and give full privileges to every
vivendi gives up none of the territorial rights of our people, American fisherman who might choose to pay for a license.
and does not give up either everything that the Americans So the flouse will, I think, h of the opinion that on this ques-
ask,or everything ourown fishermen enjoy on our own shores. tion a discussion is premature at this juncture of public
But ho was mistaken Ialso ii this particular; he misinter- affairs. I desire to call attention, before concluding, to one
preted, I think, the obj.ect of the nodus vivendi itself. He point which I forgot in my haste a few moments ago, and
took exception to the remark of the First Minister that that was the position taken by the United States authorities
to concede now the modus vivendi would be to enable themselves as to Our right t> enforce our own laws upon
the American fishermen, at a small price, to enjoy our coasts. I will cite from a letter of Mr. Bayard himself,
commercial privileges on our coast, when there i- a addressed to American fishermen who complained to him
new administration coming into offlc te ithin a week of the treatment which they received on Our Atlantic
which might close all the ports of the United States to our coasts. Mr. Bayard said:
people. l'hat was the point the First Minister made, and I a
think it was well made. And for the purpose of testing| "Youare -well avare that question are nov pentlin between thai

that, lot us see the reply of the hon. gentleman. Hesays: and to the rights of American fishing vessels in the territorial waters of
Sir JoaN TmoMPsoN.
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British North America, and we will relax no eff. rt to arrive at a satis-
factory solution of the difficulties. In the meanime it is the duty and
the manifest interest f all American fishermen entering Canadian
juriediction to ascertain and obey the laws and regulations therein in
force."

That is all the Government of Ca!nada ever did. All they
said was this: that to the whole worid our ports are free,
except for the restriction on American fishermetn by the
Treaty Of 1818, and that when they came into our waters
they are bound, as Mr. Bayard subsequently told them
they were bound, to enquire what the law of the country
was and to obey it. I have shown the House that the
law of our country in its terme, enforcement and execution
is precisely that which it bas been ever since the Treaty
of 1818 was made, and is substantially the same as the
law and enforcement of the law is in the United States itself
I have only one other observation to make and that is in re-
gard to the challenge or taunt with which the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) closed, the extraordinary state-
ment which ho hurled at the bead of the First Minister in
his loudest tones, and with gesticulations as strong and
vebement as if ho realiy credited his own assertions, that if
the Retaliation Act were put in force the people of this
ccuntry would bold him responsible and hold him criminally
responsible. Weil, Mr. Speaker, all 1 have to say about
that matter is, that while no one would regret the en.
forcement of any act of retaliation by either of the two
countries more strongly than i would, or apprehend more
seriously the consequences than I would, if any such
danger and difficulty should come, the Canadian Gov-
ernment would be able to leave its record to the judg-
ment of any man of fairness, honesty and probity. We
have badi to deai with the United States through the
medium of the Imperial Govornmnt which, as the bon.
member for Northumberlarnd (Kr. Mitchell) pointed out to
the louse, has always been most watchful and most critical
of the action of an ambitions colony in its treatment of a
neighboring foreign power. Under the guidance and
with the advice and co operation of that Government, from
time to time, we have made the concession which was made
in 185-made in vain in 1885-we have made the
concossions which were offered in 1888, which those
hon. gentlemen eay were concessions of ail we had ever
contoded for, but which we think were not dishonorable
cor cessions at ail. We have made ail those concessions ;
we bave done nothing more than uphold the municipal law
of Our own country, which Mr. Bayard told the American
fihermen it was their duty and their manifest interest te
enquire into and obey-we have done nothing more than
that, and we have done it with the approval of the Imperial
Government in a manner which induced Lord R ,seberry to
use the words whioh i quoted a few moments ago when on
Mr. Phelps aaking him to submnit the question of the correct-
ness of the rports of my colleague and myself again to the
law officers of the Crown, the noble lord said :

" If you want that course adopted yon must raise some new question,
because on the old case there are no two opinions in England."
We have done all that, and done it in spite of 4 mode of attack
adopted by the Opposition, which was oftentimes unfair.
If the United States Governument should unwisely and in an
unLeighborly way enforce any Retaliation Act against
Canada, I venture to say that when the bitterness of piceent
Political disputes bas passed away, and this subject is re-
Viowed by mon of intelligence and reason, they wilf say
that the fault did not rest upon Canada; and I shali be glad
for the sake cf my own country if we are able to say as
well that it was not in any way induccd by the attacks
Made from the other side of the House, which bave been
put forward at this moment with the purpose, or at least
with the effeot of convincing stateemen in the United States
that we are completely at the mercy of that country, and
are bound to change our policy and surrender our rights ati
their dictationj

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGaT. I think my hon. friend
from Queen's (Mr. Davies) may be congratulated on having
accomplished a very difficult task. My hon. friend has at
last succeeded in removing the padlock which the wise pre-
cautions of the First Minister have up to this moment placed
on the lips cf the gentlemen behind him. It was a very
difficult task and no wonder when we consider the sort of
case that those hon. gentlemen, and particularly the Minister
of Justice, bave to present and defend in this House. I will
say for the Minister of Justice that from his own narrow
and technical point -narrow and technical point, I repeat-
he bas done as ho did in bis despatches, ho bas made a very
fair exposé of the strict legal aspect of the case, but, unhap.
pily, ho bas failed utterly to comprehend or to state to this
country or to this House any of the broad statesmanlike
views upon which this great question alone can ho properly
discussed. Knowing what we all know, knowing what no
man knows botter than the hon. gentleman, knowing
that the right hon. gentleman and hon. gentlemen will have
to recede on this point, just as they have receded on every
other point, that they are preparing for a new somerset,
that they will have to undo their Orders in Council, that
they will have to repeal the declarations they bave made,
and that in all human probability before another month
bas rolled over our heads, or, perhaps, another week bas
passed, they will have to contradict themselves and their
followers further, and once more cease to use all these petty
pedantries as to whether the constructions of a treaty made
7t years ago are exactly and literally to be carried out in
the year of grace 1889, we may well wonder why they
ahould thus insist on dragging themselves and their fol.
lowera through the dirt to no purpose.: Now, Sir, as
regards the statements made by the Minister of Justice.
This House heard him in the very opening paragraph
almost of bis speech, declare that no American of note had
ever proposed to mix up the fiehery question witb our trade
relations. Wo beard the bon, gentleman declare that. 1
ask is tho Secretary of State of Mr. Cleveland's administra-
tion, Mr. Bayard, au American of note ? Is Mr. Bayard a
man whose voice ought to be hoard on this question ? What
did Mr. Bayard say on this subject ? The hon. gentleman in
a later part of his speech absolutely gave us the most direct
and flat contradiction possible of his own statement made
about half an hour before in regard to this matter. Mr.
Bayard says:

" The immeliate difficulty to be settled is found in the Treaty of 1818
between the United States and Great Britain, which h a been qusatio
vexita ever since it was concluded, and to-day is suffered to interfere
w! h and seriously embarrass the good uuderstan ling of both coun-
tries in the important commercial relations and interests which have
come into being gsace its ratification, and for the adjustment of which
it is wholly inadequate, as his been unhappily proved by the events of
the past two years 1 am conilent we b ith seek tu ubtain a just and
permanent settlement-and there is but une way to procure it-and
that is by a straightforward treatment, on a liueral and statesmanlike
plan, of tihe entire commercial relations of the two countries."

With that letter in the hon. gentleman's handi ho has had-
I will not say the audacity-but ho has hbd the want of
consideration to assure this flouse that no American of'
note ever proposed to mix up ihe fishery question with the
trade questions which we now propose to discuss. That i
a sample of the correctness of statement, of' the accuracy
and of the brcadth of view which the Minister of Justice
bas brought to the discussion of this important question.
In connection with that the bon. gentleman says that Mr.
Bayard subsequently withdrew his proposition, and that
Mr. Bayard withdrew il because ho found that the Ameri-
can Senate would not allow any interference with treaty
privileges on their part. The Minister of Justice would
have done well to look a little closer into what Sir Charles
Tapper said on that question. What Sir Charles Tupper
said was, that the commissioners and h&r, Bayard who was
along with thems
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" Witbdrew that proposition because such was the hostility of public
ien with regard to Canad% and 1he treatment of Oanada hy their fisher-

men th kt if to-morrow any relaxation of the tariff of the United 8tates
was made by an Act of Congress, it would rontain a clause excepting
Canada from its operation so asuto deny us the advantage."

That was Sir Charies Tupper's statement, as explicit and as
express as words could be, that he found it impossible and
that Mr. Bayard found it impossible to carry out Mr.
Bsyard'a proposition to induce them to negotiate on trade
questions, bocause such was the bostility created in the
minds nf American public men by our treatment of United
States fishermen that he could not hope for a hearing. I
Jeave to the House to consider, when a gentleman so well
versed in the details of tbis case as the Minister of Justice
must naturally be, can make two such assertions in the
courée of an hour's speech, so totally at variance with the
facte actually before him and some of which he actually
quoted, I ask how can he expect us to believe that he is
pericctly correct in all the minute details which ho pro
ceeded to infliet upon the House as to the Motie Adams, the
D. J. Adams, or any other of the numerous family of,
Adams which were brought in contact with our cruisers. I
will take occasion to cal the attention of the House to a
very unfair allegation made by the Minister of Justice with
respect to the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies). He
alleges that my hon. friend was to blame and that ho showed
he had no proper conception of the case, because he made
the complaint that in these 61 seizures which were
made by us in 1886, almost alt the seizuires were made, not
for a violation of our fishery regulations, not because the
American boats had been caught poachi ng in our waters, but
on accouLt f a breach of some petty Customs regulationscom.
mitted in harbor. The Minister of Justice attempts to say
that theio is a contradiction in the argument of my hon.
friend for Queen's. The argument of my hon. friend from
first to last, was that the gentlemen opposite continued-
at any rate except in very few and very rare instances-
to seize these American fishing boats not because they were
poaching in Canadian waters, not because they were impro
perly taking fish, but that they pursued them in an inhos-
pitable and foolish manner considering the relations of the
two countries, for certain petty breaches of Customs laws
which fishermen could hardly be expected to be familiar
with; and that in so doing they undoubtedly did to a very
great extent-as not my friend from Queen's, but as Sir
Charles Tupper pointed out-exasperate the people of the
States, exasperate the fishermen, exasperate Congress, exas.
perato the whole press of the United States and by their
conduct bring us into a very perilous position as regards
the United S!ates. I further cali the attention of the House to
this; that the hon. gentleman, the Minister of Justice, wisely
perhaps did not attempt in the slightest degree to explain
away the statement made by Sir Charles Tapper, quoted by
me on a recent occasion, and quoted again by my hon.friend,
to show that, be it right or be it wrong-for the moment we
will not discuss that question-the policy of the Government
had brought us to the verge of commercial war-as Sir
Chailes Tu pper declared, within an ace of actual war-with
the United S'ates; had brought the people of the United
States into a state of'extreme, it may be unreasonable, ex-
asperation. That the hon. gentleman did Dot attempt ti
deny or explain. What ho did attempt to do was, forsooth,
cram into the minds of the members of this Rouse-men
who must be supposed to have some acquaintance with
affaire-that propuoterous, ridiculous statement, that where-
as we seized 68 vessels for varions breaches of the fishery
regulations or the Customs laws in 1886, while in the suc-
ceeding year we did not arrest one, yet there was no change
of policy. Sir, is there a man within the sound of myvoice
wbo could believe such a s'atement to be possible ? Sir
Chai les Tupper declarcd more than once that fishermen
were-I suppose those of Canada as well as of the United
States-a most lawloe set of men, who coid not easily be

Sir ICHa" CaRwalouT.

controlled ; and yet the hon. tho Minister of Justice says
that the reason there were no seizures or arrests made in
18ý7, was that the American fishermen wee converted ail
at once into most pcaceable and law-abiding persons. We
have heard of certain very miraculous conversions, there is
no doubt of it; but the conversion of the A merican fishermen,
who were descri bed by Sir Charles Tupper as a most lawless
crew, into peaceable and law abidi ng citizens, so tiat not one of
them, though there were 800 or more vessels in our waters,
ever committed the smallest breach of the fishery regulations
or the Customs laws from the beginning of the season of 1887
to the close, is certainly a mot remarkble occurrence.
Well, I leave to the Minimter of Justice or his colleagues to
reconcile the repeated statements made by Sir Charles
Tupper when ho was advocating the passage of the Fishery
Treaty in this House, that ho was obliged to make numer-
ous concessions for the sake of peace, with the declaration
of the First Minister that no concessions at al[ were made.
These two statements cannot both ho rue, and I leave it to
the hon. gentlemen-it is no particular concern of mine-
to eay which is the truth. I humbly submit that the
two positions are utterly irreconcilable, to say the least.
But my intention in rising was not so much to deal with
what 1 must, in humble imitation again of Sir Charles Tup.
per, describe as the narrow view taken of the Convention of
1818 by the First Minister and the then Minister of Mar-
ine. My position to-night is this: that by the corduct of
the Government we are brought face to face with the
situation described by Sir Charles Tupper in words
which I do not require to repeat; and, under theso
circumstances, although I admit most freely that my
lon. friend took a grave responsibility on himself when
he offered bis advie to the Government on this cri-
tical question, I say that if evar the leader of an Opposition
was jubtified from the past conduct of the Go7ernment, in
taking the sense of the liouse as to the future poliey of the
Government, my ion. friend has been justified on this pro-
sent occasion. Now, Sir, 1 have said before, and I repeat,
that until these discussions commenced, very few people in
Canada-I suppose but few in tis flouse, I know but few
in the country-ever comprehended the extreme peril into
which, by the evidence of their own cornmissioner, the
conduct of the Government in 1886 had dragged the people
of Canada in 1887. Sie, the Opposition may have been to
blame; ibey may have done wrorg; but if there is any-
thing that the Opposition in this House are to blarne for, if
there is anything we have to reproach ourselves with, it is
not that we have spoken out now, but that we have been
reticent so long when we saw how these hon. gentlemen
were abusing their trust. Sir, we had an excuse. So long
as those negotiations were pending, so long as there was a
reasonable chance that the Government would be able to
biing them to a profitable conclusion, so long I
think there was an excuse for the Opposition re-
maining silent ; but it is only too clear, not from the words
so much as from the sots of the Government, that froin
the moment at any ra'e tat Sir Charles Tupper turned
his back upon them, they have become utterly oblivions of
the possible consequences of the events of I886 and 1887.
Seeing that the Government of Canada were entering on a
dangerous policy wbich had already placed the country on
the brink of a commercial war, we asked then if they in-
tended to revert to the modus vivendi. If they did not mean
to do so, thon all we can sy is that their conduct in refusing
to say so is quite inexplicable. Now, three thirgs, it appears
to me, are perfectly clear from the facts disclosed by Sir
Charles Tupper in the speech to which I have referred.
One of those I have repeated-and itcannot be repeated too
often-is that the Government in 1886, by their very strict
interpretation of au old and ail but obselete convention,
without bearing in mind the changes that have taken place
in the oircumstances of the oountry sinoe, had brought us
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into a very perilous predicament; it is equally clear that glad to be c )rrected. That 1 understood the hon. gentle man
in 18'7 w. escaped from the peril by the skin of our teetti, to have repeated bofore and to have repeated to-night.
almost f rom a more accident, what the hon. Minister of Now, we are all propared to proteot our territorial limita
Justice says to the contrary notwithstanding; and I take to the beRt of our ability; we are ail preparei to protect
issue with him entirely as to the manner in which he spoke our inshore fisheries within those limite that properly
of the intervention of Kr. Erastus Wiman. I know perhaps belong to us. In ail other respects, looking at the
not all that the Minister knows, but I know a go-d deal of whole situation, bearing in mind the peril which bas been
what took place on that occasion, and I say that Kr. Eratus incurred by the policy which the hon. gentleman has per-
Wirnan rendered an important service to Canada, and that sisted in carrying out; looking at the enormous importance
the hon. gentleman has no right to attempt to underrate or of the interests which have sprung up between Canada and
belittie the services that gentleman rendered, or the language the United States, especially within the last twenty or thirty
ihat was used by Sirbharles Tupper in recognition of them; years; looking at the use we make of their soil and terri.
and 1 am very sure thit if Sir Charles Tupper were on the tories and the priviloge of transhipping-taking these into
floor of this House to-day, he would not endorse the state. consideration, wesay the time ha ocome for a broad and
ment just made by the hon. Minister ofJ ustice. I should liberal policy in every respect in dealing with the United
bke to know if the hon, gentleman will say, if they are at States. But if we choose to stand on our strict legal rights,
liberty to eay it, that they have no unofficial communication how are we or the British Gavernment either to blame the
with Mr. Erastus Wiman at this hour. United States if they etect to stani on their extreme legal

Mr. MITCHELL. They are not bound to criminaterights, with great irijury to both. Thore is not the slightest
thMr(Ies.Taddoubt, if the United States chose to put in force their Non.

Intercourse Bill, they wili injure as many Americans as
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perbaps not; and as Canadians, but that would not make our position anything

this matter is being discussed on strictly legal and technical botter but rather much the worse. Il hon. gentlemen do
grounds I will not press that question. Now I say, know- not do that, what we have to look forward to is this: we
ing these things, knowing the relations in which we stood, will have a repetition of the sorry farce wh-ch was played
knowing the narrow escape we had, seeing, as we do, that out in 1887 First, we will seo a plicy (or at loast there
the Government appear tob ave forgotten the lessons which was great danger o sceing a policy put sued) which wili
were taught them, seeing that they do not appear (although lead to much ill-blood between ourselvos and the United
I am willing to hope that they are coming to a better mood States. Thon things wou!d have grown serions, then there
under pressure) at any rate until very recently, to have would have been danger of cAllision, thon Engiland would
ut ail appreciated the danger they escaped, it woul I be have steppd in ai aho did before, and some English com-
an aet of criminal folly on our part if we were to allow missioner, or another Mr. Joseph Obamberlain, would have
this Session to pass without patting ourselves, at any rate. been sent to take the Canadian Minister by the ear and
right before the country, and pointing out the prop2r administer a double dose of humble pie. Canada would
policy which, in the interest of Canada, should be pursued. have been degraded and humiliated. We would have been
I desire to say for my own part that although I have not forced in the long run to make all the concessions which
pretend:d to any technical or minute acquaintance with we now propose to make freely and voluntarily, with
iino mutjjet of the fisheries, which I had very limited opp>r- this resait; that we would get no thanks at ail. Sncb in
tunity of mastering in detail, I say that I myself hold the the certain issue, and no one knows il botter than the right
wisdom of the former course taken by the Government to hon. gentleman, because it is a game that hon. gentleman
be most dubious. Probably enough they were legally and bas played before to his own profit, though not the profit
technically correct; I do not dispute that, but what I do of the people of Canada. Yet knowing that, theb hon.
aay is that, on the other hand, the Americans were por. gentlem'sn will persiLt in playing this dargerous game,
fcctly right in pointing out that the whole conditions w-re It seems to be ab3aurd for the hon, gentleman ai his
changed. You cannot ignore this. If we touched the friends to talk as if they really and sinucrely desired to aid
A tnericanfrontier only at the one point where our fisheries in cultivating friendly relations with the people of the
exist, if we had nothing to say to them in other matters, United States. They muet be judged by their acts. Was
we might thon consider this question wholly apart, we if to show their extreme friendliness te the people of the
migbt put entirely out of view all the communications United States that, a year ago, they attempted to repudiate
which the Americans have granted us across our frontier, Lheir own statutory offer to admit certain articles freo if
through their territory, in a great variety of ways. But I the United States did the same? Waâi i te give the United
say we cannot do that, and so the whole position has to be States a botter opinion of the gool faith and b enor of
dealt with. We muet face the question that we are con. Canada that, after Sir Charles Tupper bad practicaly taken
cerned with the Americans in five bundred different ways his colleagnes by the throat and compolied thom t undo
besides the mere question of the fisheries. I am not going thoir own work and eat their own words on the
to follow theb hon. gentleman into the question as te how flbor of this House-was it for the purpose of inspir.
far it may or may not be consistent with the p-eservation ing the Americans with a high idea of the honor
of our treaties to accord to Americans the right to tran. and faith of the Government of Canada, that the
shipment in bond or the right to purchase bait or allow Minister of Customs, backed by the Government, resorted
them certain privileges as to entrance to our harbora, if I to that most petty and contemptible eva>ion o the plain
understood the hon. gentleman's poeition it amounted to terme of the meaning of the statutory Act, wben he im-
this: that it was almost impossible to grant the Americans posed, not a duty on the fruit, but a duty on the packages
the privileges they desire without great peril to our inshore in which the fruit was conveyed. What am I to say of the
fisheries; but I find that, in the treaty of 1888, we have desire to promote good relations which lead to the insane
agreed to concede to the Americans for a comparatively >olly of hon. gentlemen opposite in the matter o the export
small sum of money those identical privileges, if they chose duty on logs? Bat the other day, as if of express
to take out a license under the modus vivendi, which in the parpose to challenge the ill-will of the United States,
des tches he alleges with considerable show of reason, they increased the duty on saw logs, running the risk of
perbapa, could not be granted without great peril to the disturbing a trade that is counted by tons of millions.
preservation of our fisheries. That I understood to be the They know they will have to abandon tbis absurd impost;
hon. gentlenan's position, that I understand to be the and I venture again to say that long before this House

slt of *e trety. If I ammakenn thit, I would be rises, we will ad that what they did thon they will be
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glad to undo and revoke. I am not going to pursue that
question. It would be worth pursuing, but at this late
hour I must refrain, tempting as the subject is because it
shows the utter carelessness, recklessness and imbecility
with which the affairs of the country are administered, the
utter folly with which the Government acts on questions
of trade of the greatest possible moment. Here is a trade
of ten million dollars absolutely put in peril for the
sake of an export duty of ten thousand dollars addi-
lional, and that when tbe Government must have known
that at the very moment they were raising this ex-
port duty, we were importing free from the United
States probably six or seven times as many saw loge
as we were eending to them. The object of the hon.
gentleman, I am afraid, was only too apparent to those
who choose to read between the lines and to look be-
low the surface. Those hon. gentlemen when they commit
those acte, when they challenge the United States-because
these acts of theirs were a direct challenge to the United
States to adopt retaliatory measures, a challenge which
we have seen the Congress and people of the United States
no way slow to accept-when they committed those acte,
their object was altogether too apparent. They dreaded
the rising tide of public opinion in favor of freer com.
mercial relations with the people of the United States.
They thougbt that we on this side might make political
gain of it. They knew that if our contention was success-
tul, it would interfere a great deal with certain intercests
from which they draw much comfort and assistance from
lime to time. They do not dare to say they dread recipro.
city in open terme. They cannot say that, because thoy
caii ied the elections in which the Mackenzie Government
were defeated, to an enormous extent, and especially in the
Maritime Provinces, by deluding the people into believing
that, by imposing enor mous duties on the goods whioh
they imported, they would, in all probability, obtain reci-
procity with the United Statea.

Mr. KIRK. And they were not to raise the duties.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; as my hon

friend reminds me, they were not to. raise the tariff, but
only to readjust it. I believe, however, that there is a-
change coming rapidly over the spirit of their dream. I
Ihink they are gradually awakening to the fact that, by
these unfriendly acts-and they were most unfriendly acts
towards the people of the United States-they are provtk-
ing a feeling which is not encouraging for the policy they
have professed to pursue. Up to a recent time, it appeared
to be their policy to provoke and chafe the people of the
United States, and then turn around andi say to us: the
United States are hostile to you, they are going to put
duties on your products and there is no chance of our mak-
ing reciprocal trade relations with them. Th-s day's work
shows that the United States-to their credit and honor be
it said-are not actuated by hostile feelings to the people o
Canada. They have extended an olive branch to us; and,
if hon. gentlemen opposite are wise, if they can rise for
once to the level of the post they fil], they will even at this
twelfth hour endeavor for their own sakes, if not for the
sake of the country, to obtain some reasonable proposition
from the United States, and to make reasonable propositions
to them, by which in time, if not lorthwith, the structure of
fairer and fuller commercial relations between the two
countries may be built up. i have said that the policy pur-
mued up to this time was one which called in the highest
degree for censure at the hands of the Opposition, and of
the people of Canada. That policy contained a double fraud.
These hon. gentlemen thought they were perfectly safe in
vaporing and blustering-1 mean particularly in talking as
they did about having the whole army and navy of Eag.
land at their back. I tell those hon. gentlemen that neither
the army nor the navy oft nglad will over be used for
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the purpose of allowing us to embroil them with the United
States, and well they know it. They talk about this matter,
they vapor and they bluster, and, when serious peril is in.
curred, they back down as they bave doue before, and then
they tell the people: We stood up for your rights until greater
interesta came into question, and we eould not interpose
against the intereste of the Empire. At the same time, they
will say to England: We have sacrificed the rights ef
Canada for the sake of the Empire, and we hope you
will consider it, and give us your consideration. Being
traitors both to Canada and to the Empire, they
will probably, like some other traitors, suceed in obtain.
ing rewards from both. But to Canada this means
injury and degradation ; it means that the United States will
be more or less irritated; that, in the long rn, we will have
to make concessions and will receive no thanks for them,
because concessions which are forced out of us, and are
known to be foi ced out of as by the orders of the Imperial
Government, will never conciliate the United States. That
is not the way in which the United States ought to be ap-
proached. Our position is difficult enough. 1 admit that
it must be alwaye, in the nature of the case, a position re.
quiring great caution when a small country of four or five
millions of people has to deal with one of the greatest
nations in the world. I agree with some things whihb have
been stated on the other side of the Bouse. I agree that it
is eminently in the interets tof Canada that our policy should
be fir m, dignified and prudent in dealing with the United
States; but where I take issue with the hon. gentlemen
opposite is th&t their policy is neither firm, prudent nor dig-
nified; that what they do in one day they are in haste to re-
verse the next, that they are consistent only in one thing,
which is to inspire the United States with a feeling
of contempt for the conduct of the Canadian Government.
Now, if these hon. gentlemen were prepared, having counted
the cost, to stand firm to any poliey they had adopted,
altbough I might think rather lightly of their discretion,
L would admire their valor in thinking that they were able
to coniend with a power like that to the south of us. I
agree, however, with the Minister of Finance, who stated
that we could not single-handed contend with the United
States; and, under those circumstances, it is of no service to
us to advance pretensions which the Government know at
a later date, and probably at a shortly later date, they will
be compelled to abandon. No greater calamity could befall
the people of .this country than for the United States to be
hostile to us; and, if the policy of this Government bas made
them so hostile, this Government would have committed as
great a treason as they well could against the welfare and
good goverument of Canada. In any case, it is not the part
of brave men, when confronted with such a situation, to
indulge in bluster or to talk about the army and the navy
we would have at our back. We might bave to face such a
co iiugency, and, if we had to do so, ihe situation should be
faced matifu;ly, but with a full kncwledge of the gravity of
'e situation This is a matter in which petty provoca-

tions and srr.all annoyances on the part of the Government
are calculated to do enormous injury to this country, and
also to the friendly relations which should exist between
the people of Great Britain and the people of the United
States. We have to stu.Jy not only to bu right but to ap-
pear to be right, and to shaw that we desire to be good
neigh bors to the people of the United .States and to
cultivate good relations with them. In that way only
could the people of Canada truly serve the Empire of
which we form a part. That is of ail things the greatest
service we can render to the British Empire, and it
is clear, if we are going to do that, that it is advisable
for us, in the words of this resolution, under existing cir.
cumbtances, to remove any causcs of irritation, especially
when there is a new Government coming into power in the
Uoited Sâtat, I thorouihly and oordia.Iy endore te
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proposition of my hon. friend that, without delay and with-
ont being forced into doing what we will be ultimately
forced into, we should freely offer the Americans the con.
tinuation of the modus vivendi, whioh allows their fishermen,
for a reasonable compensation, all these pivileges that have
been in dispute between us ao long, and which is now clear,
from the actions of the hon. gentlemen themselves, from
the very terms of the treaty, can be safely given withont
any danger of seriously injuring our inshoru fieheries, or of
seriously inoommoding our fishermen.

House divided on amendment (Mr. Laurier).

yzAs :

Messieurs
Armstrong, Edgar, MeMillan (Huron),
Bain (WentWorth), Eisenbaner, Millâ (Bothwell),
Barron, Ellis, Mitchell,
Beausoleil, Fiset, Neveu,
Béchard, Fisher, Paterson (Brant),
Borden, Flynn, Perry,
Bourassa, Gauthier, Platt,
Bowman, Geoffrion, Préfontaine,
Brien, Gillmor, Rinfret,
Burdett, Godbout, Rowat d,
Campbell, Guay, Ste. Marie,
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd),lrines, Eemple,
Casgrain, Jones (Halifax), Somerville,
Ch rlton, Kirk, Tiow,
Chaquette, Landerkin, Turcot,
Ch ,uinard, Lang, Waldie,
Colter, Langelier (Montm'ncy), Watson,
Couture, Langelier (Quebec), Weldon (St. John),
Davies, Laurier, Weleh,
Dd St. Georges, Lovitt, Wilson (Elgin), and
Dessaint, Macdonald (Huron), Yeo.-65.
Doyon, Meintyre,

NArI:

Messieurs

Audet Fo'ter,
Bain (koulanges), Freeman,
Baird, Gigault,
Barnard, 'i; ouard,
Bell, G.rdon,
Bergeron, Grandbois,
Boisvert, Guillet,
Bowell, Haggart,
Brown, Hall,
Burns, Hesson,
Cargill, Hickey,
Carling, Ives,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Jamieson,
Chisholm, Joncas,
Cimon, Jones (Digby),
Cochrane, Kenny,
Cockburn, Kirkpatrick,
Colby, Labelle,
otiogan, Landry,
Coughlin, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Coulonbe, La aivière,
Curran, Laurie,
Daly, Lépine,
Daoust, Macdonald (Si. John,)
Davin, Macduwall,
Davis, McCJarthy,
Dawson, McOula,
Denison, MeDonald (Victoria),
Desjarlins, McDongald (Pictou),
Dewdney, McDougall (C. Breton),
Dickey, McGreevy,
Dickinzon, McKay,
Dupont, MeMillan (Vaudreuil),
Ferguson (Leedsk Gren) M c Nieill,
Ferguson (îtenfrew), Madill,
Ferguson (,Nelland), Mara,

Marshall,
M'a.son,
M iîls (Arn.îpolis),
Montplaid r,
0' KSm-n.
P.atterun tE iserx),
Perley,
Porter,
Prior,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Roome,
Ross,
Rykert,
8Ihanly,
8kinner,
Snall,
8miti (Sir Donald),
Bmiih (Ontario),
Sproule,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thécrin,
Th mp ton (Sir John),
Tupper,
Tyr whitt,
Vanasse,
Wallace,
Weidon (Albert),
White (Iardwell),
Wiîmot
Wilson ( .rgenteuil),
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Brockvile),

Wood ( stm'L'd), and
Wright.-108.

Amnendment negatived, and House again resolved itself
into Committee of supply.

(In the Committee.)
To pay pension to Lady Cartier.. ................. ....... $1,

Committee reso and ieported progresi.
Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD moved the adjourniment of

the House.

Sir R[CH A.RD CARTWRiGHT. I suppose the Finance
Minister intends still to deliver the Budget Speech on
Tuesday.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Motion agreed to; and flouse adjourned at 1:15 a.m.

(Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 4th March, 1889.

The SPEAER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BUSINESS OF THE H1OUSE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the absence of the First
Ministor, I will move the rcsolution of which he bas given
notice :

That Government business shall have precedence every Thnrsday, on
and after Thursday, 7th March next, during the present Session, after
Questions put by Members.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes ; there is no objection to that.
Mr. MITCHELL. Before that is adopted, I may seay that

it seems that the Government are always very anxious to
get as maty days in the week as they can, for public busi-
ness. But how do we stand in regard to private business ?
There are six pages of private business standing on tho
Order Paprtr, and we know that three-fourths of that will not
be reached this Session, if it should last six weeks yet. Now,
i think the Government are a little premature in wanting
to take away one of the days belonging to private members.
We shall only Lave Monday-practically the business of
this flouse in the band@ of private members is confined to
Monday. On Monday, we find that the private Bille come
in be fore the motions, so we have only abut three or four
hours out of the week for the business of private members.
Now, I want to say to my hon. friend that this kind of thing
is going to interfere with the private business of the country.
We ought to have an opportuniity of having our private
business and private questions put belore this House. Nov,
Sir, 1 wish to say that the only way that some of us can get
jub tice done to our constituents is to take extraordin ary neani
to accomplish it. I have had for the last three years înotices
om the pai¡ie for claims for damages for lands for railway s that
bave buen takeri fromrry cotstituent9, of which I ean geL no
fair and reasonable adjustment. We are told, as I have been
told for the last three ycar s: " Wait till we get over the s ee ion
aid we will give directions to have it done; " and altbough
I waited three ears, these promises bave not yet been fol-
filled My duty to my constituents requires me to oppose
this motion or elise indicate to my hon. irierds the course I
mean to take. If they p'ersist i ithis course, I shall feel it
tu be my duty, every time they move to go into Gommittee
otf uppýy, to take up one of the notices that I have given
relating to the private grievances ot rmy corstituents, and
to move an amenidment befcre going into Supply. I think
the Grovernment hal better Jeave a little more time for
private muembers to get through theîir private business,
ratber than have motions made on going into Committee
of Supply which may take up three, or tour, or five hours
in discu-sion. Sir, I recolleot a case, some years ago, when
the hisx. member for East York (Mr. Maeke, zie) was at the
bead et the Govern ment, when I thought that one of my con.
stiLuents, a poor, unfortunate widow woman, was inot treated
rightly in a matter invoiving an amount of about $40. Sir,
I coud fnot get the Government to act, and I took the only
means open to me, which was to move an amendment to the
motion to go into Committee Of Supply. I did that night
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after night for some three or < tur weeks; I felt it my duty,
at the expense of the delay to public buines, to do this,
and it was only after some three or four week, that my hon.
friend saw the policy of at once meeting the case and deal-
ing with it, and settling it. I want to say to my hon. friends
on the other side of the Hoase, that, if they do not want
another delay like this in carrying on the business of the
country, they had better refrain from taking away the
reasonable time which belongs to private members, at @0
early a period in the Session. But if they wish to avoid
this, ]et them say at once to those private members who
have business of that kind : Come over to our departments
and lot us go into the matter quietly and coolly between
ourselves to see whether we canne settle these claims-
because I am bound te have these claims settled, I do not
care what it costs, mor what time it occupies. I merely
warn hon. gentlemen that if they insist in taking this day,
I shall at every opportunity move one of the motions of
which I have given notice, withi a view of seeing if I cannot
get justice done to the people I represent.

Sir KECTOR LANGEVIN. I will say to my hon. friend
that the motion that has just been made will net prevent
hon. members taking up private matters as usual. Thuraday
will be for public Bills, and all these notices of motions and
private matters will be dealt with on Mondays and Wednes-
days as usual ; therefore I think that the object of my hon.
friend will not stand, About the claims he speaks of, I
hope that wben he brings thern to the notice of the Govern-
ment as he suggests, some means will be devised by which
tbey cai be set rigbt so that justice may be done, and that
my hon. friend will be satiéfied with the decisions that will
be come to. Therefore I hope that my hon. friend wtl not
object to the motion.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will just put my hon. friend right on
one point. He says we will have Mondays and Wednesdays
to bring these for private members' business. This is a
private day, .nd we have five pagets o notices of motion on
the paper, of grievances, real or suypposed, and we cannot
reach one of these to-day. 1 would remark te my right
hon. friend, who bas come in since I spoke first, that we
have only until six o'clock to-night. Private Bille are first
taken up, and then questions put by members, of which
there are two pages, and we wili not get through with
the before six oclock. There is a bail going on at a very
distinguished portion of this city to-night, and I should nut
be at all surprised il my hon. frienÂds opposite desired to go
to this bail and asked us Jor an ad journment, and so our
whule day is taken away and we cannot reach one of these
privae motions until Wednesday; and no man knows better
thau the hon. Minister of Public Works that we have no
chance whatever of reaching the notices of motions on that
day Are we to be deprived of every opportunity of placing
private grievances before this House for consideration and
adjus ment, by the taking away of the Thursday from
us? It is unreasonable. The first Wednesday is a holi-
day, and, I believe, they expect to get througb by Easter.
I want the Giovernment toitell us whether tbey are dis-
poFed to deal with these private grievances ? I bave had
tor three years some of these cases before this louse, and
have been told, time and again, that they wil be dealt with
before the close of the Session, or immediately after, but
the Semsion passes over, and I have never been able to get
these claims settitd. Now, if the Government will say to
private members-t am speaking for mysolf alone-it the
Minister will say to me: Crome to my office and talk the
matter over quietly for the putrpose of settlement, then I
shall have nothing more to aay about-it, and, for the pre-
sent, I will withdraw my objections to the motion. The
right hon. entleman was kind enough tue other day to
send me caudies across the House. 1 was very much
obliged to him, and accepted them as an indication that the

Mr. MITonLL.

olive branch was extended to me; md, aithough we have
not been as cordial for the lat year or two as we onght to
have been as public men, 1 may Bay that if he is prepared
to say to me, as the acting Minister of Railways did, that
he would talk the matter over privately with me, 1 will be
willing to withdraw my objection to this motion; but If ho
does not, I can assure him that every time the Government
move to go into Committee of Supply I shall move au
amendment for the purpoeo of having a discussion on my
grievances, as it appears that is the only way I can get
justice done to my constituents.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We'l, I am like Davy
Crockett's coon-I muet come down. I will be very glad
to oit down with the hon. gentleman if my colleague, the
Minister of Railways, is not able to meet him himself, and to
go over these matters with him, and to discues them; and
I shall always have a sufficient assortment of candies for
the use of my hon. friend.

Mr. M[TCHELL. Would the hon. gentleman kindly
name the day when he will do that ?-because that is very
indefinite; I would like to have something specific.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I won't say "to.morrow."
Motion agreed to.

WINDING-UP ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce a
Bill (No. 98) to amend the Winding-up Act, chapter 129 of
the Revised Statute4. He said: The intention of this Bill
is to make provision for winding-up companies incorporated
by this Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firet time.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate the Victoria, Saanich and
New Westminster Railway Company.-(NIr. Prior.)

MONTREAL AND OTTAWA BOOQI COMPANY'SBILL.

Oder for second reading of Bill (No. 23) to incorporate
the Montreal and Ottawa Boom Company (Mr. Girouard),
read.

Mr. GIROUARD. This Bill was introducod by Mr.
Perley, one of the members for Ottawa. After the first
reading, I agreed to take charge of it, on condition that it
would be modified so as to meet some of the serious objec-
tions I had against the Bill.

Mr. MI rCBELtL. That you had against the Bill?

Mr. GIROUARD. That I had against the Bill as intro-
duced.

Mr. MITCHE LL. A lot of us had objections to it.

Mr. GIROUA RD. I will tell the hou. gentleman and
the fouse a litile later what my objections were. I bad an
interview with the promoters of the Bill, and I found that
it did not state fairly the object they had in view. The
Bill asked that the promoters should have power to build
wharves, piers, slides, dams, booms, or other improvements
over any part of the River Ottawa from the Chan hière Fal's
at O.tawa, to the north westerly end of the "Isnd of
Montreal, and either on one or both of the channels to the
north-west of the said Island and on the shores adjoining
the said extent of said river. The promoters, who are
owners of sawmills in Ottawa, Bull and elsewbere in the
country, contemplated removing to, or at least building
mills on the northern portion of the Island of M ontreal in
my oeunty. They point out many advantages that would
be obtained by so duing. In the first place, they say that
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by building over a large extent of territory, which they
find north of that Island, they would be able to reduce very
materially the rate of insurance which they are paying in
Ottawa and Hull, where there is a little space for mills.
In the second place, they say they would be able to use the
sawdust in supplying their furnaces, as they intend to run
their machinery by steam instead of water power, and they
would at once get rid of a nuisance that is very seriously
felt in the district of Ottawa and elsewhere. In the third
place, they say they would almost be able to pay the wages
of their men from the sale of edgings and scraps in the city
of Montreal. Finally, they point ont a great
many other advantages that would arise from
building mills near a great commercial centre and
seaport like Montreal. The cost of transportation of lumber
in logs being about four-fifths less than under the present
mode ; manufactured lumber would be made cheaper in
Montreal. I need not say that if such a scheme were
realised, it would be of great advantage, not only to my
constituency, but also to the Island of Montreal generally,
and to the whole trade of Canada. For the purpose of es-
tablishing that industry, the promoters want booming
powers, not from Ottawa to Montreal as is mentioned in the
Bill, and which is the very serious objection to it and to
which I cannot give my consent personally-they do not ask,
I say, to boom the river from Ottawa to Montreal, but, as I
ascertained in the interview with the promoters, they want
simply to boom the foot of the Carillon Rapids, so as to be able
to catch loose logs that come down. The promoters will
take those logs, tied together, above and below those rapids
to the channel north of the Island of Montreal, where they
want to build another boom. These are the only two points
where they wish to have power to construct booms, Of
course, in so booming the river, the promoters desire to give
compensation to all riparian proprietors and all persons who
may suffer either at the time of the construction of the
boom or at any time subsequently. The promoters pro-
pose that the plans, according to which the booms will be
constructed, shall be laid before the flouse; and not only
so, but that those booms shall remain under the absolute
control of the Government, and be open to the public, and
be constructed at the cost of the promoters. Another con-
dition in regard to the conbtruction of the booms, which
they are willing to insert, is that the boom shall not in any
way whatever obstruct the navigation of the river, cither
at the Carillon Canal, or at any other place. It is not sur-
prising, considering that the Bill does fnot set forth exactly
the true purpose and object the promoters had in view, and
considering the very extensive powers asked by this Bill,
that a serions agitation should have taken place in the coun-
try along the Ottawa River, and among the forwarders, and
even in the board of trade of Montreal, which looked with
alarm at the booming of the whole river from Ottawa to
Montreal. The Bill was not framed by me, and was not
introduced by me. I objected to it from the beginning, but
I consented to take charge of it in the House, on the condi-
tion that, after receiving the second reading, it should be
modified in the Committee of Railways and Canais, to
which I intended to move its reference. But, considering
the strong feeling which has been shown in the House
against the Bill by the number of petitions presented
against it, I fear this course cannot succeed; and for these
reasons, with notice to the House and the country that the
Bill will be presented another Session with the necessary
modifications, in order that its true nature and purpose
shall not be misunderstood, I move for leave to withdraw
the Bill, and that the Order be discharged.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very glad the hon. gentleman
has adopted the course he las just taken with respect to this
Bill, a Bill more detrimental to the prosperity of the country
and to the interests of free navigation, I can scarcely
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imagine it is possible to introduce, for this Bill asks for the
promoters power to practically boom the river from the
Chaudière Falls to the Island of Montreal. I hope we are
fot so dead to the interests of justice that we will give
away these rights over the largest tributary of the St.
Lawrence, as this Bill contemplates. It is amazing
to me that a Bill of that kind should be presented
to this fouse, and that we should be expected to
sancOn and confirm it. Sir, I am glad the member for
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) has withdrawn his Bill, but
1 am sorry that ho indicates that he will bring it up again
next year. Let me make a few suggestions to my hon.
friend. There is no one here who desires to prevent any
one to have every proper facility to carry on manu-
facturing industries, and particularly that one of
our principal industries, the manufacture of saw-
logs. If they want to move their mills from
further up the Ottawa River to the back of the Island
of Montreal, in order to obtain the advantages that my hon.
friend from Jacques Cartier (Mlr. Girouard) points out, it is
a very proper thing for them to do, but they can do that
without any Bill of this kind whatever. They can obtain
the right from private individuals to put up thoir mills, and
they can get from the Government permission to extend
their booms for commercial purposes without any such Bill
as this, which would give the monopoly of the whole river.
There is no reason why they should put up a boom below
the Carillon Falls to interfere with the navigation, fnot alone
of steamboats, but of the barges which float the lumber from
here to New York. What the gentlemen connected with
this company should do is to make up their minds what
property they require, and thon go to the owners of that
property and make a private arrangement for the purchase
of it if they can; but they do not require to come to this
House to ask us to give them the entire control over that
great tributary of the St. Lawrence system. It is an
outrage that such an application should be made, and I am
glad that my hon. friend sees the folly of it. Since he has
now withdrawn the Bill, I hope ho will not bring it up
again next Session.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I am glad that my hon. friend
from Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) has withdrawn this Bill,
but I regret that he announces his intention of bringing it up
again, for it is certainly one of the most outrageous pieces
of legislation I ever heard of. This Bill proposes to
give to a private company the possession of the River
Ottawa between Ottawa and Montreal; and not only will it
give them power to take possessiou of the river, but also
possession of the properties alongside of the river. I am
still more surprised to see this Bill supported by my bon.
friend from Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), because ho is in
a botter position to know the objections to this Bill than any
other member in this flouse. lie does not forget-for it is
not very long since he obtained a judgment in damages-
and I think a very good judgment it was -against an nwner
who moored a raft for a few weeks in front of the property
of my hon. friend. If this Bill passed, every property
owner on the Ottawa River might be deprived of the view
of the river from his residence, and of ail the advantages of
living alongside of this beautiful stream, and he could get no
compensation, because this company would say that they were
empowered by the Ottawa Government to build booms, or
wharves, or anything they pleased along the river. There are
a great num ber of very fine country residences, belongîng to
parties in Montreal, on the Ottawa River, and immense
booms might be stretched in front of those fine properties,
so as to render them perfectly worthless. My hon. friend,
who obtained damages from the owner of the raft,
knows this very well too. I do not remember the name of
the person against whom ho obtained the damages, but the
member for Jacques Cartier (Mr, Girouard) will remember
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that it was proved, that the simple fact of such a raft being
moored in front of a country residence depreociated the
value of the property. Raftsmen may ho very good in
their own rank, but they are not a very particular class of
people ; and it was proved in the case of my hon.
friend, who obtained damages from the owner of the raft,
that they were not desirable neighbors, and that they ren-
dered his property almost uninhabitable. Every property
on the Ottawa River would be placed in the saine posi n if
this Bill passed, and the owners would have no remedy in
law. I hope my hon. friend, when he reflects on the con-
sequences of the passage of such a Bill as this, will give up
the idea of bringing it up again next Session.

Mr. GIROUARD. I am sorry that my two hon. friends
do not seem to understand me in the explanation which I
gave to the Bouse. I object to this Bill myself, because the
purpose of it Is to get possession of the whole river.

Mr. MITCHELL. Hear, heur.

Mr. GIROUARD. I say that in the most explicit
terms. I quite agree with my hon. friend from Quebec
East (Mr. Langelier) that there is great objection in having
a raft moored in front of any property. It is against the
law at the present time; and I would never consent tob ave
it changed without providing full compensation, I would
point out that there is a clause in this Bill whereby, if any-
*ne should suffer damages because of the construction of a
boom, or anything connected with it, in front of bis pro-
perty, he eau receive full compensation. it is a very differ-
ent thing in the case of the raft referred to by my hon.
friend, because the owner of that raft wished to moor it
there the whole summer without paying anything

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Where is the clause for
compensation in the Bill?

Mr. GIROUARD. There is a clause providing for com-
pensation, and the promoters of this Bill intended to
pay compensation for any property they might injure
or take possession of. There is a provision, just ut the
end of section three, which says "lthat they will pay
compensation to any individual injured thereby." The pro-
moters of this Bill intend to pay compensation in front of
any property where they will bave their boom. They intend
inserting in the next Bill a clause to arrange compensation
by private agreement with the proprietors, so that nobody
will have cause to complain. I am surprised that my hon.
friend did not understand my opening remarks. I said that
the reason why I objected to this Bill was because it gave
the company control of the river between Ottawa and
Montreal, and I object to that. They want to have the
right to boom at the foot of the Carillon Rapids, but in
such a way as not to interefere with navigation. I believe
that this boom can be erected without any interference
with navigation, but if that cannot be done, the Bill will not
have my support.

Mr. MITCHELL. Hear, hear.

Mr. GIROUARD. I intend to introduce the Bill in a
different form next Session.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, we will sce what the Bill looks
like thon.

Mr. GIROUA RD. Very well.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I told my hon. friend who

has this Bill in charge, that it was out of the question to
have it passed in this Bouse, because it interfered,
not only with private property, but with public works of
great magnitude which had cost a great sum of money to
the country, and that we could not allow the company to
interfere with the navigation of that river. My hon. friend

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec).

speaks of the compensation that the Company would have
to pay to private individuals, but I suppose that we should not
give such powers to a private company except for very strong
reasons, and because the granting of such powers would be
in the public interest. The powers now asked for are purely
and simply in the interests of a private company, and we
should certainly respect the i ights ofriparian proprietors as
much as we should respect the rights of a private company.
If this Bill were for the public good, generally, it would be
all right. Of course private rights must give way before
the public good, with proper compensation; but if it is only
to substitute one private interest for another I don't think
it is a measure that we should support. I stated to my
hon. friend, also, that I had very great doubts that the Bill
could be gone on with in the modified shape in which it was
intended to bring it before the committee ; and I tell him
now, so that the parties who wish to have this power may
know, that unless they give good proof that the rights they
are asking will not interfere with navigation or with the
public works on the river, or with private rights to any
considerable extent, he cannot expect the Bill, at all events,
to have my support.

Mr. MITCHELL, I am very much pleased to hear the
remarks of the hon. the Minister of Public Works, because
I think this is one of the most important matters we possibly
could have to deal with-the right of navigation of one of
Our principal rivers. I only regret that the hon. Minister
did not take an earlier opportunity to express the views of
the Government on this Bill, instead of waiting until an
opposition had been created on this side of the House against
it. But I am glad to see that they have awakened to the
public interest, and will not allow the navigation of the
Ottawa River to be obstructed in the interest of private
individuals.

Bill withdrawn.

SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OF THE WOODS.

Mr, BARRON (for Mr. WILsON, Elgin) asked, Bas the
Government of Canada sold Sultana Island, in the Lake of
the Woods? If so, by what right or authority did the
Governiment exercise the power of selling ? To whom was
the sale made ? When was it made, and for what price?

Mr. DE WDNEY. A sale was made of a portion of Sul-
tana Island, in the Lake of the Woods, containing 27-07
acres, at the rate of 65 per acre, to Henry Bulmer, jr., Jacob
Hendricks Henesy, Charles Alexander Moore, and Simmons
Stuart Scoville. The sale was made under surrender dated
the 8th of October, 1886, duly obtained from the Indians in
accordance with the provisions of the Indian Act, the Island
being a part of Reserve 38 B, which was set apart for the
Indians under Treaty 3, made with them in 1873.

THE ALASKA BOUNDARY LINE.

Mu'. CHARLTON asked, Has the Government entered
into any arrangement with the Government of the United
States regarding the defining of the boundary fine between
the Territories of the Dominion of Canada and the Terri-
tory of Alaska? If such arrangement has been entered
into, when and in what manner is the survey to be pro-
ceeded with ? If such arrangement has not been entered
into between the two Governments, are negotiations in
progress looking to arrangements for the survey of the
boundary line referred to ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Negotiations are in progress looking
to an arrangement for the survey of the boundary line re-
ferred to, between Her Majesty's Government and the
United States Government.
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TÊTE DU PONT BARRACKS, KINGSI'ON.

Mr. INNES (for Mr. PLATT) asked, Has the Government
sold, leased, rented or otherwise disposed of, Téte du Pont
barracks, Kingston, Ontario? Is it the intention of the
Government to sel, lease, rent or otberwise dispose of said
barracks during the present year ? What use is made of
said property at present?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The Government bas neither
sold, leased, rented, nor otherwise disposed of Téte du Pont
barracks in Kingston, Ontario. It is not the intention of
the Government to sell, lease, rent or otherwise dispose of
said barracks during the present year. This property is at
present occupied by Battery " B " of Canadian Artillery.

CORRUPT PRACTICES TRIALS AT PICTON.

Mr. INNES (for Mr. PLATT) asked, Did the Minister of
Justice, or any other person as Attorney General of Canada,
appoint or instruct counsel to assist the local authorities in
the Corrupt Practices trials held at Picton on the 6th day
of January, 1888 ? At whose suggestion, or upon whose
recommendation was such counsel appointed ? Who was
the person so appointed, and what fee did he reccive for his
services ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Counsel was so employed by
the acting Minister of Justice, as required by section 73 of
chapter 9, of the Revised Statutes, on the report of the
judge, under section 71 of that Act, and at the suggestion
also of the county crown attorney of the county of Prince
Edward, Mr. Lowe, Q.C. Mr. Wallace Nesbitt was so
appointed, and received $100 for bis services.

THE DREDGE CAPE BRETON.

Mr. CAMERON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to provide for the loss of clothing, &c., sustain-
ed by the captain and laborers employed on the dredge
Cape Breton, which was lost in the Straits of Northumber-
land during a gale in the fall of 1887 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention of the
Government.

CUSTOM HOUSE OFFICER AT WEST BAY, N.S.

Mr. CAME RON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to establish a custom bouse officer at West
Bay, county of Inverness, Nova Scotia, this year ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Government will establish a custom
house officer at West Bay, as soon as tbey are convinced
that the requirements of the revenue call for that step.

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS.

Mr. DOYON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to allow the Indians of Caughnawaga, in the
county of Laprairie, to hold an election of councillors, or
an election of chiefs, in accordance with the provisions of
the Indian Advancement Act; if so, when do they propose
to grant them permission to do so?

Mr. DEWDNEY. A recommendation has been made to
the Governor General in Council, that the Indian Advance-
ment Act be applied to the above band of Indians, and that
an election of councillors under the provisions of that Act
be held on the 26th March next.

PROTECTION FOR LAPRAIRIE VILLAGE.

ir. DOYON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to place in the Estimates a sufficient sum to
COmplete the works, already begun, to protect the village

of Laprairie from the danger of being damaged by ice and
inundation ; if so, what sum does the Government propose
to devote to this purpose ?

Sir HECTOR LIANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, it is not pos-
sible to make known at present the intention of the Gov-
ernment on this subject. The hon. member will have to
wait until the Supplementary Estimates are laid before tho
flouse.

CHARLES SAVARY.

Mr. EDUAR (for Mr. LIsTER) asked, Is there omployed
in any of the departmonts of tho Government, a poreon
by the naine of Charles Savary ? If so, what is the date
of his appointment, what is his salary, and what are bis
duties ?

Sir HECIOR LANGEVIN. Yes; ho bas been employed
in the Department of the Socretary of State since the 24th
or 2ath of last month. He is to be employod two months.
His salary is $2 a day. He is connected with tho corres-
pondonce branch.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES, LAKE ST. JOHN.

Mr. COUTURE asked, Did tho Government receive a
deputation from Lake St. John, asking for railway sub-
sidies ? If so, by whom was the deputation prosented to
the Ministers? What was the answer of the latter?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that I, on be
half of tho Government, reccived a deputation from Lake
St. John asking for railway subsidies. The deputation
was presented to the bon. the Minister of Militia, and the
answer was that their representation should bo taken into
consideration.

Mr. COUTURE asked, Whother it is the intention of the
Government to insert in the Supplementary Estimates, a
sum of money to assist in the construction of the branch
of the Lake St. John Railway from Chambord to Chicoutimi
and St. Alphonse, a distance of sixty-seven miles? If not,
why not ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The intention of the Gov-
ernment will be shown whon the Supplementary Estimates
are brought down.

CHICOUTIMI AND SAGUENAY COUNTIES.

Mr. COUTURE asked, What amount bas beon voted for
expenditure in the counties of Chicoutimi and Saguenay
since January, 1887 ? 2. What portion of that amount has
been expended ? For what purposes ? 3. Has J. A. Gagné
had the patronage of the county of Chicoutimi ? If so, why ?

Sir HECTOR L&NGEVIN. In answer to the hon.
member, I may say that the amount of the subsidy was
$7,750. The amount spent was as follows: for the con.
struction of a jetty, $2,863; for repairs, $4,394.37, making
a total of $7,215. The patronage of the county belongs to
the Government, and has been exercised by the Govern-
ment, who are responsible for all the appointments that
have been made.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

Mr. CROQUETTE asked, What have bon the total
receipts and expenditure of the Intercolonial Railway,
year by year, since it was first put in operation, and up
to this date ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is rather an
extensive question to be answered. If the hon. gentleman
would make it a motion, the papers would be brought
down.
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Sir ICHRD JARTRIGIT.fia thehon getle

Sir RICH A RD C AR TW RIGH T. Has the hon. gentle-
man the information from the 1st of July to date ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have not.

LA CLOCHE ISLAND.

Mr. FISHIER asked, 1. Has the Government of Canada
sold Cloche or La Cloche Island, in Georgiain Bay, north of
Manitoulin, to any one? 2. If so, to whom ? 3. At what
date was it sold ? 4. For how much was it sold? 5 Under
what authority or by what title did the Government of
Canada claim to have power to sell the island ? 6. What
was the extent of area'and timber on said island ?

Mr. DEWIDNEY. La Cloche Islani, in Lake Huron was
sold to S. W. Bouchner, on 7th July, 1881, for 82,500. The
department sold the island for the benefit of the Indians
under the authority of the Manitoulin Treaty of 1862, as
being an island adjacent to the great Manitoulin Island.
The island is estimated to contain 6,000 acres. There was
no estimate at the time of sale of the quantity of timber
thereon, but the agent of the department at Manitowaning
recommended the sale of the land and timber at the above
sum, but at the same time reprted that the soil on the
island was for the most part worthless.

PRINTING BUREAU.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, 1. What sum
has been expended for plant and other purposes for the
Printing Bureau, from 1st July, 1888, to lst February,
1889 ? 2. What total sum has been expended on account of
building for said Printing Bureau to Lst February, 1889 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. On the plant the amount
expended is $82,452.89 to Lwhich $531.60 are to be added
for the organisation, making a total of $82,984.49. The
cost of the building up to the lst of February, 1889, is
$129,146.01.

EXPERIMENTAL FARM.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT asked, What amount
has been expended on the Experimental Farm at Ottawa,
from the tst July, 1b88, to the 1st February, 1889 ?

Mr. CARLING. I must ask my hon. friend to let this
question stand, as the information has to be obtained from
two departments. I will be able to bring it down some time
during the week.

INTERCOLONIAL DINING ROOMS.

Mr. GUAY asked, 1. Whether the persons who keep the
dining rooms at the stations of Lévis, Trois Pistoles, Camp-
bellton and Moncton, on the Intercolonial Railway, have
secured that privilege under tenders called for by the Gov.
ernment; if so, when did the Government call for tenders,
and in what newspapers were such calls published ? 2. If
the said privilege was not awarded under tenders, what
amount do the parties keeping the said dining rooms pay
yearly to the Government ?

Sir JOHN A.-MACDONALD. The persons who keep
the dining rooms at the stations mentioned did not procure
the privilege by tenders. The Government did not calI for
tenders, and the parties do not pay anything to the Gov-
ernment.

EXPORTS VIA UNITED STATES.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) asked, Whether, in making up
the quantity of goods exported from Canada to Great

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD.

Britain, articles passing through United States territory, in
bond, for shipment to Great Britain, are included ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.

JOSIAH ROSS-CUSTOMS SEIZURE.

Mr. COLTER asked, 1. Whether any seizure bas been
made, by authority of the Customs Department, upon the
property of one Josiah Ross, at the village of Fort Erie, in
the county of Welland? 2. The alleged offence of said
Josiah Ross ? 3. The terms on which it bas been proposed
to release the goods of said Josiah Ross from said seizure by
the Customs Department, or any employé thereof at the
village of Fort Erie, or in the vicinity thereof ?

Mr. BOWELL. A seizure has been made on the property
of one Josiah Ross, of the village of Fort Erie, in the county
of Welland, not, however, by the authority of the Customs
Department, but under the provisions of the law which give
customs officers power to make seizures. The Customs
Department had no knowledge of the seizure until it was
made, and the fact reported to Ottawa. The alleged offence
of the said Josiah Ross is that of smuggling and under-vala-
ation. No torms have been proposed to release the goods
of the said Josiah Ross from seizare by the Customs Depart-
ment, nor by any employé thereof at the village of Fort
Erie or in the vicinity thereof, to the knowledge of the
department, nor can or will any terms be proposed until
Mr. Inspector Newburn, who bas been instructed to make
an investigation, reports fully the facts connected with the
said seizure.

SIX NATION INDIAN LANDS.

M&r. COLTER asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Dominion Government to take immediate stops for the sale
of Indian lands. surrendered for sale by the Six Nation
Indians in the village of Caledonia, in the county of Haldi-
mand, and what is the total acreage of said Indian lands ?

Mr. DEWDNE Y. A number of lots have been sold in
the town plot of Caledonia, and stops have been taken by
the department to ascortain the names of the squatters on
the unsold lands in the town plot, the value and extent of
their improvements, and also the value of the lots distinct
from the improvements, with a view to the same, and any
other lots that are disposable, being sold at an early date.
The total area of the lots in the town-plot of Calodonia is
460 acres.

YORK-SIMCOE BATTALION KIT ALLOWANCE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I told the hon. member
(Mr. Mulock) who bas a motion on the paper in regard to
this subject, that I would give him an answer to-day. The
Government, after full consideration of the facts, have
resolved to give the York and Simcoe Battalion the kit
allowance while they were on active duty in the North-
West.

Mr. MULOCK. Do I understand that provision will be
made for that in the Supplementary Estimates ?

Sir JO LiN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. I would call the attention of the Minis-

ter to a point which I think requires attention if complete
justice is to be done in this matter. The kit allowance was
made to other battalions. It was made, for example, to the
10th Royals, who went out on service, I think, at about the
same time, and returned about the same time as the
battalion whose claim I have been urging. Those bat-
talions were paid, but it will be three years and a half later
when the mon to whom I refer are paid. If they are to be
treated in the same way as the other battalions, it will b.
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necessary to add to the kit allowanco a sufficient sum to
put them on the same footing by paying them interest for
three and a half years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I dare say we shall be
able to deal with that matter.

Mr. MULOCK. I only suggest it now, in case it might
be found that the amount placed in the Supplementary
Estimates would not be sufficient.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE.

Mr. DAVIN. With the consent of my bon. friend, the
member for Alberta (Mr. Davis), who seconds this motion,
I will make a slight change in it. Before moving it, I should
like to make a few remarks as to my reasons for proposing
the motion. Generally speaking, I think that the immediate
object of a motion like this might be accomplished as
well by going to the Minister dealing with the department,
and discusaing the matter with him, butthere are peculiar cli -
cumstances in the North-West which I think make it noces-
sary and expedient, in the interests of the public service, that
I should make the motion I do bore to.day. I desire to call
the attention of the House, and of the Government, to the
enormous powers which are given to the commissioner of
the North-West Mounted Police by the North-West Mounted
Police Act. Aegording to the 18th section:

" Every member of the force, other than a commissioned officer, who
is convicted of any of the following offences :

Il(a). DBobeyiug the lawful command of, or striking hie superier.
(b). eppreesive or tyrannical cenduct towarde his inferior.

"(c). Intoxication, however slight.
"(d). Having intoxicating liquor illegally in his possession, or con-

cealed.
cl (e). Directly or indirectly receiving any gratuity."

and so on. A number of possible offences and possibe
breaches of discipline are mentioned, and here cornes the
sub clause declaring what the power of the commissioner
is, that any man committing any of the offences mentiined,
which reach from a to v,

"Shall be held to ha7e committed a breach of discipline.
"The commissioner, assistant commissioner, or the superintendent com-

manding at any post, or such other commissioned officer as is thereunto
empowered by the comtaissioner, may forthwith, on a charge in writing
of any one or more of the foregoing offences being preferred against any
member of the force, other than a commissioned officer, cause the person
so cbarged to be brought before him, and he shall then and there, in a
summary way, investigate the said charge or charges, and on oath, if he
thinks fit, and, if proved to his satisfaction, shall thereof convict the
offender, who shah be liable to a penalty not exceeding one month's
pay, or to imprisonmentwith bard labor for a term not exceeding one
year, or to both fine and imprisonment, in addition to any punishment
to which the offender is liable in respect of such offence under any law
in force in the North-West Territories or in any Province in which the
offence is committed."

Another clause provides that ho may be summarily dis-
missed. What I wish to call the attention of the House and
the Government to is this, that the commissioner gets a
power greater than Lord Wolseley bas, greater than the
commander-in-chief of the Imperial forces has. There is no
man in ier Majesty's service in the Empire who bas power
to deal with a common soldier as the commissioner of our
North-West army has to deal with a constable. Any man
who reads the Queen's Regulations will seeo that those regu-
lations provide for a gradation of offences and a gradation of
punishments. I grant that, in the early days, before you
had railways and when the police were isolated more than
they are now, you might give a power to the commissioner
or his representative, the assistant commissioner, or the in.
spector, or the superintendent, as vast as he is given
there. But, on the face of that Act, and particularly
of that 18th clause, any man would see that there is
a very great danger indeed of the abuse of such a power.
Even if you were to take a judge from the bench, a man
accustomed to deal with issues, and were to place him with
a powOr like that in a came where there was no appeal, no

surveillance whatever, whore he would have absolute auto-
cracy within himseolf, there would be a danger of an abuse
of a power so vast; but the average man, no matter how
capable ho may be, whom wo get to b commissioner of the
police, if ho have a military training, is not fitted by that
military training for the exorcise of the nicely balanced
judgment which is required in a judge; and, if he have no
military training and no experience, and such a power as
this is placed in bis bands, there is a great temptation and
a great danger, no matter who the man is, that the vast
power so conferred upon him may be abused. My object
in making this motion is to effeet a general rather than a
particular purpose. I find that the returns I asked for
could not be ready this Session, and it bas been represented
to me from other quarters in the west that several of our
best sergeants and other non-commissioned officers, at the
present moment, are mon in whose record some flaw might be
found. I should be very sorry, in seking to accomplish a
public end, to place on public record stains on the past
history of a man who may be now doing well and serving
his country, when the object I have in view eau b accom.
plished in another iay. 1, therefore, move for a return of
the papers in the case of A. D. Lootz of the North-West
Mounted Police, the nature of his offence, beforo whom
tried, his length of service, his previous record for good
conduct or otherwise, and the punimhment givon, and
whether the proceedings wore public or otherwise, and
whether the accused was allowed to make any defence. I
bave taken this one case from a number of others, and I
think I need not say that I have not by any means takon
the strongest. I have taken what I thought was an aver-
age case which was treated with great severity. It is a
very common thing for a man who is unaccustomed to deal
with judicial proceelings, or to exercise judicial po wer, or to
legislate, to think-as the history of ail legislatures and of
all criminal proceedings in all countries shows-that severe
punishments are likely to accomplish the most salutary ends.
But we know very well that unless we nicely adapt the
punishment to the conscience of the community that are
around the person punished, the end of the punishment, in-
stead of being salutary, is the reverse. la the mounted
police, with which I am dealing just now, I have observed
this-unless the punishment more or less corresponds to
the offence, the salutary effect ie lost. When it is too sevee
the strong adverse criticism in the force against the sever-
ity, reacts badly on the discip!ine of the corps, and outside
it finds an echo, so that there is a double influence working
to prevent the punishment baving the effect it ought to
have. Now I will mention a case that I have selected from
others, which I consider requires very strong punishment;
it is also a case that will etrongly appeal to the sympathies
-and a severe punishment will appeal to the sympathies
of the people, and I have taken it for that reason, I have
selected this case because I want to show that, altbough in
learning of the facts myself, I falt ind;gnation, I felt that a
very severe punishment was necessary-yet I think I can
show the right hon. gentleman who both as Prime Minister
and as taking control of the mounted police, is doubly in-
terested in this matter-I think I eau show him that here is a
case of severity of punishment in which, on account of its
severity, the punishment fails in the very effect that it is
intended to produce. This man came down to Regina; ho
got drunk, and ho insulted a lady on the street-tried to
kiss ber. It was a very grave and serious offence; and
when ho was going to the barracks in a waggon, it seoms
that there was a young woman coming up in the waggon
and there were several police there, and his conversation
and utterances were of a very gross kind. Now, Sir, I say
that man, taking into account his character and bis officiai
position-ho was a constable, his position was to guard
against outrages of that sort rather than to commit them
-1 say that it was a very groos offence. I can easily
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understand how the commissioner felt indignant, both be- gross wrong and gross barbirity is shown, that the
cause of the offence itself, and because of its bringing dis-buse of Gommons have ventured to interfere. As I
grace upon the corps to which the man belonged. Bnt, Sir, understand from the speech of the hon. gentleman,
when I tell you that the sentence on the man was twelve the complaint is not against the justice of the sentence,
months' imprisonment and dismissal from the force at the but against its severity, and ho says the powers given
end of the term, you cannot but agree that this punishment by the statute to the commanding officer are much larger
altogether exceeded the offenco. Now,there are several cases. than those given by the Queen's Regulations. 1, at pro-
They are all recorded over in the comptroller's office, and sent, cannot charge my memory as to where those clauses
after the Session is over, if the right hou. gentleman -be- were got, how they came to be embodied in the original
cause it would be impossible to expect him to do so with draft of the Mounted Police Act, or in any of the
a multitude of affairs pressing on bis department at this amendments, but I presume they were taken from tho
time-but if he can spare an hour, or get a report as to general regulations which govern the I ish Police. There
some of the cases, I promise him that ho will have the is a great difference between a police and a more soldiery.
materials of coming to the same conclusion that I have come Soldiers are trained to ob:y orders, and in time of war
to from observation, that the sentences which have been to fiyht but thoir duties begin and end thore, whereas
passed for offences against discipline, in the North-West a constabulary force is governed by quite differont con-
Mounted Police, for the last two or three years, have exceeded siderations. They are superior mon, their responsiblities
what justice demande, and in exceeding what justice de- are much groater, and consoquently any errors committec
mands, to a great extent have failed in the object aimed at are much more serious. Constables are guardians of the
by the punishment. Of course, I need not remind the right public peae, they are peace officera, thoy are to see that
hon. gentleman, who is not only a statesman, but a lawyer, there is no breacb of the law, and are to act with great dis-
of what every tyro in legal studios knows, that in the bis- cretion; and so much is it nooessary that men of discretion
tory of criminal jurisprudence, punishments have had to be as well as physical strength should be chosen, that it would
adjusted in accordance with the conscience and common ba quite sufficient justification for the commauding officer
sense of the community ; and what happened in the past, to diseharge a man if ho showed by lis conduct that ho
must happen to-day. What I would suggest, with great re- was wanting in ordinary common sense and discretion, A
spect and great diffidence, is this: That a few clauses might single policeman committing an indiscreet' act, wben ho
be added to the Police Act, not leaving such power in the came in contact either with an Indian, with a smuggler,
hands of any commanding officer. 'The Queen's regulations or with a cattle lifter, or other porsons who commit
are very elaborate; I do not think it would be neocessary as offences against the law, may cause incalculable misery,
to have anything so elaborate as that, but I can easily con- on the peaceable settlers, and therefore the laws muet
ceive that a few clauses might be added to this Act, which be more stringent, the punishment must be more instant
would place the constable who committed the offence in a and immediate, and the sentence should ho more severe.
position so that ho would not feel as ho does now, that ho is As to Ibis case, I do not know anything about il; 1 canuot
at the mercy of one will. No matter how just a ma is, it is know anything about it, for I nover heard of il n Ail
a terrible thing to be at the mercy of one will witbout any this moment. But the hon, gentleman muet remember
standard whatever to appeal to; but he should feel as a sol- that while the sentences may be severo, there is always
dier who is tried for ariy offence feels-as a soldier in the such a tbing as a pardon, a remission of a portion of the
British army feels-that h lias, what every man in the penalty. It may be necessary in the North-West, anI it is
British dominions should feel, except in war time, whether a nessary, tbat the sentences should ho very severe, but
soldieror civilian, if he is tried for any offence, that he is tried at ah times there is an appeal from the commissioner, at
according to law, and not at the mercy of any single will. I present to myseif, as boing in charge ofthe moantod police
understand that there will be a measure brought down; but I force, and if thore has been undue aeverity, or if there
infer that that measure only deals with pensions. Of course, has boon marked contrition, or good condut, or any cir-
I apprehend that in such a measure the suggestions that I cumstance warranting interference with the sentence,
have ventured to make, might be acted upon. of course it wilt be conaidered, and eachce will ho

considered on its own monits. It is of the very greategt
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad my bon. importance, I cannot emphasise the importance too

friend has altered his original intention of moving for a strongly, that tle sentences should be immodiate and
general return of the names of the various constables and severe. The hon, gentleman bas spoken cf this case.
mounted police who have been subject to punishment, and bore it appears is a police officer, and oach police officer
the nature of their offence; because, as ho las truly said, it must ho a man cf education, because ho muai ho able te
might greatly injure a deserving man-they are young men, read and write bofore ho is eligibte for the force, a man
moet of them-who may have committed some offence, who la appointed te keep tle peace and prevent otbers
and may have been punished for it, and may have been ail breaking the peace, and who as sworn to arreat ail pensons
the botter for that punishment. But it would be very hard hreaking the law-wlat is said cf this man? First, lieis
that there should be put upon the record of Parliament al drunk; nxt, hoeaasaulted a lady; and, in the third place,
their offences and their punishments. My hon. friend bas when travelling in a carnage with a young woman, li
seen that, and ias amended his motion, confining it to one used imprepen, obacene aud indecent language te ler. I
man. With regard to that man I think I cannot agreethat cannot fancy a greater series ef crimes in the case cf a
this motion should be carried, and therefore I ask that the police officen than that alleged against this man by the hou,
debate be adjourned, until I look at the papers, and have gentleman, and I think the commissione was warrauted in
an opportunty of seeing whether there bas been an injus- saying that Ibis man wusnet fit te remain in the force and
tice done to that man, and injury to the dicipline of the ho deaerved a long termaef punialmont. The warning te
force; and I want to see whether the papers ought teho otherofficera cf the force is cf more consequenoe than th6
brought down. It ias been decided in England, and it is puuisbment cf this man himacîf A year, I admit, is a
known in Parliament, that the worst court in the world te long lime off a man's hfé; but, as I have already stated, the
try a case of insubordination or breach of discipline in the wlole circumataue have te ho eonsidered. The case eau
army, is the House of Commons. The principle is that ho roterrod te me, snd it will be referred te me now that
each case should be judged by those who are respon- tIe Ion, gentleman bas brought it up in tbis maiked man-
sible for the management and the discipline of the non; I will enquire il, sud if there are any mitigating
army; and it is only in very rare cases, and where circumatances, Ibis man wil gel the sdvautage of themi

MËr. DAVIS.
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I hop the hon. gentleman, having brought this matter up,
andhaving obtained from me a statement that the case will
be looked into, and having stated generally his views on
the subject, will be satisfied, and will withdraw his motion.

Mr. WATSON. I think if this motion is allowed to pass,
it should pass in the form in which it appears on the Notice
Paper. I do not, however, think that the House should
allow it to be withdrawn. Commissioner Herchmer was
appointed by the Government to command the Mounted
Police, and they, no doubt, felt he was a good man for the
position. Very few constables in the Mounted Police have
been punished for insubordination, and I believe that, gen-
erally, they act up to the rules and perforim the duties for
which they are appointed. Any person who has read the
Regina Leader for the last few months must feel that the
hon. gentleman who has brought this question up in the
Hâouse is actuated more by personal animosity towards that
gentleman than anything else.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.
Mr. WATSON. The Regina Leader has abused Com.

missioner Herchmer, and I would suppose that the cause
of this action has more connection with the editor of that
paper and Commissioner Herchmer than anything else. It
appears to me, as the First Minister has stated, that the
punishment given this constable is none too severe; and in
justice to the commissioner all the evidence taken should
be brought before this House, so that hon. members will be
able to decide whether the commissioner was doing his
duty, as the officer in charge of the North-West police, or
not.

Mr. MULOCK. Ithink itis to be regretted thatthe hon.
member has made this motion. It is, in fact, an appeal to
the House from the decision of a judicial officer without the
hon. gentleman having first adopted the means within his
reach of taking an appeal to the Minister of Interior.
Until he las done that, and until justice has been denied, I
think it is a great mistake to have appealed to Parliament,
and Parliament cannot too strongly emphasise its disap.
proval of such proceedings. We will have it announced
throughout the country that this appeal has been taken
from the action of a judicial officer-for the commissioner
is a judicial officer, and one of the series of judicial officers
extending from the highest judge in the land down to the
ordinary magistrate. And if it is to be lhe practice that
every time a decision is given against the view of an hon.
gentleman, and, perhaps-I do not say it exists in this
case--having # grievance, and, therefore, unable to take a
disinterested view, and who may therefore assume that the
decision is not a reasonable one, the case has to be brought
before Parliament, that is a proceeding much to be re-
gretted. Whatever may be the condition of affairs, I
think, until every other intermediate tribunal has been
exhausted, this House should not be appealed to in any
case. I am glad the First Minister has expressed disap-
proval of the conduct of the hon. gentleman, and I trust it
will be a long time before the judiciary, for this is a branch
of the judiciary, will be tbreatened in this manner again.
As one interested in the maintenance of law and order, I
hold that a practice such as this will be destructive of all
iaw and order, and we cannot too strongly emphasise our
disapproval of an hon. gentleman appealing to the House
under such conditions.

Mr. DAVIN. I am exceedingly glad that I brought for-
ward this motion. I am glad for two reasons: first, because
I have heard the weighty utterance of the right hon. gen-
tleman, that the matter will be considered in the case of this
man. But that is a small matter, for I have not merely
done that, but, as Desdemona says to Othello, "Iunderstand a
meaning in the words but not the word." There is more in
what the Prime Minister has said than what met the ear of

Parliament, because I know, from what the right hon.
gentleman said, that this matter will be looked into
thoroughly and that the object I had in view will be attain-
ed. As for the criticism from the hon. gentleman for
Marquette (Mr. Watson) who knows so much about this
thing, and the criticism full of knowledge cf my hon.
and learned friend the vice-chancellor of a university (Mr.
Mulock) who connects the position of Commissioner
ilerchmer, adjudicating in offences against discipline on one
of those constables, as a part of the judiciary of this coun-
try-as for their criticisms, they are beneath reply, Sir,
because they are beneath contempt.

Some hon. ME MBERS. Explain.
Mr. DAVIN. I am not surprised that motives should be

attributed to me by the member for Marquette (Mr. Watson),
because the sole weapon which seems to their minds to have
any cutting power in it, that ever is used by Opposition
members, is some miserable, dirty weapon of attributing
motives when they do not utter slanders. Let me tell him
that, without using any unparliamentary language, I can
fling back his invective.

Mr- WATSON. Can you?
Mr. DAVIN. Cannot I? I can! There is a document

in tbe possession of the department of which the right bon.
the Premier is the head, which can be producod, and which
will prove that, in so far as1I had any influence in theNorth-
West, I was most unwilling that anything bbould be said
against Commissioner Herchmer. That document is in
existence.

Mr. WATSON. Is it the Regina Leader?
Mr. DAVIN. The Regina Leader!/ No. That document is

there, and it will show that, so far from having any enmity
against Commissioner Herchmer, I can say with the utmost
truth that neither in the past nor at any other time have I
had the least ill-feeing against that gentleman. I say that
here in Parliament, and I can say it in a more solemn
place if necessary, and I repeat again that I never had any
enmity against Commissioner Herchmer. The criticisn of
that learned gentleman behini me (Mir. Mulock), who may
one day be a judge in the event of two conditions-either
that the hon. and learnod member who leads the Opposition
in such a distinguished manner should cross the floor, or if
some other chance event may take place. That hon. gen
tleman says that this is part and parcel of the judiciary of
the country.

Mr. MULOCK. How did this man come to be in jail for
twelve months, if Mr. Herchmer is not a judge ?

Mr. DAVIN. le comes to be in jail on account of the
North-West Mounted Police Act.

Mr. MULOCK. Who sentenced him ?

Mr. DAVIN. Commissioner Herchmer did. I grant
you that the man who sentences another is a judge, but will
any man say that the word "judge," in his case, bears the
same signification as the word "judge" applied to one of
the judges of the Superior or County Courts. When the
hon. gentleman attbmpts to use an argument that way he
uses a term (if I may talk in the language of logicians) that
is ondistributed, and his reasoning is fallacious. The
North-West Mounted Police Act gives the commissioner
power to deal in the most summary manner, and I au tell
the member for Marquette (Mr. Watson), who iseso fond of
talking about North- West matters, and who pretends to be
such a great friend of the North-West, that the people of
the North-West-and that important portion of it, the
Mounted Police-will not thank him for the statement he
las made here to-day. It is a notorious fact, as any man
who knows the North-West knows, that the sentences that
have been passed during the last three years on the North-
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West Mounted Police for breaches of discipline have been too
severe. I stated in my opening remarks that I instanced
this case, not as the worst case that could be taken, but as
a case that I thought would be but a fair specimen. I hold
that this was a great offence on the part of the constable,
and I emphasised the fact that he had been a peace officer,
just as my hon. friend dwelt on that point also, but I hold
that neither the Minister of Justice, nor the Premier, nor
any man in this House who is fit to pronounce a judgment
on such a subject, will say that that sentence was not far too
severe, and that the punishnent was out of keeping with
the offence committed. There are other cases of a severe
character, and I repeat that it is notorions in the North-
West that these punishments have been too severe.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the hon. gentleman should not
make those broad and general charges on the floor of this

lonse against Commissioner Herchmer. If i might sug-
gest to the First Minister a course, I think he might very
properly ask that the hon. gentleman should not make
those sweeping charges againet this judge, without giving
particulars. This is an aggravation of the hon gentleman's
original offence.

Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, am I to be told that on the
floor of Parliament a man cannot deal with a subject which
is publicly bruited about in the large district to which he
belongs. Suppose we were discussing, not these constbles
who are completely at the mercy of any man having the
uniform of an officer, before whom they are tried, but per-
sons of great wealth and standing and great influence in this
country, we should not find h n. gendemen talking about a
matter of which they know nothing whatever. I do not
know what the motives of these hon. gentlemen may be,
for I will fnot attribute unworthy motives to them, but I
will tell the Hose that so long as I have a seat in this Par-
liament, so long the persons who have few friends, so long
the persons who are weak and who have no advocate, shahl
always find an advocate and a helper in me. You cannot
imagine a more helpless being than a constable in the
Noith-West Mounted Police who should be charged with any
offence. Now, as the commissioner is a judge, I will sup-
pose for a moment-though, perhaps, I should not suggest
such a thing as possible-that he should be a man of violent
passions, of a vindictive turn of mind, or a man given to
favoritism. Will any man tell me that it is a nice position
for a constable to be placed, under the heel of a man of that
character and possessing so much power ? If he takes a
prejudice against a man, he could give him twelve months'
imprisonment for the smallest of the offences enumerated
in that 18th clause. My right hon. friend, and the hon.
and learned gentleman behind me (Mr. Mulock), spoke of
an appeal. Of course, there is no appeal, except in a
figurative sense ; this Act provides for no appeal.
Who hears of the case ? A man is brought before this
" judge;" his case is tried; beis sentenced ; how are you to
get at the facts ? You know very well that the avenue to
the true public is carefully guarded, Now, I say it is the
duty of this Parliament and the duty of the Government
to provide for such a state of things by such legislation as
will secure-because it can be done-all the authority
necessary to the officers of this force, and at the same time
afford some protection to the members ot the force who
happen to be charged before the commissioner or before
any offloer. I am not now charging anything; I carefully
abstained, in my opening remarks, on grounds that would
appeal to any man, from making this a personal question.
But I am sorry that it is from the IReform or Liberal side of
this Hiouse that two voices should be raised, wantonly raised
by men knowing nothing at all about the matter in issue,
and raised in the favor of tyranny. My voice was raised in
favor of producing a state of things that would not impair
discipline or authority, but rather add to the authority of

Mr. DAVIN.

this so-called judge-because it is only in a figurative sense
that he belongs to the great category of judges; my object
was not only not to impair, but rather add to his authority,
and also to afford to those who might be brought before him
such small protection as might be given by regulations that
would be quite consonant with the utmost and severest
discipline. Now, with great deference to the right hon.
gentleman, though I agree with him that punishment in
such a force must be severe, I ask him, if you
deal out the severest punishment, which is twelve
months' imprisonment, for an offence that ordinary
judges would regard as properly punished with three months
imprisonment, what puniphment are you going to in-
flict when a very grave offence has been committed ? I
again repeat that the history of criminal jurisprudence
shows that unless you adapt the punishment to the conscience
of the community around you, and in some way make it
balance with the offence, your punishment fails of its effect.
Anyone can look at the record of this case, which will be
found in Mr. White's books in the Comptroller's Office. The
facts of the case are well known in the North.West, and I
do not think anything would be gained by having the
facts of one case placed before us. I rather think my hon.
friends will find, notwithstanding their criticisms, that the
objeet I have in view will prove to have been effected, and
I hope we shall see some arrangements made whereby dis-
cipline shall be preserved, and the constables will not be
wholly belpless when they stand before the commissioner. I
withdraw the motion.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). Before the motion is with-
drawn, I wish to say that I have been very much impressed,
indeed, by the eloquence of the hon. member; but I under-
stood him to state that during the past three years, sen-
tences of undue severity have been passed upon officers
subordinate to the Commissioner of the Mounted Police;
and in order to strengthen the hon. member's position before
this flouse and the country, I think he should be given an
opportunity to answer this question: Has the hon. member
officially communicated with the head of the department
during the past three years, any case or cases where undue
severity has been inflicted upon any of these subordinate
officers, or bas the case which he particularises, and which,
according to his statement, occurred about six months ago,
been officially brought by him under the notice of the head
of the department ?

Motion withdrawn.

SITTINGS OF TH E HOUSE.

On the Oi der, resolution declaring the inexpediency of
the practice in the House of Commons of Canada of remain-
ing in Session past the hour of midnight, and providing for
the discontinuance of the same.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Mr. CHARLTON. I thought of asking that this question
should stand, but I think we can get through with it by six
o'clock. it hardly needs any argument on my part, I
think, to convince hon. members of this House-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I wish te make a sug-
gestion to my hon. friend. I understand that some of the
members, the younger members especially, like my bon.
friend the leader of the Opposition, and my hon. friend the
Minister of Public Works, have appointments elsewhere
this evening, and perhaps it would be as well if the House
did not meet after six o'clock. That being the case, per-
haps my hon. friend had better not press his motion, as the
discussion would probibly last tili after that time.

Mr. CHARLTON. I suppose my motion will keep its
place.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
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Mr. PATE tSON (Brant). My hon. friend's motion is

not to declare that the House shall ait until twelve, but that
i t shall not sit after. There is no interest because the
louse ia going to rise at six to preclude his motion from

keeping its place.

OLAIM OF GUNNER FARLEY.

Mr. FISHER moved for :
Retira of copies of ail claims, correspondence, papers and reporte

respectina the demand of Gunner Farley, of the Sheford Field Battery,
for compensation for the lose of his horse, which died in consequence of
injuries received returning from the camp at Richmond, P Q., in 1886.

He said: In view of the fact that the object I had in view
in making this motion has been attained, the hon. the
Minister of Militia having complied with my wishes, I beg
to withdraw it.

Motion withdrawn.

LÉVIS POST OFFICE.

Mr. GUAY (translation) moved for:
Copies of al petitions aid resolutions forwarded te the Government

by the citisens or corporation of the town of Lévis respecting the build-
ing of a post offiee in the town of Lévis.
He said: Mr. Speaker, I have but few words to add
in support of the motion which I have just had the
honor of making before this House. In accordanco with the
instructions which have been given me by the citizens of
the town of Lévis-and I tbink that their information is
well founded in fact-numerous petitions signed by the
citizens of Lévis, and resolutions unanimously adopted by
the municipal council of the town were forwarded to the
Government some years ago, asking for the building of a
post office, and a house to house delivery of letters and
parcels within the limits of the town. My object in making
Ibis moiion, is to engage anew the attention of the Govern-
ment, and especialy hut of the hon. the Minister of Publie
Works, who la the dispenser of the beneficent favors of the
Government in the district of Quebec, to the fact of tUi
importance of these petitions and of these resolutions, and
to insist upon the uigent necessity which exists for build-
ing a post office in the town of Lévis, and of providing for
the house delivery of lettera, as is done in a great number of
towns and villages of les importance than the town of Lévia.
I have ascertained, Mr. Speaker, since I have had the honor
of occupying a seat in this House, that every year consider-
able sumo of money have been voted away by this House,
at the requet of the Govern ment, to build post and custom
houses in towns which are far from occupying the import-
ant position which the town of Lévis does. In fact it must
not beforgotten that the town of Lévis occupies the third
place among the towns of the Province of Quebec from its
population, the importance of its manufactures and the in-
crease in its trade, and 1 might add from the number and
superiority of its educational institutions. The population
of the town of Lévis, is reckoned at the present day, to be
from 8,000 to 10,000 souls. This town is the centre of a
great number of manufacturing interests, and is the termi-
nus of several railways; amongst others, the Quebec Cen-
tr.1, the Intercolonial, the Grand Trunk, and I hope before
long that it will be that of the Great Eastern also, which is
destined to bind together all the parishes on the south side
Of the St. Lawrence from Montreal to [Lévis. I take advan.
tage of this opportunity to express the hope that the Gov-
ernment will find the means this Session to assist in the
building of this railway, in order to prolohg its lin. from
82rel to the town of Lévis. I think that the time has come
in which the Government must take into consideration the
requests of my constituents of the town of Lévis, and place
l the Supplementary BEtimates a sum sufficient to render
justice to the citizens of the town of Lévis, by building
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a post office in that city. One thing they may rut
assured of, the expenditure whioh will be oocasioned
by an improved system will hardly cost more than
the very primitive system whieh is carried on at the
present time. There are now in the town four post
offices spread over a distance of from five to six miles.
A certain number of our citizens are at a considerable dis-
tance from any one of these offlocs. I am informed that the
Government pays annually, for this very elementary postal
service, nearly $2,000. Well, I believe that after having
built a post office, the Government might very easily pay
the salary of a postrmaster and three or four messengers to
make a louse delivery of the letters and parcels, without
sensibly increasing the public expenditure. It must net be
overlooked-and I trust that the hon. the Minister of
Public Works has remarked it of hie own accord-that
this improvement in the public interest has been asked for
not only by the citizens of the town in their petitions, but
it has been asked for in a very pressing way by the Baard
of Trade, by the town council, by the pres, and if I eau
credit the report, a deputation will shortly come to Ottawa
to ask of the Government the realisation of this project so
important to the petitioners. If I was asking f1r a aspecial
favor for the town of Levis, Mr. Speaker, I might add that
there is not probably in the whole Province a town which
more than this one deserves favors from the hands of the
present Government, the hon. the Minister of Public Works
knows it as well as I do; but I do not ask for any special
favor. I plead only for an aut of bare justice, and 1 venture
to hope that the hon. Minister will comprehend the im-
portance of the request which I am making at this moment
and that he will discover some way of rendering justice te
the taxpayers and citizens of the town of Lôvis, by provid-
ing this year for the construction of a post office, the need
of which is se keenly felt in that town.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) I willonly
reply to the hn. mermber, after the deputation which he
announces shall have come here, I will kno e then more fully
wbat they desire, althougth the hon. member has given me
his personal views on the matter. As to what the Govern-
ment wll do, I cannot say now, but we shal ee whcn the
depatation has arrived.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) It would be well,
Mr. Speaker, for us to understand once for all on what
principle the Government is guided in the building of post
offices and other public edifices. Daes it regulate its conduct
in this respect by the political support given to it by various
localities, or according to the requirements and rights of
these places? If we take the esti mates for the present year,
we shalh find there that several localities in the Province Of
Quebec-not to go beyond the Province of Q iebea -that
several localities are going to be presented with post offices.
Now, many of these places have not one-half or one-third
of the population of certain other places which are not
mentioned there. For example, I find that this year a sum
of 86,900 is asked to build a post office at Aylmer; we have
been already asked $7,000 last year, for this post office,
and Aylmer is a village. I see also that $7,000 is asked to
complete the post office at Joliette; wa voted $10,000 last
year for the same purpose. I find further, that for a post
office at Laprairie, which il but a emall village, we are
asked this year to vote 87,000, over tnd above the um of
$10,000 which we voted last year. We are asked to vote
86,000 for .the building Of a polt office ait Lachine. But
there is nothing whatever asked for towards the build-
ing of a post office in the important town of Levis,
in support cf which my friend the hon. member for
Lévis (tr. Gaay) has just spoken. The hon. the
Minister o: Public Works knows better than any one
in this House the importance of this town. It ia At
the present day the terminus of the Interoolonial Rail-
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way, the Grand Trunk, the Quebec Central, and will bel
soon the terminus of other railways. Before long, the
Quebec Central will be united with the great network of
railways in New England, and yet Lévis has not a decent
post office. We have, alongside Quebec City, a village
which ought to be a city if its inhabitants were a little more
ambitions or less modest; I refer to St. Sauveur de Quèbec
which has a population of 15,000 souls. Well, St. Sauveur
has no post office. How does it happen that these places
have been always passed over when public buildings were
being erected in small places which have not a quarter of
their population ? Aylmer ha@ not one-fifth of the popu-
lation of St. Sauveur de Québec; nevertheless a post office
is being built there, but not a word is spoken about build-
ing one at St. Sauveur, which is, as I have stated, a locality
of much greater importance. It would be well, once for
all, to know how we stand. If it is understood that in
order to have a post office or other public building, a
county must return a member who supports the Govern-
ment, then the counties which elect Opposition members
will know what to expect. Lt, on the contrary, the Govern-
ment is influenced by the needs of the locality and by the
number of its population and the importance of its industries
then the places I have just spoken of onght to have post
offices given to them. 1 think that the Government should
place in the Supplementary Estimates for this year a sum
for the building of a poist office at Lévis, and another sum
for a post office at St. Sauveur de Québec. There are a
number of places, I repeat, which bave obtained these
favors in the past and which will doubtless obtain them in
the future,.which do not deserve to have them half so well
as the two places I have just mentioned.

Motion agreed to.

FISHERY BOUNTY IN PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. McINTYRE moved for:

Copy of the names of fishermen in Prince Edwsrd Island who for
the lat two years have made claims for the fishery bounty, and whose
claims have been rejected ; also for copies of the report aof .he officers or
parties agaitt sucn caims, and the names and residences cf such
officers or parties.

H1e said: The fishermen of Prince Edward Island generally
are not satisfied with the manner in which the fishery
bounty bas been distributed. This bas been more particu-
ladly the case with the fishermen of King's county. The
complaiEt (n thew part is that political considerations have
been allowed to itluene the distribution of this fund in
the hands of the different officers. Year after year, for
several years back, I have received letters from fishermen
that, afLer baving fisbed for the specified time and caught
the requisite quantity of fish, and having sent in their
application and sworn to its correctness, they have,
notwithstanding this, on the slightest excuse, or on
no excuse at al, on the part of the sub-collectors,
who have usually chargù of this matter, had their
claims rejected. On the other band, I had been
informed that the wardens have given certain information
to the sub-collector which bas induced him to refuse the cer-
tificate to those who were making application, and thus the
fishermen, without wy further hearing, were deprived of
the bounty which of right belonged to them. I desire to
state a case or two in point. I think It was in-1886-but I
am not quite certain as to the year- during the summer a
seining boat on the coast with twelve men, fishing during
the whole summer, and, when the time came for the fisher-
men to receive their cheques, nine of them received thoir
cheques and the other three were without them. It is
rather peculiar that the nine who received their bounties
were Conservatives, and the three who were deprived were

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec),

Liberaîs. The next year one of these men wrote to me,
making a statement of the facts in connection with the case.
I wrote back asking for affidavits from two or three of those
men who had fished with them and had recoived their boun-
ties. I had sent to me three affidavits from mon who had
received their bounties and one from the neighboring ma-
gistrate. I then went to the department and explained the
matter, and showed this to Mr. Tilton, the Deputy Min.
ister. After overhauling the matter carefnlly he came
to the conclusion that these men were entitled to
their bounty. All the information which 1 could ob-
tain was that the grounds upon which these three men were
deprived of their bounty before, came from information
supplied by a neighboring fishery warden. Another case
in point is where a father and son fished for the season and
sent in their claim, and when the time came for them to
receive their cheques, they went for them. The father
received his choque, but there was none for the son. The
father wrote to me during the Session, and I went to the
department and found that the two choques were sent down
on the same day. I communicated tbis fact to the fisher-
man, and ho went to the sub-collector of the port and told
him ho wanted his cheque or the equivalent in money.
After a while the sub-collector said he woald allow him the
$3, which I tbink was the amount owing to him. He said
that wonld suit him as well, as ho owed something to a
local groc3r, and ho could give him credit for that. That
was the course taken by the subocollector. I do not dosire
to make any comment upon that, but I understand that
these choques must b endorsed by the parties in whose
favor they are made. I could recount such esses as those
by the dozen, but I think these ar erough to let the
MiLister understand how this fishery bounty is distributed
in my county. I think it is a hardship for fishermen,
after fishing the season round, after getting the required
quantity of fish, to be deprived of their bounties on
the most fiimsy pretext, and often upon none at all.
The case, as it stands, is enough to show that that
is the fact. It is the opinion of the fisher men, as it is
my opinion also, that the bounty should be increased. If
our fishermen are to pay the large taxes wbich they are
payi g year after year, for their fcod, their clothing, and
the material which enters largely into their outfit, they
should receive greater encnurage ment than they are receiv-
ing at the present time. For mauy years the French Gov-
ernment have given a bounty, a large bounty, I think ton
frarcs, to the French fiherman for every quintal of fish
sold in the foreign markets. Our fishermen are paying a
large amount for the benefit of a few manufacturers; and if
the Americans are going to continue the heavy duties they
now charge, the least the Government should do is to give
a bounty to our fishermen equal to the amount the Ameri.
cans charge on our fibh. The present Minister of Marine and
Fisheries stated that ho had heard no complaint from the fish-
ermen of theMaritime Provinces. That mayhotrue, andthe
reason is that the fishermen have got tired of making use-
less remonstrances to the department and obtaining no
consideration for them. I trust that the present Minmster,
in whom the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces have
every confidence, wiI see that they reoeive the bounty to
which they are entitled. There ought to be some shorter
way of arriving at the fact as to who is really entitled to
the bounty, than the systen that obtains now. It appear
to me that there are cases in which the fishery overseer
should have power to make an examination, cases of fisher-
mon whose claims were being presented. Let him go round
from place to place at stated periods and asertain the facts
as relating to these matters. It could be very easily doue.
The fishery overseer in Prince Edward Island is not over-
bu-dened with work, and this plan would do away with a
good deal of the uneasineus in connection with this matter
which now prevalis.
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hir. TU PPER. There is, of course, no objection to com-

ply with the motion of the hon. gentleman, with a slight
amendment, to which, I bolieve, the hon. gentleman does
not object. I understand the hon. gentleman has no refer-
once to those claims that have not been adjudicated upon,
and, therefore, with that alteralion, I have no objection to
the motion passing, that is, that it be changed so as to read
for the years 1886 and 1887, instead of the last two years.
1In reference to the specific cases which the hon. gentleman
bas mentioned, I am not familiar with either of them, as
they were settled and decided upon before I entered upon
the administration of the department. I may point out,
however, that out of the 637 claims that were filed by the
fishoermen of King's County. to which allusion has been
made, those claims represented 1,323 fishermen, and of these
637 claime, 602 were allowed, and â5 rejected.

Mr. McINrYR1E. When was that?

Mr. TU PPER. That was for -1887, King's County, to
which I understand the hon. gentleman aliuded. If the facts
were as the hon. gentleman mentioned, with regard to the
crew of twelve, in which nine Conservatives were paid their
bounty, and three Reformers were refused, and upon the
grounds ho euggested, that would be a course that I would
not for a moment defend, and Ishould certainly look into the
caseand ascertain how far the department is responsible,or to
what extent any official ander the department is responsible
for a case of tbat kind. Then, in referende to dealing with
these bounty cheques, that is a practice that is not tolerated
or countenanced by the department, but a practice very
difficult, indeed, to stop. The fishermen are most aaxious,
at times, to use the checks paid on the bounty, or use the
credit that they gain by having filled the claims, and they
are oftentimes induced to obtain a discount on these choques
by some officer in the locality charged with the investiga-
tion of the claims. Of course, that practice has been a
great abuse in reference to the quasi judicial position of
the officer in charge of that settlement, and the officer who
reports to the department. There bas been only one case
specifically brought to my notice, personally, of an officer
who does that, and that I am at present investigating. I
may mention that, as the hon. gentleman bas suggested
is quite the case, that the choques are payable to the party
entitled, under the Act regulating the bounties, and under
the Order in Council passed under that Act, they are made
out in the names of the fishermen, and to be cashed, must
be endorsed by the fishermen.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There can be no doubt that in
disposing of so much money, the system may be open to
abuse, and sometimes, no doubt, the system bas led to
abuse. I am aware of one case in my own county that I
brought to the notice of ihe late Minister of Marine and
Fisheries lat year, which was so evident that the depart-
ment promised to look into the affair, though I do not know
whether they have given it the investigation that wasi
promised. The person who had charge of the distribution1
of the choques, or making out the claims, in one section of
my county, was a gentleman of good standing, and I did
not care to mention his naime on the floor of the House ;i
but I told the Minister of Marine at that trime:that accord-j
ing to the papers which had been placed in my hands-andi
they were sworn to-that man, who was a magistrate too,
had returned names of parties for bounties that had not1
been issued at aili he had returned the names of his own
sons, who were more boys in hie store, and had obtained
checks in that way under various pretences. I did not pre-
tend to say at that time, nor do I now, whether the charge
was correct, but I offered to give the.department ail thet
partieulars, with a view to assisting them in arriving at at
cOrrect distribution of the money, which, I have no doubt,1
id tiir daire. I am aware uince that time that the prac-1

tice bas been continued, I think very unfortunately, of
placing these cheques in the hands of local shopkeepers. I
know that within Halifax city a list of the bounties there
was placed in the hande of one local shopkeeper,
and the fishermen coming in from the outports have
come to this man, and ho makes out thoir choques
for them, and I presume-I do not affirm it-
they ail have dealings with him, and that ho re-
ceives a certain amount of indirect advantage. It has
been stated te me, and I think it is correct,
that on several occasions, notably on more than one oocasion,
people have gone to this man and h. has made out their
claims, pretending that they had grounds for making thoir
application; where they are Conservatives their claims wore
always admitted, where they happened, unfortunatoly for
them, to belong te the other side of politics of the day,
the shopkeeper and the Governmont which ho represented,
did not see their way clear te grant them the same bounty
which had been granted to the othier fishermen along the
aide of thom. Now, this statement has been made to me over
and over again, and an investigation was held in Halifax not
very long ago, under circumstances which wore rather
peculiar, if my information is correct4 It was stated thon
that one man's application was made out and his bounty was
granted, when ho was proved to have been in the hospital
at flalifax ail summer. Now I do net say this information
is correct, but the best evidence has been brought to prove
the charge; but whethor it is true or not, the whole sys-
tom of distribution et the cheques of the fishorman, is open te
very grave abase. It is placed by the Govornment in the
hands of small shopkeepers and mon of that kind who are
inflential in the various districts, and who deal dire3tly or
indirectly with the tishermen. It is time tho system was
changed. The choques have been distributed at particular
times and under particular circumstances, and, as I mon-
tioned last year in the House, during the local oloction a
clerk was sont from the custom house in Halifax te distri-
bute choques along the shore. He was rather badly treatep
by the Government, I must confess, bocause ho hired a
team in Dartmouth to go along the eastern shore ani dis-
tri bute the cheques, thinking the Govern ment would recoup
him. But having lest the election, the Government did
not feel inclined te make any further investient in that
direction, and so a case has been before the courts in lali-
fax in regard te team hire.

Mr. TUPPER. Do I understand the hon. gentleman ad.
vises me te pay the claim for the horse and team?

Mr. JONES. Witl the hon. gentleman aot on my advice?

Mr. TUPPER. I will take it into conaiderstion.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). If the hon. gentleman is willing
to aecept my advice on this point, I hope ho will also adopt
my suggestions on other points, and under these circum-
stances we will see an improvement in the administration
of the department. I do not bring any accusation against
the present Minister of Marine, for this matter relates to
the past year. Ail this is a condition of affairs which, I
repeat, calte for an investigation and for a change lu the
administration of the dopai tment. I suppose the Govern-
ment will always favor their own friends, we expect it, and
we have seen it. The Conservative party think not only
the revenues of the country belong te them, but the whole
country belongs te them, and whenever.' they obtain any
money they take good care te distribute it among their own
friendes But we hope they are not altogether boyond pub-
lie opinion, and they are not too old to learn and improve
the administration of the Fisheries Department in this par-
ticular. Thore is no branch of the public service which
more needs improvement and change than that connected
with the distribution of thiee bounties among the fishermen.
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Mr. PERRY. I am glad the hon. member for King's (Mr.

McIntyre) has brought this motion before the Flouse
because we have had great cause for complaint in the County
of Prince, which I have the honor to represent. It appears
to me that when the fishermen who claim bounties declare
they are entitled to them, and when they are
called upon to go before magistrates and make
a solemn declaration that they have fished the
prescribed time and taken the necessary catch, no Govern-
ment officer should be able to declare in effect that those
men had taken a false oath. I hope the hon. gentleman
who bas taken tbe important position at the head of the
department will see to it that during the coming summer
these wrongs will not be perpetrated on the fishermen. 1
agree with the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) that
the whole rystem is liable to be abused; but I consider it to
prose very hardly on fishermen that alter a fithermen has
gone before a magistrate and sworn that ho has fished Eo
long and bas caught so many pounds of diffrent kinds of
fish, that then a fishery officer, who probably does not live
within 5 or 6 miles of the fisherman, should take the
responsibility of declaring that the fisherman bas made a
false declaration. I look upon that as a gross injustice, and
i hope it will be remedied. I have three cases of this kind
at Tignish, and this is the third session I have endeavored
to get these cases rectified. In order to obtain an investi-
gation by the department so much red-tape procodure bas
to be gone through that when the small amount is obtained
after three or four years, it is scarcely worth receiving.
There should be some other means by which these cases
can be decided. The departmont bas now two Commis-
sioners in Prince Edward lsland, a head Commissioner and
an assistant Commissioner. And they should be authorised
to judge as to whether fishermen applying for the bounties
are entitled to them or not. I hope we shall not hear any
longer of such wrongs being perpetrated on the fishermen.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to draw the attention of the
Minis ter to the cases of D. MeNeill, M. Munn, F. MacLoed,
all of Little Sands, Prince Edward Island. lu each of these
cases evidence was adduced before the fishery commissioner
that they had caught the required quantity of fish, but they
fadied to receive their bounties during 1886. I have writ.
ton to the fishery commissioners time and again, but have
never received any answer from them.

Mr. TUPPER. How long ago was it ?
Mr. ROBERTSON. In 18S6. The fishermen have to

give evidence under oath that they are entitled to the
bounty, and although this was done the fishery commissioner
paid not the slightest attention to the claim. I am inform-
ed that the fishery warden felt so sore about the matter
that ho resigned bis position, bocause the fishory commis-
soner had not even answered bis letter, in which it was
shown that the mon had fished the necessary time, and had
caught the required quantity of fish.

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of ail petitions presented to the Government by the residents
of the Townships of the front of Yonng and the front of Escott, in the
County of Leed0, Ontario, praying thatanAct passed by the Local
Legiulature'fthe. Province et Ontario, aaaented te the 23rd Mareh,
1888, intituled:Il An Act to provide for the union of the Towaships
of th. front of Young and front of Escott," might be dislowe.-(Xr.
Taylor.)

Statement showing the amount of expenditure on account of the Cen-
tral Experimental Parm, from the first day of July, 1888, to the firat day
of January, 1889. Also the total cost of the Central Experimental
Farm, to the first day of January, 1889.-(Nr. McMilau, Huron.)

Return showing the amount received by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company from the sale of the $15,000,00 of Mortgage Bonds which
the Company were by the Act 51 Victoria, chapter 3j, authoriaed to
issue, and the pîyment made, and to whom made, and for what, by the
sd coompany out of snob proeeds.-(Kr. Ste. Marie.)

THE JESUITS ESTATE3 BILL.

Mr. BARRON. I was out of the louse a few moments
ago when my motion was called in regard to copies of a
report and other papers r especting the Jesuits Estates Bill.
It is absolutely necessary that this return should be bronght
down so that we may be able, intelligently, to discuss the
motion of the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien),
when it is moved. 1, therefore, ask that the return be
brought down as soon as possible.

Sir HECIOR LA NGEVIN. Has the motion been
passed ?

'Mr. BARRON. 1 ask leave to move it now, if there is
no objection.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think you had better
leave it on the paper.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. lis this another effort toe cut off the
rights of private members?

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 6 o'clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 5th March, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

ADJOURNMENT FOR ASR WEDNESDAY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that when this flouse
adjourns to-day it stand adjourned until three o'clock, p.m.,
on Thursday next.

Motion agreed to.

SUPPLY-THE BUDGET.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, in rising to make my first
financial statement beforethis House, it would not be other.
wise than natural that I should experience feelings of trepi.
dation, and even of timidity. When I look at the lino of
mon, distinguished Canadians, who, sinceOConfederation, have
had entrusted to them the keeping of the purse-strings of
this country, mon in every case of acknowledged ability and
of an experience far greater than my own, whon I bave
regard, as well, to the responsi ble nature of the duties which
have been devolved upon me, and the fact that every action
of the present leaves its impress upon the future, I would
be the reverse of serious or thoughtful if I did not throw
myself to-day upon the kindness of the House, and ask those
who are older and more experienced than myself for their
generous indulgence, and ask also for the equally generous
sympathy of those who are, in point of years, more nearly
my contemporaries and co-laborers in the work of this
Hlouse. The wise and the vigorous policy of the preceding
years, a kindly providence which, during the past year,
has not forgotten this, one of her most favored countries,
and a growing spirit of confidence in commercial opera-
tions, have contributed to a fullnes of the Treasury, and to
a peace and prosperity, general throughout the country,
which serve to make easier the otherwise formidable task
which has fallen to my lot. Canada to-day, standing in
this her majority year, and looking back upon the record
of her past, bas every reason, I think, to survey that
record with pride, and turning towards the future, although
it may have its diSoulties which are to be surmounted, I
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believe that from this same vantage ground she has every
right to step forward into that future, with full assurance
that in it she will find peace, plenty, prosperity and con-
tinued greatness. Standing upon this point of vantage
ground, this country asks no concealment of the real facte
of her record, she asks no flattery, and while she
does not wish to have concealed from ber tho difficulties
incident to progress in all climes and in all ages, I think
she is willing to stand by the record of facts, and
whatever merits or demerits my statement may bave,
I trust, that so far as it goes, it will have the merit of
candeur, frankness and plainness of statement. With these
few preliminary remarks, I beg the indulgence of the
Bouse while I proceed to the common.place and not always
interesting statement with respect to the past the pre-
sent and the succeeding year. For the year 1887-98 the
statement of My predecessor was that Oustoms would yield
$22,000,000 ; Excise, 86,450,000; Miscellaneous, $7,550,000, a
total of 836,000,000. The actual receipts have been as fol-
lows :-Customs, $22,105,926 ; Excise, $6,071,486; Miscel-
laneous, 87,731,050, or a total of 835,908,463; or less than
the estimate by $91,536. This diffirence in the actual
receipts, as compared with the estimated receipts, arises
from a falling of in the Excise of 8378,513, whereas Customs
shows an increase of $105,926, and Miscellaneons, an increase
of $181,050. The following are the principal items of in-
crease, compared with 1886-87:-
Bras, and manufactures of ......... ,................ ........ 7,152 19
Grain of ail kinds .......................... 28,894 31
Druga, Dyes, Chemicals and Medicines ............... . ............ 37,503 2s
Earthenware and China .............................. ...... ........... 7,358 57
Fruit3 and Nuts, dried............ ........ ........ ,...................... 24,134 46
iron and manufactures of, an i Steel, manufacture of......... 463,768 27
Oils, Ooal a-id Kerosene, and products of ..... ................... 7,942 10
0 i", ai o'her ............................................. 19,9:2 30
Paper, and manufactures of........... .............................. 60,6 6 38
Pickles, 8auces and Dapers of ail kinds....,,................... 20,863 2 i
Provisions (Butter, Chese, Lard sn Meats).............. 57,184 14
Spirits and Wines....... ......... 237,384 35
Bugar of ail kinds .......... .........-..... 255,805 55
Molasses................. ................................. 31,221 18
Bugar Candy and Confectionery................. ...... 4,560 23
Wood, and manufactures of ...................... 21,617 48

On the other hand, the following articles show decreased
revenues, viz.:-
Bcoks, Periodicals, &c , and al other printed matter.
Arrowroot, Biscuit, Rice, Macaroni, Bran, &c....... ...........
Flour and Meal, of aIl kinds............... ........
carriages ............ ........ ..... ....................
Coal and Coke (dutiable) ..................... ,........................
Oollars, Oufs, and Shirt Fronts...................... ........
Cotton, manufactures cf..........................
Fancy Goods.............. ... . ..... .........
Fiax, Hemp, Jute, and manufactures of...........................
Fruits, green ........ ....
Glass, and manufactures of ................ ,. .
Gold, Silver, and manufactures of................. .....
Guttapercha, Indis Rubber, and manufactures of........
Jewellery ...... .. .. . ...... .......................................
Leather, and manufactures of .. ,..... ... ............ ...
Oilcloth...... ........ ...... ......... ....,..... ......... ......... ......... ......
Bilk, and manufactures of..................... .......
Tin, do do ....................... ,.. ..........
Tobacco, do do ........... .............
Wool, do do ... ,... ...... ................
All other dutiable articles..................... .

$ 4,861 89
48,836 58
51,120 76
40 415 67

420,546 89
19,796 39

197,860 32
73,277 78
33,847 49
37,910 92
9,503 63

16,220 33
8,419 18

13,12 22
25,374 81

9,947 10
32,612 20
12,875 92
71,717 79

374,914 07
49,617 06

In the Excise, as I have stated, there was a falling off of
$378,513 in duty collected. The statement shows that in

tobacco of ail kinds, including snuff, there is an increase of
4 >1,439 lbs., and an increas d duty of 872,368 30. The ex-
penditure as estimated for by my predecessor in office, was
$37,000,000. The actual expenditure bas been $16,718,494,
a difference of 821,506 on the right side, so lar as the ac.
counts are concerned. Sir Charles Tupper estimated there
would be a doficiency of $,000,000 as between the recei pts
and expenditure forthe year 1ýS7. His estimate happily was
over the mark, and the total deficit amounts toonly $810,031.
It is, however, to be remembered by the House, and it will
be remembered as well by the country, that although we
speak of a deficit in 1887-88 of $8I0,031, we must also keep
in mind that thore bas been a sot-off against the public
debt of 81,939,077 as sinking fund and in vestment for interest
on sinking fund, so that thore is an offset against the debt
of $,939,077 and a deficit of$8S10,031. That is to say, if
we bad not offset the debt by the arnount named, we would
not have had a defiit on the oonsolidated fund account, but
a surplus of $1,129,046. The items of ospital expenditure
in the year 1887-ý8 are as follows :-
Railways and canals ............. ..... ........... ............... . 2,708,704
Public Works....................... ............... 963,778
Dominion Lands.,........................................... 135,048
North-West Rebelliou........ ......... 539,930

Total.............................. ........ $,437,460

To this is to be added the expenditure for railway subsidies
under the Acts, $1,207,01l, and a redemption of debt,
83,185,63 S making a total capital expenditure of 88,650,159.
But as the redemption of debt counts on both sides it does
not affect the net dobt, and the statement with reforence to
the net debt is as follows:-

On Ist Jaly, 18n7, it amounted to......,.... ..... .............. $227,313,9tl
On !st July, 1888, it amountel to........... ........ ......... 234,531,358

Increase for the year........ .............. $7,217,447

That bas been explained by the difforent items of capital
expenditure whioh I have read, and this flouse is now in
possession of the facts as to the Items upon which this
capital expenditure was made. For the year 1888-89, the
estimates made by my predecessor were as follows:-That
Custome would yield...................... .. ........................... 8$12,500000
Excise would yield.... ......... ......... ......... ........ ......... 8,650,000
Miscellaneous............ .......... ........... ......... .. .......... ,. 7,750,000

Total.............. ................. $3q,900,000

Up to the 28th of 1l'bru.ry, 1889, the receipts fur the eight
months are as follows:-

Oustoms ............ ... ........ ..... .... ................. ................ $15,303,700
Excise ....................... 4 619,841

Miscellaneous ..................... .................. 4,693,225

Total for eight months....... ......... $ 14,616,766

If we estimate for the remaining four months in this year
a revenue equal to the revenue of the four sirnilar months
of 1887-88, there would ba added to the above receipts for
the eight months, in
Oustoms ................ .......... $ 8,230 271
Excise ... ...... .... ...... 2,448,302

Miscellaneouso..........................••....3,305,955

Total......................... .. ..... 18,984,528

Which will make the amended estimate as follows
1886-87 the number of gallons of spirits upon which Excise s........... .................. $ 23533,971
duty was paid was 2,88z,265 gallons, while in 1887-88 the Excise........................7,068,143
quantity was 2,405,716, a difference in quantity of 476,549 Ïiscellaneous......... .....

gallons, giving a difference in revenue of 8638,697.94-a
very c-nsiderable failing off, as the Bouse will see, in the
revenue from spirits. Malt liquors, however, show a de- To ho within the mark I wil eau the amended estinate
cided increase, the quantity being 48,610,467 lbs. in upon the abovo basis 838,500,000, as contrasted with the
1887-88, as comupared with 42,630,440 Ibs. in 1886-87, $36 900,00timatod for last year. Thon with refenence to
the increase being $6,010,027, and the increase in revenue the expenditure: For the fuît yoar 1887-88, the expenditure
bOing $60,102.19. In cigare there is an increae of 4,811,735 3 8 the lot July te2th Fbruar of
à Du mber, ud au uor ein revenue of 828p878.68. la the rosentin the m penditu cwa 8219e2,828. eIfwe
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add to the expenditure for those eight montbs past, a
similar amount to that expended on the four last m-nths of
the past year, which I think will be sufficient, there
is to be added to that, $14,397,565, making a total
upon that basis of expenditure of $36,37),391. There
will be some further Supplementary Estimates to make
up for Governor General's warrants and for some
other expenses of that year, and I think it is safe to say
that it will be within the mark that the expenditure for the
present year will amount to 836,600,000 as against esti-
mated revenue of $3i,500,000, leaving for the current year,
i th-nk, without any probability of doubt, a surplus of
81,900,000. That, Mr. Speaker, 1 think is a very satisfac-
tory statement to be made to the flouse and the country.
It is a condition of things which has not arisen from any
increased rate of taxation, but under the very same tariff as
the preceding year's receipts were based upon. Conse-
quently, it shows an increased ability to consume, and
therefore an increase in the prosperity of the country. The
capital expenditure for 1888-89 is estimated as follows:-

CAPI 'AL EXPENDITURE, 1888-1889.

Railways and Canals.
Public Works.....
Dominion Lands...........-
North-West Rebellion....
Railw 4 y Subsidies.. .......
Redemption of Debt...

Total Capital Expendi-
ture, 1888-89 ..,..........

Paid to Estimated
31st January, from Feb. let

1889. to 30th June.

$ 2,414 557 00
219,283 77
61,342 41

1,205 il
61t,443 00

2,122,023 21

$ 358,310 00
166,416 23
38,657 59

538,985 00
972,362 9.

Total.

$ 2,772,867 00
385,700 00
100,000 00

1,205 1 I
1,183,4,8 00
3,094,3d6 12

$7,537,586 23

The estimate for the succeeding four months in this year
was according to the best information that I could get from
the different departments. The total capital expenditure,
as I have pointed out, will be $7,537,58623, of which, of
course, $3,094,386 being for redemption of debt will not
affect the net debt estimate. The net debt on

30th Jane, 1888, was .. .................... ...... $234,531,358 00

28th Febinary, 1889..........,....... -.. ... ............... ..... $236,095,114 34

lt July, 1889 (estimated)..................$336,650,000 00

We now come to the year 1889-90, about which there is, of
course, less certainty. Having regard to the state of things
in the present year, and to the very general favorable out-
look for commerce and trade, not only in our own country
but in the great commercial countries of the world, I have
made an estimate for 1889-90, which is based upon the
continuance of the prosperity and the continuance of those
results of trade which have obtained for the present current
year, and I have simply calculated for increased revenue
on the increase of population, which you may expect in the
year, of 1* per cent. My estimate for 1889-90, is as follows :
Income-Customs ........ ...... . ............. .... $23,900,000

Excise............... .................................... 7.... . ,125,000
Miscenlaneous .................... .................. ........ 8,150,000

Total......- ........ ......... ...... ......... ........,... 4>%,705,000

This is based on the present rates of tariff and a contiruance
of the present condition ofthe coantry, as I have said before.
The estimates that bave been laid before the House amount
to 835,400,000. I cannot say with certainty what will b the
total amount of the supplementary estimates yet to be brought
down. If we can succeed in curbing the naturally kind and
Renerous heart of my colleague the hon, Minuister of

ublic Works, and if we may rely on the general senos of
Mr. FosTEz,

economy and desire to do with as reasonable an amount as
possible which has been so eminently manifested by mem.
bers on both sides of the House, I think I may fairly ex-
pect that the supplementary estimates will not reach an
exceedingly high figure. However, to make an estimate
which will be inside the mark, suppose we say that the esti-
mates now brought down shill bu increased to $36,500,000,
we shall then have a surplus for the year 1889-90 of 82,675,-
000. That, I think, will also be satisfactory to the House,
inasmuch as this estimate is not based upon any increase in
the rates of tariff, but simply upin the present rates of
tariff, and the goueral condition of the business of the coun-
try. It might not be unprofitable to call the attention of
the House to the items of the estimates brought down,
as compared with the estimates of the preceding year, be.
cause I think they show a fairly satisfactory list of
decreases. The items in which there are increases are not
very many, and can be easily explained. For the public
debt, including sinking fund, there is an increase of $48,061,
because, of course, the debt being larger on account of the
loan, and the sinking fund investments increts ng year by
year, there must necessarily be an addition. In CivAi Gov.
ernment there is an increase of $5,107; but the Housa must
bear in mind that we have transferred this year an item of
$13,053 from the immigration vote, where it formerly was,
to Civil Government; se that, taking into account that trans-
fer as well as the statutory increases which have been pro.
vided for, an absolute saving of some 88,000 has been made.
The total amount of the statutory increases for 1888-89 are
$20,7,2, which, added to the amount of the transfer from the
immigration vote, makes $33,785 ; from this amount take the
net increase of $5,107, and the result shows that we have
saved, outside of the statutory increases, $38,678 in other
items of Civil Govern ment, which, although not a large sum,
indicates economy, and, I hope, is but a step in the right
direction. The next increase is in the administration of
justice, 812,060. As this is vouched for by my hon. friend
and colleague the Minister of Justice, I have no doubt it is
a perfectly satisfactory increase, and one which will be
quite palatable to the gentlemen of the legal persuasion on
both sides of the House, who, I observe, never object
to an increase in the salaries of the judges. This,
however, is not caused by an increase in the salaries
of the judges, but is owing to appointments of new
judges, and also to the expense incurred in the establish-
ment of the new Exchequer Court. There is a slight in-
crease in Dominion Police, of 81,400, rendered necessary by
the employment of extra men about the new building,
which will soon be occupied. The other increases are not
large, until you come to the Department of Indian Affairs,
in which there is an increase of $32,138, made necessary
by the establishment of industrial schools, a policy which
has been tried with most excellent results in the country
to the south of us, and which is based upon a sentiment
which I an sure will commend itself to both sides of this
Elouse. The other large increase is in Railways and
Canals, $93,625, which is largely on the Intercolonial
Railway, rendered necessary by the purchase of new rolling
stock tor the accommodation of an increased traffl, and
which will be offset in part, if not altogether, by increased
earnings. Wnen you come to the list of decreases, it is
fairly long and fairly satistactory. There is a decrease in
the management of penitentiaries ot 84,322, in
legislation of $9,385, in arts, agriculture and
statistios, of $14,000, and in immigration of $21,254.
Aesisted passages have been entirely done away with, and
ail arrearages with reference to them hve been paid up.
There is a reduction in quarantine of $zSM,200, in pensions
and superannuations of 815,965, in militia of $29,700, in
railways and canals (income) of $7,,643, and in public
works of $1,007,894, though I suppose, when the suple-
monary eina nes are brought doWn, the lat ugure wd be
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somewhat reduced. In lighthouse and coast service there
is a reductionO f 859,500. That, however, does not mean
that there will be lese efflciency in that service, but it is
owing to the fact that for a number of years pst, a larger
vote bas been taken for this service than bas ever been ex
pended, and the experience of a number of years has shown
that it ie possible, with due regard for events that may
occur, though at present unforeseen, to make the vote that
nuch smaller witbout impairing the efficiency of the service.
In subsidies to Province, there is adecrease of $88,454, based
upon changes which have taken place in the arrangement,
which, I may say, is now practically concluded, between
the Dominion and the old Provinces of Canada, with refer-
ence to the settlement of their accounts. There is a decrease
in the Mounted Police vote of $26,783, and in miscellaneous
of $162,621. In all, the decrease from the estimate
of lst year amounts to $e1,328,977, which will,
no doubt, be somewhat pulled down, as I have stated, by
the supplementary estimates which have yet to appear.
Now, after having given as best I could, without occupying
too much of the time of the House, an explanation of the
expenditure of the three years of which I have treated, I
wish to say a word or two with reference to the condition
of the debt of Canada as it stands at present. In 1867, the
net debt of Canada was 7,728,641 ; in 1874, when we had
completed the Union of the Provinces, which now form
Confederation, it was 8108,324,964. At present, it is $234,.
531,353. The burden of carrying a debt is meamure i by the
amount required to pay the interest. Measured in that way,
we find that in 1868, it required a per capit a pay ment of
8 1.29 to meet the interest; in 1874, it required a per capita
payment of $1.34; and in 1888, a per capita payment of
$1.79. The increase in 1888, over 1868, was, therefore, 50
cents per head, and over 1874, 45 cents per head. It is also
important to note the decrease in the rate of interest. In
1868, the rate of net interest averaged 84.51 ; in 174, it
averaged $3.62; and in 1888, the average net rate of
interest bas fallen to 83.12. It must aliso be remem-
bered, in making a fair estimate of this debt, that there
was assumed, as debte of the Provinces, not created fur
federal purposes, a sum of 8109,430,148.69 which, although
it added that much to the indebtednessof the Faderal power,
relieved the different Provinces by exactly the same
amount, and placed the management of that large indebted-
ness in the hands of the Federal Government, where it is
managed at a smaller rate of interest and with less bardon
to the country in general than if it had been left in the
hands of the Provinces. Deducting this debt assancd for
the Provinces of $109,430,14,.69 from the net d. bt, in 1888,
of $234,531,358, we have afederat net debt of $125,tO0,209.il
in excess of the assumed debte, and which is offset by this con
sideration, thatduringthat period named there bas been a total
capital expenditure of 8179,709,974. Thus, our capital ex
penditure, which has been almost entirely for public works
necessary for this country, has exceeded the increase of
the debt for strictly federal purposes by $54,608,764.69 I
may Say that the excess in the net debt per head necessary
to bear the burden of this debt, in 1888, over 1868, is 50
cents per capita; over 1874, 45 cents per capita; over 1879,
20 cents per capita ; and over 1880, only 15 cents per
capita. In 1b80, my hon. friend who preceded me
(Sir Oharles Tupper), and who to-day I am glad
to see on the floor of this House, was struggling
with the problem of railway connection between the
Atlantic and Paciflo seaboards of this country-a problem
which had engaged the best attention of tho bet minds of
this country since Confederation, and which bore so inti-
mately on the future prosperity and progress of Canada,
that it assumed the statue of the foremost question in our
polities, the solving of which would reflect credit on
the minds engaged in it and would cause them to be
held in grateful remembiance by this country. In 1880,

we had not made the contrac'. with the Oanadian Pacifie
Railway, and we had not commenced to incur that vast
expenditure which we afterwards incarred in the subsidy we
gave for finishing the remaining, part of the Pacific trans-con-
tinental railway, which had not been undertaken as a Gov.
ernment cons4ruction. Taking the net interest per head in
1880 and comparing it with that of 1888, when the Pacifie
Railway had been finished and the large expenditare we
had incurred to complote it was added to our publie debt, as
it is, we find tbat the additional interest burden which the
country was made to feel to carry that indebtednes was
but 14 cents per head of its population. It is a common
error to take the debt of Canada and compare it
with the federal debt of the United States, in order to
make a point as against Canada and in favor of the United
States, or, to speak more truly, to make a point against
the Government which is now In power on account of
its alleged extravagance in increasing the public debt. I
do net know that a more unfair comparison could be insti.
tuted than a comparison between the Federal debt of the
United States and the federal debt of the Dominion of
Canada. Broadly stated, the comparer says: Look at the
United States; to-day it has a debt of $20.42 per head of its
population. Look at the Djmnion of Canada; to-day it
has a debt of 847.16 per head of its population; and the
comparison always tends, as these financial comparisons
must, to prejudice the minds of those who do not see through
il, in favor of the country which, seemingly, has a lighter
debt and against the country which, seemingly, has a heav.
ier debt. Now, if by a simple statement to-day I cau set,
to a certain extent, at rest and dispose of this comparison
of two things so dissimilar, I shall feel that I have per-
formed a duty, not only to the party in power, but to this
Iouse and to the country as well. Things which are dis.
similar cannot be fairly compared, The constitution of the
United States and the constitution of Canada are very dif-
feront, so far as financial matters are concerned which lead
to public debts and to public expenditures. The United
S ates, in the first place, assumes no debts of its different
States. The Dominion of Canada has assumed the debts
of its Provinces to the amount of 8109,430,148.69. The
United States pays no subsidies to its different States.
The Dominion of Canada has paid in subsidies to its
different Provinces, since Confederation, $72,316,029.95.
The United States, assuming no debts of its States, pays
no interest upon the debt which it doos not assume.
The D>minion of Canada hts paid in interest on the
debts as8umed for the diffe-crt Provinces, 898,344,248 20
from Conlederation up to the present time. Ten, as
regards the Administration of Justice, I think 1 am right in
saying that, in the United States of America, they pay the
nine Judges of the United States Supreme Court, they pay
Circuit Judges, nine in num ber, and they pay District Judges
thirty in number. Ontside of that, they inicur no expendi-
tare for the Administration of Justice. In the Dominion
of Canada, we ail know the state of things in relation to the
payment for the Administration of Justice, and from Con.
federation up to the preosent time there bas been paid for the
Administration of Justice, $10,821,542.90. If Canada had
based ber system on the same fourndation as that of the United
States in reference to the Administration of Justice, we
would certainly not have had to pay more than one-half of
that amount. Thon, in regard to Immigration and Quaran-
tine, we find that we have paid $5,571,631.81 since Con-
federation. The United States Government pays little or
nothing for immigration and Quarantine. For Militia and
Defence, this Government has paid $21,851,635.50 since
Confederation. In the United States, they keep up West
Point Academy, and a smali standing army, but the Militia
throughout that vast country is kept up at the expense of
the different States, so that, if Canada had been in the same
position as to these matters as the United States, it would
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have saved at least one-half of that sum. For Penitentiaries,
we have expended since Confederation, 85,611,696.4. The
Penitentiarnes in the United States are supported, not at
the charge of the Federal power, but at th uharge of the
different States. Then, we have expended for the salaries
of Governors, 82,250,043,01. In the country to the south of
us the salaries of the Governors are paid by the States and
not by the Federal power. If Canada had set ont
on the same basis as the United States, she would have
saved the assumed debts of the Provinces, the subsidies
paid to the Provinces, the interest paid on the debt assumed
from the Provinces, the amouut paid out for Penitentiaries,
the amount paid for the salaries of Governors, at least half
the amount she bas paid for Militia and Defence, at least
half the amount paid for the Administration of Justice, and
the whole amount paid for Immigration and Quarantine
amounting in alil to no less a sum than 8309,860,987.40.
The net debt of Canada to-day is $234,531,35S; so that. if
Canada had set ont from the first on the same basis as the
United States, and had made no payments that the Feeral
Government in that country does not mako, she not only
would huve had no debt at present, but would have had a
surplus of $75,329,62..40.

Some hon. ME&RBimS. Oh.
Mr. POSTER. Hon. gentlemen may treat this as a good

joke, but from their point of view it is no joke, for, as soon
as this gets before the people and into the minds of the
people. a stock argument of the hon. gentlemen opposite
will be forever taken from them, wnich is their com.
parison on un unfair basis of the debt of the United
States with ours, and always to the advantage of the
United States and to our disadvantage. But, coming to the
question of debt, Canada is not the country most burdened
in the world in that respect. The whole of the Provinces

of Australasia show a debt per head of $21R f5; New South
Wales, $199.20; Victoria, 8 156.82. Thon F. ance hasadebt
of $179.66 per head, and Belgium of 862.15. So that this
country, as far as its indebtedness is concerned, ha8, in the
first place, a debt which I believe is nos disproportionate
to its ability to pay; and in the second place, that it is not
in a disadvantageous position when compared with other
progressive countries in the world. Sometimes we talk of
national debt as if it meant rmin and disaster. I have before
me a table showing the net and funded debt of the cities of
New York, Brooklyn, Boston, Baltimore and Philadelphia.
Those five cities combined have a debt of 8243,252,729,
or $57.48 per head. Leaving the question of the debt
for a moment, I come now to the question of taxa.
tion and its incidence upon the country. Before tak.
ing up that question, however, with the kind indulgence
of the House, let me ask their attention to a fact
which is patent to ail hon. members, but whioh I
repeat in order that we may bear it in mind as this discus.
sion progresses. That is, that it is unfair to take the total
revenue of the country as an index of the burden of taxa-
tion on the people. The total revenue is made up of the
Customs tax and the Excise tax, and what we may call the
grose oarnings, such as the proceeds of our Pet Offle, the
proceeds of our Railways, the proceeds of our Public Works,
the tolle and fares, and fees, that are paid upon them for ser-
vices which they render to the country. There are also public
fonds which are invested in different ways, which earn and
yield so much to the revenue of the country, so that, in
every case, we have first to take away the carnings from
the total revenue in order to get at what is really to be de-
nominated the taxation of the country-that is the Cubtoms
and Excise duties. I bold in my bands a tabulated state-
ment as follows, showing:-

EAnNUoS AND TAXATION by Customs and Excise Duties, and proportion to population, 1868-1888.

Year.

1888............
1869....... ...
1870.............
1871.........
1872............
1873..................
1874..................
1875... .......
1876...............
1877 .................
1878................
1879 .............
1880..... ......... ..
1881 .........., .......
1882.,,...............
1883..................
1884...........
1885.........
1886............
1887............
1888..............

From this table it will be seen that in 1968, the earnings of $2.54 per head. The yield from that source in 1888, was
the country amounted to 81,987,247.41, which was equal to $22,105,926, or 84.44 per head. The Excise revenue ia
59 cents per head of the population. In 188, the earnings 1868, was $3,002,588, or 89 cents per head, while the yield
amounted to $7,731,050. 35, or 81.55 per head of the popula- from Excie in 1888 waa$6,071,4o7, or $1.21 per head. The
tion. That is a gratifying inorease in the earnings, which gross amount of taxation in 1868 was $11,700,681, an aver-
do not mean taxation, from Confederation up to the present age of $3.47 per head, and in 1888, it was $Z8,177,413,
time. The Custome receipts in 1868 were $8,578,380, or or an average of $5.66 per hea. That is a fair, plain

Mr. FosTRa.
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TAXATION.
Amount

per
Head.

$ ets.

Earnings.

$ cts

1,987,247 41
3,266,601 51
2,424,342 98
3,015,192 Il
2,909,261 64
3,196 914 67
4,075,907 37
3,983,836 08
3,973,172 03
4,361,349 29
4,533,073 69
4,040,768 79
4,8117,830 25
5,693,158 £9
5,834,409 07
6,524,950 99
6,378,762 54
7,412,471 90
7,950,584 18
7,067,991 32
7,731,050 35

Amount

iperHead.

0 59
0 96
0 70
0 86
0 83
0 87
1 07
1 03
1 0 !
1 09
1 11
0 97
1 15
1 31
1 32
1 44
1 38
1 58
1 66
1 45
1 55

Customs.

8,578,380
8,272,879
8,334,212

11,841,104
12,787,982
12,954,164
14,325,192
15,351,011
12,823,837
12,546,987
12,782,824
12,900,659
14,071,343
18,406,092
21,581,570
23,009,582
20,023,890
18,935,428
19,373,551
22,378,801
22,105,926

Amount
per
Head.

$ oes
2 54
2 42
2 70
3 6
3 54
3 53
3 74
3 95
3 25
3 14
3 13
3 Il
3 34
4 23
4 87
5 09
4 43
4 03
4 04
4 59
4 44

Excise.

$

3,002,588
2,710,028
3.619,622
4,295,944
4,735,651
4,460,681
5 594.903
5,069,687
5,563,487
4,941,987
4,858,671
5,390,763
4,232,427
5,343,022
5,884,859
6,260,116
5,459,309
6,449,101
5,852,901
6,308,201
6,071,487

Gross
Amount.

$
11,700,681
11,112,573
13,087,882
16,320,368
17,715,552
17,616,554
20,129,185
20,664,878
18,614,415
17,697,924
17,841,938
18,476,613
18,479,576
28,942,138
27,549,046
29,269,698
25,483,199
25,384,559
25,226,456
28,687,002
28,177,413

Av)rage

red.

$ ota.
8 47
326
3 79
4 64
491
4 80
ô 26
5 32
4 71
4 41
4 37
4 46
4 38
5 51
6 22
648
5 53
5 40
5 26
5 88
5 66

Porcentago
of

Total

85.48
77-28
84.37
84.41
85.52
84·64
83-16
83.84
82.41
80.23
79.74
82 os
79-z9
80-.49
82.52
81.77
79·98
77•'9
76-03
80.23
78.47
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and car did statement of the increase which has taken place
;n the earnings and in customs in this country from:
1s68 to 1888. Now, a distinction might be made between
what we may call voluntary taxation and that which is not
denominated strictly under that name, but which it is difficult
indeed to find a term wllto define. What I mean is this-
and the statement may go for what it is w )rth, and it is
made particularly with reference to a favorite method of
comparison or calculation which states that the taxation of
this country is so much por head of its population, as indica-
ting, by the naming of it in that way, that every man, woiman
and child in the country bas perforce to pay that much per
head into the coffers of the country. Taxation, thon, may
be of two kinds-voluntary, and what you may call involun-
tary taxation. What I mean by it is this: 1, for my part, do
not use tobacco and do not use intoxicating liquor. My
case, which is the case of hundreds of thousands, I think of
millions, of people in this country-

An hon. MEBER. No, no.
Mr. FOSTER. If not of millions now, it will be by-and

bye, at no very long pei iod, when my pleasant friend, who
is looking upon me, comes to think as I do, and as so many
others of the people of this country do think. The total
revenue for 1887-88 was $35,908,463.51, or an average
of $7.22 per head. The carnings amounted to 87,731,050,
which was $1.55 per head. That leaves $28,177,113 for
what we call taxation, an average of $5.66 per head. But
out of this L8 million odd dollars thore was paid into the
coffers of the country $8,084,780 for tobacco and liquors
alone, an equivalent of $1.78 per head of the people. Now
that is a voluntary tax. A man may pay that or he may
not. If he chooses to think that these are luxuries which
ho wishes, or if ho chooses to denominate them necessities
which he must have, he pays a tax upon them. They do
not fall in the line of such necessary articles as the staple
loods and the staple articles of wear; so that if you take
them out, it leaves a per capita taxation, on an average, in
this country, of $3.88, instead of a total taxation of $5 66
per head. But, Sir, I wish to go a stop further, and say
that this method of per capita calculation is a clumsy and a
mi>leading method, in my opinion, and I wih to give the
House my reasons for it. 1be critie say.s: " Tuere is a cortain
revenue which is collected ii th.s country ; divide that by the
number of people in the country, and it gives you to-day
85.66 per head. For a fa'nily of five this means that they
pay 828.30 into the coffers of the country. Tnat is an inordi-
nate taxation, and the poor man especially who lives by his
day's work, is not able to pay that and keep his family to-
gether and live fairly prosperous in the world." Now, I say
that the incidence of taxation, se far as my opinion goes, is
not fairly stated by a calculation of that kind. I think we
ail sgrce that Irxnries should ray most, and that necessary
and staple articles should either pay less, or pay nothing at
all; and thatif taxation is to be laid, we, at least on this side
of the House, believe that it should b so laid as to om-
pensate, by its stiinulation of industries, its employment of
labor, and the increased consumption which it gives, for the
taxation which is laid upon the country, and which if ne-
cessary for the carrying on of the Government. Now, if
that be true, I affirm that Canada to day, in her geographical
position, with her natural resources, of the peculiar kinds
that they are, is a couLtry which is particularly
happily situated for the system of taxation which has been
the policy of this country from 1878 until the present day.
For, Sir, Canada is a country which, in comparison with most
other countrie ain the world, bas an advantage in possess-
ing an over-supply of the greut staples whieh are necessary
for food, for ledging, and for the staple wants of the coun-
try. She bas her forests with their immense resources,
and the houses thatiare to be built, the barns that the farmers
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and the people require, and these works whioh require
lumber as their staple, find in the country itself.great
resources in that respect, with a surplus voing every year-
into the foreign markets of the world. The same is true
with reference to the great cereal productions of the world.
Canada is a country which produces more wheat, produces
more barley, produces more staple food@ of most kinds than
is necessary for the sustenance of her people, and in thos
ways she is happily situated so far as the great neoesaries
of life are concerned, Now, to come down to what may h
considered a very common, but I think, a very practical
illustration, let me take the case of three persons to illustrate
the incidence of the taxation. lere is your well-to-do man,
who has means, who bas luxurious tastes, and who is dis-
posed to gratify them. With that no one finds fault,
but this country says that if he is disposed to
gratify them, and has the means to do it, ho shall pay
a tar for doing it if ho goes outeide the country to
get his luxuries and to get the things which ho
desires. Sir, if such a man as that baye in the city of New
York $1,000 worth of fine furniture and brings it into Canada,
the country taxes him to the extent of $350 upon that. If
he is musically inclined and baye a piano which is worth
$1,000, ho pays upon that, when it comes across the castoms
line, 8230. If ho i fond of statuary and makes an in-
vestment in that lino to the extent of $500, he pays $175
in duty in bringing it across the lino. If ho baye expen-
sive plate to the value of $500, the duty upon it is 8150.ý If
he wears jewelry, or buys it for his household and brings it
from a foreign country to the vilue of 8500, ho pays 8100
duty upon it. If hceis fond of wine and lays in 20 dozen of
champagne, ho pays upon that a tax of $130. If ho requires
silks for the wear of himself and hie family, to the
modest tune of $300, and imports them, ho pays a tax of
890. If ho wishes a fine carriage and sees one to satisfy
him there, and brings it across the lino, and pays
for it $500, ho pays a duty of $175 upon it. Upon
carpets for his house of extra mako, which ho may
buy in a foreign maiket to th3 extent of $800 in
value, ho pays a duty of 25 per cent, or 8200. Upon
that m9dost stock of luxuries for a man of means
who is d'sposed to gratify his desires in that respect,
ho has paid into the treasury of the country $1,600 in duty.
That is one man's contribution, but it is the contribution of
a rich man who wishes these luxuries, who importa then
from abroad, and who, the country says, being able to pay
for them, must keep up the revenue of the country by
paying a tai upoa ther. Now, Sir, we will tako No. 2,
and that is the case of the far mer of this country, whom we
all love, and for whom we all desire to do the bost we can.
The farmer of this country lives upon his farm in the rich
Province of Ontario, we shall eay. Nearly all the foods
that are used by the farmer are raised apon his own farin
and pay no duty; the wheat ho raises ho has ground at the
neighboring mill, it is brought into hie home and ho pays no
duty upon i . The home itself, the outhouses, the barns, all
thut is necessary in the way of housing for the work of the
farm ais built out of woods which grow in this country, of
which we bave a surplus and upon which he pays no duty.

Mr. McMULLEN. What about the nails?

Mr. FOSTER. The clothing for himself and his family
ie in many cases made froin the wool which is raised. by
the farmer himself, or, if not raised by the farmer himself,
be clothes himself and his lamily with the products of our
millE, the raw materi il of which is admitted free. Ris
lumber of all kindshis furniture of all etaple and solid
kinds, his farming ma5hinery, is made, and made to the
boat advantage, out of the wods of his own coantry. His
fuel grows in the foreste which are ail about him, or is
found in the mines in inexhaustible quantities in this coun.
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try. So that, taking it in the groas, in the rough, the the people did pay under eur reduced systen of taxation
staple articles of consumption, and of housing, and of fuel as eompared with that of the United States. If you take
for the farmer are those of whieh this country produces a the last eight yeara, from 1881 to 1888, the taxation paid
surplus, which are free within the borders of this country in the United States wus$5.87 per bead, and in Canada
and upon which not one cent of tax is paid. An hon. $5.74, a difforence of 13 cents par head in favor of Canada
gentleman said : "What about the nails ?" With that infini. for that pet iod. For the year 1888, the tax par bead in the
tesimal cast of mind which characterises him, out of the United States was $5 51 per head, whilst in Canada it
hundreds and thousands of dollars which are required to buy was $566, a difference of 15 cents in favor of
raw materials for the home, and whieh are free to the the United States, which arises fror the faot that
farmer who buys them, the bon. gentleman's mind leads the United States, undertaking none of that la-ge class of
him to look at the few pounds of nails which are necessary expenditures sucb as we have in Canada, and wbi.h I
to keep the structure together, and upon which a duty may mentioned a few moments age, bas from. her surplui, with
perbaps be paicd. That argument, as an hon. gentleman ber large population and immense trade, paid a large
suggests, is clinched. ameunt towards reducing ber publie debtand, consequently,

Mr. LANDERKIN. All our farmers do not wear home. is redcing the per capita rate of taxation which the people
spun. are obliged to psy. Bat, whon you talk of taxation in the

United States, you tslk simply ou the lice of comprison
Mr. FOSTER. No. 3 is the artisan. He does not live of the federal taxes, forgetting that oacb State bas aise iLs

on a farm on which he is able to raise what he consumes, taxes, and, if.'ou add the taxation of the different States
but he lives in a village or town; but the articles of food for 18S7-88,whieh arounts toSl.8 per head, to the foderal
which he buys, the clothing which ho wears, the lumber taxation of $5 51 par head, youobtain the total corresponding
he requires for louse purposes, the furniture which he puts taxation paid by the people-8 6 5) per bad in the United
into bis home, the tools which ho uses to a large extent and States as against 85.66 in Canada, a difference in favor of
the fuel he burns, which are the ]aiger items in the ex. Canada of 93 cents per head et the population. Wby, some-
penditure of the artisan as well as in the expenditure limes peoplo think that enly a country like Canada, enjoy-
of the farmer, are obtained in this country, which iDg a protective tarif, bas te psy Customs and Excise
produces a surplus of them, and no duty is paid upon tbem. taxes If wo go te Great Britain, wbat do we find? We
So, I say, that in thia country with its present fiscal vssem fiLd the taxes gâtbored thero lu 1888 were us folùws
and with its pcculiar natural advantages, the system ot tariff
arrangemrnfýt under which we live is one which brings the Custum.................$ 85,158,253.36; amountPercapits. $2.80
incidencef taxation where it ould rest nost hcar- Exrse. r..................12,551,485.20 doi f o 3.36
ily, upon the man w-ho buys luxuries and has expenilve stamps........... .............
tastes and is willing to gratify themr, and least heavily Land Tax............
upon the farmer, the well-to-do middleman and the House Ta....
artisan and upon the laboring class. There is this Property and Income Tai...
other fact, wbich I think is one of considerable importance,
that the peculiar structure of our tariff arrangement makes Total Revenue ........
this alInost a nOcessity, at least it makes it a possibility, Rn
that the raw material which cornes in as the material So there is a tax paidu
for manuLíaturos is utaxod, and while the manufactured per head of the populal
article pays tax, the Ftimulus given leads to the establirh- mriertatke to say, after
ment of new irdustrirs, which in their turn galher about1 iht taking the inciden
them labor and so afford employment to the people, and comparing it with Ca
make in their turn centres for the consumption of the sui- onerous upon the poor
plus products of the country. Sir, to make that argumen t just upon the poorer classe
a little stronger, let me say that if hon. members will look beneficial effect there i
into the customs returns they will find that more than 200 and giving employmen
articles which enter into the manufacture of goods corne in France the tax per
in duty free, and that one-third of the total imports for in favor of Canada of 8
home consumption were, in 1887-88, admitted free of duty per head is 812.79, or
in this country. Sir, the comparison is made as well be 87.13. I think you wi
tween the dcbt of the United States and the debt of Canada taxation, it is always
as it is between the taxation of the United States and the application of the mone
taxation of Canada, and the basis in one repect is almost when we come to l
as unfair as the basis in the other. But, Sir, I bave find that Canada st
lookcd tbrough the figures of the taxation borne vantage ground in this1
by the people of the United States, and I find States of Americaor Gr
that if you take twenty-one years, corresponding the last year We fiLd
to the life of the Dominion of Canada, in the monts:
United States, in Customs and Excise-that is what you
may call tax-they have paid at the rate, taking the aver-
age of their people, of $6.64 per bead during that period. Pensions......
If you take the amount paid by the people of Canada for Oivil expense....
Customs and Excise in the same time, the average for its Redemption of debt ..
population is but 84.94 per head, a difference in favor of Military.. .
ihe Canadian citizen of 81.70 on the amount of Customs and
Excise taxation for the period of twenty.one years ending
lff-88. That is, if Canada, during those twenty-oneyears, Total.
had been as heavily taxed for Customs and Excise as were the
people of the United States,they would have paid,taking our Se that for those expen
average population at 4,000,000 souls,$ [42,800,000 more than war, or for the resulte o

M r. PtSTER.

63,457,777.00
5,005,800.00
9,428,400.00

70,178,400,00

357,780,115.56

do ... 1.71

do ... 0.13

do ... 0.25
do ... 1.89

do ... 9.64

under these different heads of 89.64
tion in free trade Great Britain. I
carefully looking irito tbis matter,

nce of taxation in Great Britain and
anada, it is much more severe and
er classes of Great Britain than it ie

of Canada, and it does not have the
n the way of stimulating industries
t to labor as it bas in Canada. I find
head reaches $12.86, or a difference
7.20 per head. In Australasia the tax
a difference in favor of Canada of

ll agree with me that in considering
necessary to have regard to the

ey which is raised by taxation, and
ook into that a little we will
ands in a position of immense
respect,as compared with the United
reat Britain. In the United States for
that they made the following pay-

. ... ....................... .. $44,715,007

............................. ....... 80,288,508

.......-...... ~............. ..... 22,852,334
...................... ..... ................. 83,084,405

............................ 38,522,438

.............................. ........- 16,926,437

. . ... .............................. $286,389,127

ses alone, nearly ail of which are for
of war, or for the keeping up of the
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nilitary status, there was paid by the United Statea $286,.
889,127, ont of a total expenditure altogether of $343,738,-
864. Now, Sir, when you look at Great Britain, you will
find my statement equally true with reforence to the
application of taxation. Great Britain last year paid the
following sums in expenditure:-

Interest on debt..... ........... ..................... ............. ...... £28.213,911
Naval and military.................... ............ ........ ........ 30,758,687
Civil list and administration......... ................... ..... 9...... 1,691,950

Or a total of £76,674,548 sterling for these services, while
only £10,749,097 was paid for the collection of revenue,
Post Office service, telegraph service and packet service.
I say that, having regard to the application of taxation,
there is no comparison, as far as the benefit to the people is
concerned, between the taxes which are raised in Great Bri-
tain and the United States and those which are rased in
Canada. With the exception of the morey expended as a
result of the unhappy outbreak in the North-West, every
cent of taxation, speaking in the grois, whieh is raised in
Canada,and which has been raised here since Confederation,
bas gone, not for war, not for waste, not to make up the
ravages of war or to pay for the consequences of war, but
it has gone to construct productive public works whieh have
repaid the country for the outlay and have made this a
country where business is speeded, where commerce finds
splendid facilities, and where the people have every re-
source at their command to make them a business people,
with profit to themselves and prosperity to tbe coun-
try. It is sometimes said, and it is a potent word
to conjure witb, that "taxation" is a bugbear to the
people. It is a bugbear to uninteligent people, but iL
is not a bugbear to intelligent people, and if conjurers
conjure with it to-day they conjure with a word and an
instrument which is not less reprehensible than the old
instruments of the conjurers of other days. I believe it is
a fact which stands upon a basis sound and certain, that
taxation is the only gateway to progress and development
in a country, and that if a people sit down and doter-
mine that from this day forth no taxation is to be raised,
they sit do yn to a condition stationary and wiLhout
progress and which will soon leave them very far be
hind in tbe race of nations, with the keen competition
of to-day. Take a town of 10,000 people which to-day is
without a sewage system, without a proper street system,
without a police system, without lighting system, without
a fire protection service; bring those 10,000 people together
and let them look into the matter and come to the conclusion
that it is necessary for promoting the health of the
city and for their status, as compared with other and
competing cities, that they shall have ail thes, great public
services. How are they to secure them? There is only one
gateway through which they can march to the enjoy-
ment ofthose enlightened and efficient services for their town,
and that is through the gateway of taxation. The people
of the city and the property of the city must be taxed, or
they cannot secure, and cannot maintain the efficient ser-
vices which every progressive city of today holds it must
have. What is true of the city is true of the country as
well. The point to be looked at is, as to how the taxation
is applied, as to whether more is raised thain is iecessary
for its proper application, and in considering whether or
not the country is overtaxed, or unduly taxcd. What
have we in CaLnada as a result of what the people of the
country have pai uinto the public treasury ? We have, in
the first place, an enlarged domain, and an enlarged popula-
tion ; we have added to the original four Provinces ofCanada
three other Provinces, and au extensive, almost illimitable
country, illimitable in its acreage, and still more illimitable
in its wealth of minerais and of timber, and of resources to be

reaped from the cultivation of large and fertile tracts of land'
That cost as money, and money had to be paid into the treas-
ury, and out of the treaury again, in order to get
this enlarged demain, and to make a place for this
enlarged population. That is something to bo considered
as an offset against the amounts that have been paid in
taxation. We have added to and developod our productive
capacity as well. Lands that were useless because thero
was no access to them, and where, even if persons got to
thom, there was no way of gotting the produce back from
them, have been opened up by railways and by facilities
for transporting these products. Thero was no other way
of getting these facilities but by levying taxation upon the
people and obtaining the moncy with which to build and
with which to make those improvements. Why, Sir, not
later than 1877, in Manitoba and the North-West Torritories
we were confronted by the fact that only 500 bush&ls of
wheat were exported. In 1887 from Manitoba alone were
exported 10,400,000 bushols of wheat, and in 1889 the
esti mate for Manitoba and the North-West is that their wheat
yield will supply all the needs of the country and
leave for export 20,000,000 bushels of wheat, with an acreage
of 700,000 acres under crop. That is possible to day because
the people of thibs country chose to tax themselves
in order, in the first place, to obtain possession
of that part of Canada, and in the second place, te open up
the country with railways and public works so as te make
it possible for the people te till the land and to get the
product of the land te the market. Thon, Sir, wo
find that the transport charges have been very much
cheapened. We have paid heavy sums of money for
our canals, but we have got increased facilities and cheap-
ness of transport for the outlay, and if these public
works do not add directly in revenue to the treasury, they
are of great advantage to the progress of the country and
of almost untold benefit in promoting our commerce.
In 1872 the tolls per ton through the Welland Canal were
16.26 cents, and in 1888 the tolls were only 12-52 per
ton ; thus between 1872 and 1888 there has been a
reduction in tolls on the Welland Canal of 23 per cent.,
and a reduction of the St. Lawrence rates of 48½ per cent.
That is so much actually saved in the transport of
those staple cereels and articles of commerce which
floated out from the interior of the country toward-
the seaboard and to the great markets of the world,
as well as the staples which come fron foreign countries,
and which make their way into the intorior of this country
by the same route; and although it is true to say that no in-
creased revenue comes from those works, there is a broader
way of looking at the matter. Although the public treasury
is net enriched, yet the public business and the general
prosperity of the country are made greater by the red notion
of the tolls, and by another great tact, that the enlarge-
ment of these canals renders possible the use of a larger
class of vessels, which car ry a larger quantity of grain, and
consequently at cheaper rates than could prevail with the
old depth of water in the canals, when very much smaller
and inferior vessels had to be used. And so we may set down
as compensations for this expenditure, these facilities for
business and an added attractive power which distinguishes
the country in competition with other countries which do
not possess these improvements; and if we are togo for-
ward in the race of competition with other new countries
te day, it is a necessity, as well as a wise and prudent
policy, to open up our country; but to open it up
we require money to establish and maintain all these
linos of communication, and we can only get the
money by asking it from the people. But, I may be
asked, Is this thing to go on forever ? Are we to
be continually increasing our debt ? Are we to be
continnally increasing the amount that we raise from the
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'eoplein the way of yearly contribution ? Bir, I think
hat to-day Canada, standing on the vantage ground of

twenty-one years of progress, is in a better posi.
tion to loók out upon the future, with a greater probability
of acetrately forecasting what wili be the result, than she
has been at any preceding year of ber history. The debts
of the Provinces bad to be assumed as the o:d Provinces
were brought in. These have now been brought in. In the
great territory which lies to the west of us, thero are ma-
'erials for other Provinces which, by-and-by, will have to
be formed and furnished. The great St. Lawrence channel
has been deepened ; our canais have been largely built, and
when the expenditures which are at present contracted for
shall have been made in the course of about three years,
we shall have a line of communication from the
extreme end of the Great Lakes down to Montreal;
we hhall find a depth of water on the Sault Ste. Marie
Canal of 18 feet, on the Wellaed Canal of 14 feet, and on the
St. Lawrence canals and river a depth sufficient to carry the
vessels which go through the Welland Canal down to Mont-
real, and so to the seaboard. We have built the Intercol
onial Railway, the great lino of communication between the
Maritime Provinces and central part of this country; we
have built the Canadian Pacifie Railway, giving our large
contribution to it, which connects that line of railway with
the Pacifie; we have given our contribution to the Short
Line Railway, which within a few months will be open to the
Maritime Province ports; and we have given other con-
tributions to other lines of railway, more local, but not less
useful in their nature. All the vast initial expenses in-
cident to ibis opening up of our territory, and this complet
ing of the channels of communication between our different

Provinces, have been incurred ; and it does seem as if to-
day we are in a position to take stock of the future, ard
fairly to answer the question as to whether or not we
shall go on rolling up the debt, as some of my friends would
say-whether or not we shall go on taking larger amounts
of taxation from the people. The engagements for 1 he next
three years for capital expenditure are, on a fair estimate,
something like this:

Canais.................................

ilways ........ ..... .

Public Works...................

Railway Subsidfes............

ledemptionof Debt............

Dominion Lande.............

Les-Redemption of Debt...

1889-90.

$7,636,521

1,200,000

407,000

1,095,202

2,417,267

100,000

$7,855,990
2,417,267

$5,438,723

1890-91.

$3,111,576

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

est. 260,000

229,387

5,000,000

100,000

$8,690,963

5,000,000

1891-92.

$3,310,103

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

Est. 250,000

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

1,800,000

100,000

$5,460,103
1,800,000

$3,690,963|3,660,103

Making a total for the three years of $12,789,789. Now,
Sir, what have we to meet this with ? We have an estimated
three years surplus of $6,000,000 ; a balance from the loan
still on hand on the 1st of July, 1889, of 83,500,000; and a!
*liking fund, which is to be offset against the publio debt#

M.r. FosuA.

of say $2,000,0 0 per year, making 8s;,000,000; a total of
814,500,000, to meet the capital expenditure of 12,789,789,
leaving $2,000,000 for other capital expenditures than those
I have mentioned. So that, putting these two facts
and these two sets of items together, my own opinion as a
member of the Government, and it is an opinion in which I
know I shall have ail reasonab!e support from my c>lleagues
in the Government in retaining and maintaining, is that,
taking for grant d that the condition of the country during
the three years to come shall be equally prosperous with
its condition to.day, shouli no extraordinary events arise
to cause extraordinary expenses, for the thrce years
ending on the 30th of June, 1893, we ought to meet our
capital engagements, pay what we have to pay in the run-
ning expenses of the country, and add not one dollar to the
net debt of the country. Wbat I mean is this, if I bave not
made myself clear, that counting in the sinking fund invest-
ment, which is laid up as against gross debt, we oaght in
the next three years to moet ail our capital engagements to
the amount I have mentioned, and at the end of that time
have no greater net debt than we shall bave on the lst of
July, 18b9; and this is estimated on the basis of the tatiff
which we have to-day, withiut contemplating any increase
in the tax rate. After 1892, with equal prosperity, with
an increased population, and with consequently inereased
consumption and increased contributions to the revenue, on
the same rate of tariff, I believe that, unless extraordinary
events occur which call for extraordinary expenditure, this
country ought to go on for a series of years without any in-
crease of debt at ail, proividing for necessary capital expendi.
ture and the services of the country out of the revenues which
come in to make up the consolidated revenue of the country4
That is my forecast, and one which I b'iieve, if nothing
intervenes of an unexpected character, will be fully carried
out by the march of events. Now, I come to the question
of the loan which bas been put upon the London market,
through the instrumentality of the High Commissioner, in
June, 1 S88. It was placed on the market on the 1th Jone,
1888, the conditions being that the interest should be pay-
able one-half yearly, lst or January and lat of July, at 3 per
cent. per annum. The lowest rate at which a Canadian
loan had been floated heretofore was 3j per cent. This loan
had been floated a few years ago, and it was believed, in
looking over the field and seeing the state of our own securi-
ties and our 3j per cents. and the state of the money market,
that there was a favorable opportunity for placing upon the
English market a Canadian loan at 3 per cent.-or at a less
rate of interest than that at which any colony ever ifoated a
loan in the London market. The minimum price fixed for
this 3 per cent. loan was 92j, which rate was
fixed, ealculating upon the value of our 3½ per
cents., which at that time, were bringing 104
or 105 in the market. The amount placed upon the
market was £4,000,000, and the time fired for the loan to
ran was 50 years. The reception of that loan upon the
London market was gratifying, I am sure, to ail Canadians.
Not only was the amount asked for taken up, but
£12,000,000 werc subscribed, being three times the amount
asked for. There is no doubt circumstances were some-
what favorable to the placing of the loan upon the market
at that time, and 1 think great credit is due to the igh
Commissioner (Sir Charles Tupper) for selecting the precise
time at which he should call for tenders. Being in bondon,
his advices were acted upon by the Government, and having
fuil knowledge cf the state of the money market, he chose
the time whieh, as circumstances afterwards proved, was
the most cpportune that could have been chosen in the
year 1888, for the fl.aating of the loan. I hold in my
hand a statement of the different loans whieh have been
placed on the London market since 1867. It is amfol-
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lEtxdanDum respecting Candian ILans placed on the Lnndon Market since 1867.

04 ~Net Amountýr
bc

o Price a. Discount Amount e a of Oaeh --
ILoan. E. realized. '- Total Isue, or Pr'eium. realised. realised.

Intercolonial R'y, 1869, guaranteed 4 1,500,000P. il2,946.2,112,946. 29,896 18 5 2083,049 17-04125
do 1869, unguaranteed. J 0512 1485-' 50,.0 .

do 1873, guaranteed . 30 4 1,500,)00
Rupert's Land, guaranted..7......... 0 8 31 4 800,000. P. 78,971 6 8 8 6 9 33,449 8 Il 1,845,521 7 91 003916
Loan of 184..........-. 90 90 3 3 30 4 4,000,000.... 393,47t 71 e3606,523 2 6 60,289 9 9 3,546,23 12 9f..0487.

do 1875, guarantees.........8 4 ,500,000
do 1875, unguaranteed..9.0........ 99.8041,00,000.. . 22,93 9 1 2,477,069 10 il12,847 6 1 2,434,221 14 10 '0416
co 1876.......... ...................... 91 91 30 4 2,500,000.... 2M,00. .2,275,000..7,123 9 7Ji,917,877 10 b *0175
do 1878.................. ...... .35 4 1,500,000
do 1878................. ... 96 11 9 30 4 1500,000...102,347 12 6 2,197,652 7 6 16,602 IN 72,861,019 IlIl -013
do 1879.........95.95...10. 29 4 3,000,0.......147,206 6 4 2,85?,93.13....7,988 8 3..,801,805......045
do 1884.... ........ 1 91 2 2 045 ? 5,000,000..445,87f. 4,554,130.94,693 3 414,4t9,436 16 E -0423
do 1885............... ............. 99.10... 8.*25 4 4,000,000. P. 43,416. 4,043,4;6.82,09m 2 13,961,317 1711 04083

Canada Reduoed .................... .. . 24 4 6,44,I26 2 9 D. 64,676 2 96,388,t60.33,977 1 016,Z55,583 19._ 041
Loin of 18882.J..95..................92 95 .. ... .50 3 41,000,000.1)197,904. 3,802,096. 67,598 4 SJ3,734t497 lé P'0827

.r 50 year.0calcu53ted for 25 yar2 only.

Sir RICHARD CA RT WRIGIIT. Will the hon. gen- est, payable in London on the lot of Jiily, amounting to
tleman state the exact net produet of the loan ? 82P147,354 ; we had to meet tho rcdemptiori of debt in the

Mr. OSTR. heeoun ofto Jan as£ ()000. current year of 83:i94,3ýi3, makirig in ail, $11,743,84. We
The discount paid was £4U0,4il9 làs. 9d.; one per cent. com- had alli o w muet the redemption ot dobt in 1889 99, amount-
mision, £10,00; etanipm, £3,026 12a. (d. Total amnoant 1 yto 2,417,267, making in ail, $14,211,11.4,wliiChWu bad
J)assed by the Aiditor to date, £ZJ43,448i Se. 3d. Ono quar- t metteither on the let July, in refurenCe to the temporary
ter Per vent brokerage £ 10,000; stamnp dntyp £9,7178 Ils. loains and the rodemption of debt for that year, and during
M.; printing and advertising, £3,350 138. O. tme the current year for' the redomption of debt ini 1889-90.

80;. being a total of £22,309 4 0.43d., which 8 stii 4held b
-t4ouditoî- General for fuller information, but whicb, ho face a large capital expendilure whicb Parliament had ai-
îîAborrn me, h.o nsiders wili b. ail right and be in tbo rcady authorized on the canais, on the Sauît Ste. MIarie
enid paid. ý Total- amount 10 be taken from the -face of 0'anaî-prospectively, aItoaRt, arîd wbich is now under con.

the oanforail hares,£26,'l~li 2e.Cd, eavn gîî'c-abd an expenditure for the St. Lawrence canais, run-
£3,734,244 7s. 6d. as the net aniount of the Joan, nnd ning over three years. In addition to that, we had the
the, rate is .7 per cent. -The favorable nature of a railway t10 Cape Breton. whioh was under construction, and
Joan is Ineusured by the returns it gives to investors which will pot bh o mpjeted until the end of i ho curront
in coMiPari9on ýwith other loans running upon the Brihb year. For ail theL«Ž, as large capi tal ex pen-hituru wou Id have
market. Our' Si par cefts.- at that date were qutdat to bu ineurred. Taking these into aceount, it beame a
ffl, whieh would retura* to the investor, q amti n atter of choice if wu shoulci go on the lrndon market for
incded, £8 4s.8d par y9ear. Our 43, due in 1904 d 1908 a ban of £3,000,000 .a.that.time and pay al the calle upon
were, quoted at 104~ which would return tb the inivestor, as, with t he prospect of ancurriug a Jarger amount of
redeption ineîuae'J. £ 1 5s. 9d.Our4'o reducèd, aîin exROfdit.I1ehafterwards, leaving tour or live millions of

due in 1910, wer quotedgatollars which gv ol wouid be required within the meat year or
dintr£36.0.Gr4, 1910-S, were quoted at 1i 0,l2c gvet, h eighteen monthe for which we wouid htàvo either Io place
which gave to the investor £3 9o. Od.;whiist the 3's gave th tem'p rryasortgonthmrktasindtwa
ifivestor, redemption iDoiuded, as in the other cases, but £8 decided that the most economio4il course wais 10 take the
40. 1d.; sUd es the ad'vatage of a boan, ai fuir as we are whole amou tt at that trne, beoaulse of the st.ate of the
COnCernied, and he etur to the inveetor bear an inverse. market thon, and because of the fact that the money would
proportion, itl ho, 1>. n that the loan pîaced upn hebu required witbin the period 1 have ïnentioned. Besîdes,
makte .or..e.nporary ans we bave to pay 4 per cent., and some
quotains18 l mr aorbefr aaaihnte mes more. We have flot been able to get them at a rate

qoter 58 à to the running boans upon the marketand the, îess than that. It was, therefore, thotight that the most
Ohrsecorities that I have menioned. economicai eourse would b. to borrow the larger amount

Sir ]RICRARD CARTWRIGHT. Daes this Joan bear al and preclude the necessity of getting these temporary
i!Mking fond ? kians or going on the market for another boan. I suppose

Mmr. POSTER. No. Idesire to uy a word as to the somothing will be said as t0 the disposition ot the
amo)Unt which was askcd for. Some oriticism hais taken surplus, and I may as weli make a st.atement to the
PlACO in the proise, and, no doubt soma criticism wilibt*ike Rouse at this time as o1 btat matter. On the 't JuIy
Place hem.,ini regard t our -aving arked for a oan of we 9ad93a8 our command £3,0 0,000 whch we needed
£4,900,000, when we have, by our ow9 admiion, a certain o place somewhere. That million ws in London. It ws

Itrlsonl and D131I5d. -At that lime we .had 10 meet impossible at that tinie t1 gel a rate of more th-au 1-8 per
tSfliPOuary loins at Glyn'a and Bsriiîg'a, a&moqRnîig cent. for that money in London. Themoney market seemed
tO 840854,106; wo hmd to mut inkig taudd in pt«. & to b. ffil.d. Bate wore ruliug very low, aid thero wua
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no possibility of saying at what time a change woul.1 take
place so that we might get a larger rate. Therefore, after
thinking the whole matter over, it was considered best, as
exchange was largely in our favor from London to New
York at that time, to send the money by exchange to New
York, under which operation we gained a fair sum for the
exchange. We were running the risk of placing the money
at a botter rate of interest here than we could get in
London. It was certain that we could get a considerably
larger rate, and we could not know how much larger
amount we might possibly get. Under these circum-
stances, the money was exchanged to New York, and, as I
said before, a certain sum was made by the exchange.
The money was thon placed in four Canadian banks at
the best rate they would give at that time, which was Il
per cent. It was the intention of the Government, taking
into consideration the rates of exchangg Ls they have been
on the average for a number of years, to keep that money
on deposit until the Ist January, and then, as the exchange
would be, according to previous experience, likely to be
favorable, to send the noney from New York to Lndin,
under which arrangement a large amouut would have boen
gained by the re-exchange, and those two sums sr gained,
being added to the amount received for the money depositcd
bore, would have given us a much larger interest than wu
could have obtained by leaving it in London.

Sir RICHA.RD CARTWRIGHT. How did that work
ont ?

Mr. FOSTER. It did not work out as we expected The
rates of exchange during the past year, as my hon. friend
knows, have been alhogether abnormal, owing to thec slow
mnovement of the cotton crop, the cost of wheat in consequence
of the speculative prices which prevailed bore and which
precluded shipments, and to the large imports into the United
States. Consequently, there was a difference in the exchange
between New York and London which had not obtained for
a long series of years, and thore was alogether a différence
in the normal rulings of exchange, so that, when the tst
January arrived, instead of there being the usual state of
things, gold was being shipped to London, and it woulI not
have been profitable for us to exchange to London. Under
those circumstances, we made arrangements with the baLks,
and, according to the statement which I brought down to
the Iouse a few days ago, a large amount of this money
remains in deposit in the Canadian banks at from 3 to :
per cent., running until the Ist July, 1889. I Euppose that
no person can well make calculations in business matters
extending over a number of years, on the basis of the
records for that periou, who is not liable to be upset in
his calculations by the force of abnormal causes. Those
causes have rather upset the calculations made for the
prisent year, but this fact remains, that, when this money
will have been returned to pay what we have to pay in
London, taking ail the cost and all the interest we have
received for deposits, we shall find at the worst that we
shall have paid for the million of pounds that we had on sur-
plus for the year a rate not exceeling 4 per cent., which is
certainiy not more than we would have had to pay for
a temporary loan which we would have had to make a year
afterwards.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the bon. gentle-
man permit me to ask him one question ? Was ary obligation
formally entered into on the part of the Government of
Canada that they would use their sinking fund to purchase
those 3 per cent. securities, and, if so, was that a positive
obligation ?

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend means, if I understand
him, are we to buy-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are you to use your
oinki fund to make purohases out of the 3 per cent, loan?

, Q00TRz,

Mr. FOSTER. I think, so far as my informatiLn goes,
that our investments for sinking fund purposes are to be
made out of the 3 per cents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a positive
pledge ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it was a positive pledge,
I cannot speak certainly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman's predecessor can tell him.

Mr. FOSTER. But I know that is what we are doing,
and that is, I think, what we sbould do, because I think it
bas its advantages, taken all in ail.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When the hon. gentle-
man returns after six perhaps ho will be able to tell the
House whether the pledge was a positive one or not.
Something depends upon that.

Mr. FOSTER. I will be able to say, but I do not think
it was a positive pledge. As showing the favorable nature
of that loan of whieh I have been speaking, as compared
with loans of other countries which were negotiated during
the same year, I will read the following table, showing the
loans effected by varions countries in 1888, with the per
cent., and price received:

Per PriceLoan. Cent Received.

Victoria .... . . .... ............... .... £15,000,000 4 £108'
Mexico ........ .......... ...... ,....... ........ 3,700,000 6 78Ï
Brazil .... ..... ...... .............. ........... 6,000,000 4j 97
New South Wales..... ...................... 3,500,000 31 103-12-2
In tia ,................. ... 7,000,00 3 96-7-0
Queensland.......... ........ . .... 2,500,000 3 94-16-6
Argentine Republic ... ........... 3,933,580 4 87
Uruguay ............... ........ .................. 4,255,300 6 82J

In respect to the Indian loan, we all know that it is much
the saine as a loan by the Government of Great Britain it-
self. Some of those countries are fair countries for com-
parison with Canada; others may not be so fair; but, as is
shown in the case of all of them, even of that of India, I
think, considering the circumstances which raie in an Indian
loan, as compared with a colonial one, the late loan by
Canada, may be considered to be very satisfactory indeed.
So much with reference to the loan. I now ask the indul-
gence of the flouse for a few moments while I turn to an-
other and more interesting subject-the commerce of the
couutry for the past year. In speaking of the commerce of
Canada one can barcely avoid taking into consideration the
zLate of commercial operations and commercial confidence
in Great Britain and the United States of America, because
these two great countries, with which we have so large a
commerce, and which have so large a commerce with the
rest of the world, are, as it were, barometers of the commer-
cial feeling and of the commercial enterprise of the world. I
find that in Great Britain the year that has jast passed
hqs been a fairly prosperous year, taking it through
and through, and trade in Great Britain, as shown
from all advioes, has steadily improved. It has
been sound and progressive, and there has been an
absence of speculation, which has been especially marked,
and business is reported as being more active at the present
time than it has been for many years past. A great im.
petus has been given to the shipping trade, and to ship-
buldingi Great tBriuin, as in our own couWr7, by tel
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rise in freights that bas taken place within the last year,
and I find that the tonnage which was built in
1888 in Great Britain was nearly double, the tonnage
which ws built in 1886, and largely in excess on
that whicb was built in 1887. As a consequence of
the revival in the shipbuilding trade and in the carry.
ing ,rade, there bas been a stimulation of the coal pro-
duction, and the demand by shipowners and shipbuilders
bas caused a large output, and a rise of wages for those
who work the mines. The iron industry bas been helped
as well, and cotton shipments have increased. One very
good index of the state of Great Britain is that, whereas at
the end of 18-7, 20 labor societies, reporting a member-
ship of 197,000 men, reported 13,700 unemployed, or 7 per
cent., at the end of 1888, 21 societies with a membership
of 249,000, reported only 8,200 unemployed, or 3 per cent.
Throughout Great Britain, according to latest advices, there
is a growing confidence and a cheeîy outlook for the trade
in the future. Much the same may be said with the trade
of the United States. The features of the trade of the
United States for the last year have been its heavy output
of pig iron, the highly satisfactory condition of its various
industries and its cotton trade especially,and the large output
of anthracite coal, the largest, I think, in the bistory of the
country. In reference to Canada, hon. gentlemen are, I sup-1
pose, as well acquainted with the condition of the country as'
myself, and it would not be news to them to state thati
throughout Canada there bas been a fairly average, or more,
than an average condition of trade, during the past year;i
that althouch the harvest was not of the best, it was compen-1
Paf ed for its deficiency in quantity, in some parts, by a
larger growth in others, and over the country generally by
an increased scale of prices. The manufacturing indus.j
tries are fairly prosperous, the textile industries especially,e
the large stocks which were held, as was the case in Great(
Britain and the case in the United States, having beeni
worked off, the mille are now running on low stocks, with1
orders in advance, which is a far more heaitby state of things(
than having larLe stocks on hand. I find that in Great1
Britain and the United States, and in Canada as well, there&
is an advance in prices, and there is an indication, in(
addition to an advance in prices, of a significant addi.-
tion in wages in the large industries of the country. It1
would rot be well for us to do other wise than to note in ourc
own country what i of sao much importance to the shipping,E
especially of the Maritime Provinces, the large increase ofi
freights wbich bas taken place and which has made thati
industry, which, as far as the carrying trade is concerned,a
bas not been very prosperous for the last number of years,c
look very encouraging, and bring in good returns to the
owners of vessels. With reference to our foreign trade, thet
total in value was, in exporte, $90,203,000, and the imports
were 8110,894,630, an increase in the exporte of $687,189, r
and a docrease in the importe of 81,997,606; being a total,
decrease in the trade of $1,310.417. Our exporte, I find,1
increased to the United States, France, Portugal, the West8
Indies, South America, China and Japan, Australia and
other countries; and they decreased with respect to Greatd
Britain, Germany, Spain, ltaly, Holland, Belgium, New-1
foundland and Switzerland, the decreases being small, t
with the exception of Great Britain, and the decrease%
in trade with Great Britain being largely due to the -
emaller shipments of cereals and cattle for which the
causes are apparent to the country. I find the exporte c
lset year were the highest, with .the exception of those o
of 1881, 1882, 1883 and 1884. The importa were the high. a
est since Confederation, with the exception of 1883, 1884, i
1887, 1872, 1873, 1874, 1875. The balance of trade is les V
againat the country than in the preceding year, the per- o
centage this year being 18.6 excssa of total importe over w
total exporte as against 20.7 lat year, and against an j
average of 20.4for the last six Years. I am nt going to L

1

1889. 441
diseuse the oft.discussed question of the balance of trade
which bas been well thresbed out in this country, and
which I suppose is well understood by both sides of the
House. But, Sir, I wish to say a word with reference to
what I consi ler to be a very important point in compari-
sons, and in order to introduce it, I will read an extract
from a speech which I think was delivered by my hon.
friend opposite (Sir Richard Cartwright) at Oakville, on
Augrust 13th, 1888. and the extract I have taken is from
the report in the Globe. The speaker said :

" How is It that we fini that while in 1873 the total volume of the
traie of the 'o-ninion was $117,000,000nlu value, yet ln 1887, after elght
or nine hundred thoueand people had been added to the population la
spite of enadus ani misgoverament, instead of increasing, the volume
has fallea off and aunk to about $200,000,000? How is it that we flnd
that wherea fifteen years ago we hd a total trade amounting to $5S
per bead, we have now, taking the figures of our opponents, a total of
but S t2 per head. "

Sir, I think that theb hon. gentleman need not have gone
further than his own intelligence, and hie own knowledge
of commercial affaire, to have given the question a eatisfao-
tory answer. I wish to refer to it here, because 1 consider
it is a comparison which is not strictly fair, and that other
facts onght to be bronht out in the statement of compar&a
tive trade, as shown by our returns, oomparing 1873 with
1887, for we find, on looking into the values of goods in this
country, in the United States, in Great Britain, and the
world over, that 1873 was the highest year for values in a
series of years from 1868, I might go further back, down
to 1887, and that the lowest series of values was reaohed in
1887-88. There are two ways by which you can compare
the trade of the country. You can compare it by its value,
and by its volume. Our returns simply compare by value,
and not by volume; and if, for instance, wheat falle 50 per
cent, one year as compared with another, this country
might export twice the quantity at the time of the
loweit value, vet, according to the trade return, the
exporte would be no greater, and the idea conveyed would
he that there was no greater production, and that no
greater results came from the incresed production
of this country throughout. I have here a statement
which bas been prepared for a number of years, and
brought up to date by Mr. Griffin, Secretary of the Board
of Trade of England, giving the values of enumerated
articles of export and importa for 1873, and from that
vear up. The modus operandi of getting at these returns
is Rimply this: Mr. Griffin goes to the oustom houses
and obtains the declared value of goode as entered at the
custom bouses, and h. thon deduces therefrom the rate
value. Having got the rate value in 1873, h. appliOs that
to the year with which h. compares 1873, and h. thus
obtains a fair comparison of the volume of trade upon equal
rates as between the different years. Looking at the mat.
ter in that light, we find that the total exporte from Great
Britain, according to the declared values, were, in 1879,
$363,000,000 ; 1883, $427,000,000 ; 1881. 8380-390,000 ;
1885, $371,00,000; 1886, 8950,000,000. Those are at the
declared values ; but if we taire the values at the rates of
1873 and compare them, we find, for instance, that whereas
the declared value of the exporte of Great Britain for 1886
was $350,000,000, its value calculated by the prices of 1873
was $509,000,000. That is to sav, that, instead of the trade
being but $350,000,000 In 1886, if the prices had been
equal to the prices of 1873 it would bave shown $509,000,000,
or more than 50 per cent. increase in the volume of trade
as compared between 1873 and 1886. If yon taire the
mporte in lire manner, the declared value of importa in
1886 was $212,000,000 ; the value of the importe at the rate
of 1873 was $349,000,000. So, in the case of exporte they
were 45 per cent. higher at the rate of 1873, and the im-
ports 64 percent. higher, as will be se by the followimg
wapres:-
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TALBE whieh shows uinmillions of doliars the value of exporta and im- rie sad fall of the prices in Canada-»Mtin al articles, W
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this desire which is growing and stretching out from the
true and solid basis of trade prosperity at home, into a
foreign trade with other countries, so that we may compete
witb foreign countries in the different wares that we make
and the different products that we raise. This country and
this Governient has always been desirous of extending its
trade to foreign countries. In all honesty and candor
that can be maintained and it cannot be denied.
No matter what Government bas been on the
Treasury benches, no matter what party bas been
in power, there bas been a continuous and a persistent
attempt to cultivate botter trade relations between this
country and the United States of America in a recipiocity
that should be fair and equally beneficent to both countries.
The negotiations of 1866, of 1869, of 1871, and of 1888,
al[ bear testimony to that. But, Sir, if the country to
the south of us will not go upon the linos of the late Roci-
procity Tr( aty, if it will not trade upon linos which are
fair and equal to both countries, and if it continues to show,
as it bas do1 e in the Senate Bill, and as it bas in the Presi-
dent's Message, delivered only yesterday, its reiterated
adherence to the high and strong protective system that
it has placed about its trade-then, Sir, it becomes
this country to build upon its own foundations, to develop
its own vast natural resources, and to further strengthen
the internai industries of the country which will enable
lier to extend ber trada into other countries, and to
meet there the competition which will be encountered
as Canadians can meet it. This spirit of the people is
being implemented by the Government. There are, lying
to the south of us, countries that are willing to trade
with us and in which an advantageous trade to Canada
could be established. The vast country of Southi America,
with its different governments, with its vast natural
reaources, with its demand for certain articles which
we can supply of the best kind, is roady for trade
with us on equal coLditions with all other countries
of the world. The West Indies, rich in elements of trade
which complement ours and needing a great many of the
products and manufactures which we can supply, afford a
field for what we believe to be a permanent and profitable
trade. In order to carry out that trade profitably we
believe there must be not only regular communication be-
tween the two countries, but that there must be aliso faii ly
rapid communication as well. This Government is pre-
pared, and has given indications of its determination, to
implement the desire of our people to trade with those
countries and build up a profitable commerce, and the Gov-
ernment has put in the Estimates, as we have seen, a sum
which Parliament will be asked to vote to establish steam
communication between this country, South America and
the West Indies. I have no doubt at ail that if this policy
is fairly carried out, as I believe it will be, there can be
worked up between Canada and those countries of which I
have made mention a large and profitable trade even in the
existing ttate of the tarif relations of the countries concerned.
Lying far out to the est of us are China and Japan, and
the Government- mindfuil of the possibilities of trade in
that direction which las alroady been developed, has
pledged itself to implement the subsidy of the home
Government to a direct line of steam communication be-
tween the western terminus of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way on the Pacifie coast and those countries. The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company bas already for a number of
Months had its steamers on that line, and the posai bilities of
working up a fairly remunerative and profitable trade have
been abundantly shown in that time. Why, Sir, to-day the
Surplus produot of our cotton mills finds a profitable
market in those distant countries, which a few years ago
were inaccessible to a profitable trade, but which to-day,
thanks to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and to
the OIterprise of this oeuntry in amsisting in the construo-
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tion of its road. and thanks to that same company for
putting on this lino of steam communication, we have a
direct lino, and one of the best lines, of communicstion
with those great countries to the east. Tien, down on the
Southern Pacifie Ocean lies a vast continent of islands,
which have certain wants which Canada can implement,
and certain productions which Canada can take; and the
Government proposes to ask Parliament to aid in the
establishment of a direct lino of communication be-
tween our western coast and the colonies of Australia
and New Zealand ; and I think I am permitted to
state bore that advices which have been received froma
the Australian colonies are favorable to the considera-
tion of the question of closer trade relations betweon
Canada and the vast countries which lie in the Southern
Pacifie. Thon, we have had an Atlantic service which
for a serles of years, though fairly good, bas not been
as good as it should ho, taken in connection with the com-
peting linos sailing to the great ports to the south of us;
and the Government to.day are considering what means
are best adapted for improving that service, and placing it
on such a footing that Canadians need not be at all ashamed
to compare their route with the linos of steamships which
connect with the ports of New York, Boston and Baltimore.
In all this there bas been the double aim to develop the in-
dustry of the country within, and to extend our trade and
commerce withcut. We have done the first, and now our
competition is ove flowing the borders of oar domestic
markets and seeking profitable markets outside ; and I could,
if time permitted, give the House facts which have been
gathered from different manufacturera in this country show-
ing to what an extent they have worked up profitable fields
for their goods during the last three years in those distant
countries of which I have spoken. And, Sir, I belleve that
to be the proper Cauadian policy, that we should look first
to this country, first to its industrial improvement and to
the development of its great natural resources, that we
should live in comity and peace with the nations!to the south
of us and all other countries in the world ; but at the sanie
time, that neither threats of non-intercourse, nor blandish-
monts from without, nor specious pleas from within, should
ever bo sufficient to induce this country to band over its
commerical independence to any other country in the world.
With a share of this continent larger in size than the Re-
public to the south of us, and immeasurably rich in natural
resources, with a population the most hardy in the world
by virtue of our climate, with immense productions of the
great staples of the world's consumption and use, with a
future before us of peace assured under a fiag of a country
which is the most powerful on the sea and the most power-
ful the wide world over, I believe that Canada's future lies
in a path of steady, courteous treatment of all countries with
whom we have intercourse, and of a steady persistent de-
velopment of her own commercial linos of policy, for the
benefit of her own people, and for a land which is to ho the
home of future millions.

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

After Recess.

Mr. FOSTER. When the House took recess, I was
making some remarks with reference to the commerce of
Canada and her development in one lino of commercial
enterprise. That was especially with reference to ber
foreign commerce, the tables for which are given in our blue-
books, and which are the data upon which we muast roly
for our chief calculations with reference to the improve-
ment of our foreign trade. It will, however, be apparent
to the House that the foreign trade of a country is but one
branch of the great stream of commercial lite and enter-
prise which helps to develop a country and to transport ils
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products from the place of production to the place of growth that has taken place in tbat can be fairly appre-
market. There is another branch of the commerce of a ciated by studying for a moment the growth of communi-
country which, although it may not be in the early stages, cations, the increase of nes of transport between Province
of so great development and so great importance, bas, and Province and between the different sctions of each
nevertheless, from the very start, an importance of its Province. Since that time, the whele ef the Provinces
own which continually grows and continually widenp, have been placed underone central Government. Since that
stop by stop, with the growth and development of time, these have been joined together by Ues ef communica-
the country; and in many cases comes to be, after a tion extending from the remetest part cf the east to the
series of years, not only equal in volume to the foreign Pacific coast, aud branching ont in hundreds of different
commerce of the country, but in certain particulars directions te every section cf the country, and ail of these
is of greater importance, and bas a larger influence upon have meaus of communication, have had an influence, one
ita development. Our returns and our statistics, unfortu- cannot overrate, in developing sections through which they
nately, give us but a very imperfect idea of the volume and pass, as well as of renderiug the general carreutcom-
extent, and the growth, year by year, of this stream of in merce aud et communication more easy cf constant flow.
ternal or domestic commerce, and what we do get is simply 1 bolieve, if we had the fullstatistics ef internal commerce
picked up here and there from sources which may be reli- and domestic trade of this country, that te-day they weuld
able of themselves, but which, being scattered, renders it prove a revelation te our people, and we woutd place more
difficult to generalise, from the information taken at various store upon that iucreased donestic trade, iustead ef placing
points, and difficult to come to a conclusion that can be se much store by the whole stress cf our investigation ou
relied upon to comprehend the full extent and full importance our foreign trade, when we knew the extent of this current
of our commerce. However, this much we may take as which is vivifying every part cf Confederation iu its internai
certain, that in 1867, at the time of the union of the Pro- progress. We may, hewever, get at something of this from
vinces, the domestic commerce and internai trade, as be- différent sources. Witbin the iast few mouths, there has been
tween the Provinces now termiug the Coufederation, was sittihg at various times and at varions parts f the iDominien
very small in exteint, aud, as1 hope te be able teprove, it of Canada, a commission oef labor appoited by this
bas been very rapid in its grewth, until at present it bas &overmnt which bas been exsmining into the
attaiued a develepment et the ntmest importance te the condition f laber and the relatiens between itsnd
country, and which deserves te be studied by ail who would capital in the various industries; and in the course
fairly appreciate our pregress, and who would arrive at et their iuvestigations, a mass tf most useful knowledge
we right conclusions with reference te the effect of the policy bas been gathered and is now compiled in their report, a
haveadhpted. Thereawere certain circumstances that made study of which wil help us tr a botter appreciatincf
the exchauge cf internai commerce impossible te aty large many et these questions than we have bitherto been able
extent lu 1867. Lu the first place, these Provinces which trone at. hold lu my hand some gleanings prepared oen
formed British North America, outside of NewfoudlaPd, the subject taken fr bntheinformation gathered by that
were acattered. Bach had its ewn Goverument; each had its commission. Befere taking up the items to wbich I have
ewn commercial tariff;each had its hopes sud aspirations aluded, I find that the records of the Intercolonial Railway
bounded by its owu limita; ahd the meaas of communi- show that there ai a steady imprevement f trade which
cation as betweeu the different parts et oaci Province, sud continues te devevop between the Maritime ud the Upper
the means cf communication betweem Province and Provinces and the far westi Take last year's retunan alone,
Province, were cf s quality and exteut wbich were net ten d we find that the Maritime Provinces hve sent tothe
be comparedte those that now exiat, sud their inferior extent Upper Provinces, ceai, sud fn, ad refined sugar, sud
muet have been pewerful lu preveuting any large internai cottons, tackle and co-dage opd twine, hardware, weoden-
exchange of producta. Besides the hostile tariffs sud the wre, leathr bats, cloth, woeollens, chocolate, glue, dry
Iack cf communication. there was aise a lack of mu tuai good, sopa, potatoe, ate, starch, manu actures cf iren,
industries sud cf mutual knowledge. To build up internai cattle, machinery, boots sud shoes, building tone, hiay, fruit
commerce sud to get the furl benefitd inuniying a country tres, plaster, lfmber, grindstonesw sd numerous ther arti-
sud in stimuting by the example cfone part and the clos of smaller volume. We flnd that the St. Lawrence pro
influence f one section, other sections tobe abet point of vinces have sent manufactures cf iron, fleursud ieai, coarse
trade the demand snd the supply which are tips created grains, s, barley, cern, meats, agricutural implements,
in order t do that, there muet be centres et indutry in woodework, wire fencing, ertheware, paints sud colora,
different sections f the country which become more or le8s bides, cheese, sud numereus other articlesý The Marysville
te means cf developing individual sectional resour- Cotton Mil, a miii of very large capacity uear Frede-icteu,
ces sud creatng interprovinciae demad df oaupply. reports sales l 1888 te the Uper Provinces over four times
By means of these centres an internai demand sud lu advance of the previcus year. We flnd the Nova Scotia Steel
supply d created which causes an interchange of aud Ferge Co.of Newlasgow reports sales during the pastfve
productane d builda up internai commerce. There years of nearly eue million f dollars, sud they ata rmaking
shonld ais be, besides these mutual industries, a mutual steady progresawhidchu tons their output for last year shows
knowledge existing botween the differeut parts f s coun- 35 per cent. increlne over that f the previus year, nd
try. Now, lu 1867, that kowledge was at its miuimum. the sales for the Upper Provinces continue te increase. St.
The people cf Nova Sceti May have had, ln its diffre t John Cottin Moiln have sent between 900,000 sud 810000e000
sections, s goed ides cf the Province of Nova Scotia as a worth of tbeir producta to the Upper Provinces the last four
whole. They knew a litts ;cf New Brunswick, but litte yeara, sud their sales in 1888 te these Provinces were 70
in cemparison te what they do n w. of Prince Edward per cent, more than those cf 1886. We find the Moncton
Island sd of Nova Soti the saine may be saide althnugh Cott n Milîs report a steady increase iu their sales te the
these Provinces, lying more closely together sud being upper Provinces. We fnd the Mocton Sugar Refnery
more eaily traversed, had a larger amunti f mutual know- reports sales te the Upper Provinces cf 13,296.000 Ibn.tf
ledge bed mutual interest than existed between, say, the their product. We fnad the Yarmouth Woolen Mille report
Maritime Provinces. sd the centraiopartif the Dominion, 20 p r cent. increae in their sales t the upper Provinces
or between the central part cf the Dominion sud the in 1888 over 1887. Coming now t the items cf information 
extreme western Provinces. me othat taking ani these the Labor Report, I glean from the Royal Labor Commission
thinga into ecsideration, it is impossible that there bould report the following: Take the Province cf New Brunswick.
have been s very large streamncf internAi tradeand the Mr. andButler, cf St. John, sysI"The demand for Cana4ia4

Mr~. FoisTEm.
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stone is becùming greater." Mr. Sutherland, of the French- are able to compete with Toronto and Montreal
port Quarry, says, "We have been sending stone to Ottawa firms, and our business is steadily increasing," A few
and Ilamilton, and grindstones and box atone to Montreal." examples from Nova Scotia. Mr. Allison, of the J. P.
Epps, Dodd & Co., of the St. George's Granite Quarries, Mott works, says: "The consumption of chocolate ail over
say, " Two-thirds of our goods go to Ontario." Mr. Broad, the Dominion has steadily increased for some years back."
of the St. Stephen's Broad Axe and Edge Tool Manufactory, Mr. Boak, fish merchant of Halifax, says: "We ship of
says, "We ship to British Columbia and Montreal, and our fresh fish between 200 and 250 tons in the season, most of
agents in Montreal send alil over Quebec and Ontario." Mr. it to the Upper Provinces." Mr. Oland, brewer, says:
Coutts, of the St. George's Granite Quarries, says, "Our "We get about 500 bushels of malt a week from Ontario."
market is principally in tue United States and Ontario." Mr. O'Mullin, brewer, says: "We purchase our malt in
Mr. Fowler, edge tool manufacturer of St. John says, "I Ontario." Mr. Smallwood, of the Acme Skate Factory,
sell springs and axIes in Montreal." Mesrs. Allison of St. says: "We sali our skates all over the Dominion." Mr.
John, dry goods and shirt manufacturers, say, "We sell ail Stairs, Dartmouth Rope Works, ays: "We send cordage
the goods in Montreal and the Maritime Provinces." Mr. to Ontario and binder twine to Ontario, Manitoba and the
Brown, harness maker, says, "We use altogether Upper North-West." Mr. Turnbull, of the Nova Scotia Sugar
Province leather. North-West hides are the best." Mr. Refinery, says: "75 per cent. of our output goes into
Burnham, furniture manufacturer, says, "Some woods for Canada, throughout the Dominion." Now, these are but
furniture we get in Canada. What furniture we do net some samples of what a more diligent and extended ex-
make ourselves. we get from Ontario and Nova amination would show to be a large and increasing volume
Scotia." Mr. McAvity, St. John, brass founder, says, of trade which is taking place and continually growing
" We sell most of our goods in Ontario." Mr. Connors, between the outlying portions of this Dominion, and
of the St. John Rope Works, says, "We send a great deal of especially in this respect between the Maritime Provinces
bindery twine to Ontario and Manitoba." A carriage and the Upper Provinces, and conversely. i we take again,
builder says, "Very few American carriages are imported as an index of this trade, the statistics of the Intercolonial
into St. John. There used to be a number imported a few Railway, the great central lina of communication between
years ago." Mr. Edgecombo says, "We get carriages the Maritime Provinces and the west, we tind a very instrue-
from Guelph and Montreal." Mr. Robinson, carriage buil- tive series of figures, some of which I have tabulated,.and will
der, says, "There are very few Amarican springs im- read to the House. In 1876-77, the number of tons carried
ported now. We get leather tops from the Upper over the Intercolonial was 421,327. In 1887-88, the number
Provinces, other parts of carriages from Galt and Guelph. was 1,275,995 tons, an increase of 202 per cent. In 1876-77,
We import from away up in Ontario." Mr Shaw, carriage 254,7 t barrais of flour were carried over the road, and in
builder, says, "We sell our carriages all over the Maritime 1887-88, 845,750, an increase of 232 per cent. The grain car-
Provinces, and we have sent some as far as Ontario." Mr. ried in 1876-77, was 292,h52 bushels, and in 18b7-b8, 1,211,-
DeWolfe, of St. Stephens, carriage builder, says, "There is 540 bushels, an increase of 314 per cent. In 1876-77, there was
a gieut improvement in Canadian colors, and I think they carried 58,096,475 feet of lumber, and in 1887-8-, 196,444,-
compare favorably with any colors made. This year we 819 feet, an increase of 238 per cent. The number of live
have used Canadian colora principally." Mr. Ganong, con stock carried in 1876-77, was 37,414, and in 1887-88, 90,439,
fectioner, says, "We consider Canadian sugar fully equal an increase of 141 per cent. The quantity of other goods
te American. The average price has been lower than in carried in 1876-77, was 311,756 tons, and in 1887-88, 877,395,
the States. We use mostly Canadian." Mr Bell, cigar an increase of 181 per cent. Tha passengers carried in
manufacturer of St. John, says, "We sali and ship goods to 1876-77, were 613,420, and in 1887-88, 996,194, an increase
Quebec." Mr. A. Gibson, of Marysville, cotton manufac- of 62 per cent. The earnings in 1876-77, were 8682,549, and
turer, says, "We find our market ail over Canada- in 1887-S8, $1,778,539, an increase of 160 per cent. The
Manitoba, British Columbia, Ontario and Quebec." Mr. working expenses in 1876-77, were $86,175, and in 1887-88,
Hazelhurst, Excelsior manufacturer, says, " We have sent 82,065,538, an increase of 130 per cent. Taking the tons of
Excelsior te Montreal." Mr. Russel, spool manufacturer, raw sugar shipped from Halifax and St. John, we find that
says, " We ship our Excelsior to diffarent parts of the in 1884, 21,538 tons were shipped, and in 1888, 23,742 tons,
Dominion, as far as Toronto." Mr. Macfarland, manufacturer an increase of 10 per cent. The tons of refined sugar shipped
of small hardware, says: "We send all over Canada, as far from Halifax, Moncton and Dartmouth in 1884 were 20,796,
as Biitish Columbia." Mr. Ketchum, Cold brook Rolling and in 1888, 30,917, an increase of 49 per cent. The tons of
Mills, says: "We sell most of our iron in the Maritime coal shipped from Nova Scotia to the Chaudière Junction
Provinces and Quebec." Mr. Leetch, paper bag maker, were in 1884, 112,898, and in 1888, 184,662, an increase of
says: "We get stock for our bags and tags in Montreal. 64 per cent. I think, Sir, that no person can read this
We find it to be cheaper and just as good as that imported." table of increase and percentages of increase, without being
Mr. Moore, nail manufacturer, of St. John, says: "Our struck with the enormous development of the traffic on that
trade with the west is limited, but we have sant copper the great central lino of communication between the Mari-
goods te Toronto and Montreal." Mr. Thompson, manu- time and the Upper Provinces.
facturer of paints, says: "We find a market alil over these
Provinces and down in lower Quebec." Mr. Nelson, paper Mr. CHARLTON. Before the Minister passes from that
manufacturer, says: "We send west to Toronto." Mr. subject I would like to enquire whether there are any con-
O'Neill, boots and shoes, says: "We get our leather from clusions or estimates as to the amount of our internal com-
Ontario. I find a great improvement in Canadian goods." merce last year, in dollars, as a whole ?
Mr. Henderson, mantels and grates, says: "We have a
market in Ottawa and Montreal." Mr. Stevens, manufac- Mr. FOSTER. None that I know of, it is impossible to
turer of hosiery, ays: "We buy a great deal of fine yarns get it. There are no statisties which will give it; we can
from Quebec Province." Mr. Vroom, manufacturer cf slip- only get bits of information and generalise as best we can
pers and oil-tanned larrigans, says: "We sell our goods from these. I have here a statement of the principal
principally in Ontario and Quebec, and get some leather articles transported over the Intercolonial Railway from
rom Ontario." Mr. Young, nut and bolt works, says: "The the Upper Provinces to stations in Nova Scotia and New
rivets that we make are mostly aold in Montreal. We Brunswick :
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Articles. Tons.

Iron and manufactured iron ...... .....-............. ..... 1,372
Flour and meal .................................................... 61,369
Bran, shorts and middlings ....................... ...... , ..... 5,231
Oats............... ................... ........................ o0
Barley ..... ... ....................... ........... ..-..... ......... 280
Corn, peau and beans..............................,2,109
Butter, cheese and lard ...... ,............. ......... 421
Hay and straw......... ........... 304
Meats ....... .................. . ................. ......... 1,552
Leather and hides ............... .................. 404
Merchandise ...... ............... ............ 19,525
Stone and slate................. .............. 73
Balt ..... .......................-....................... ............... 55
Machinery and agricultural implements ............... 944
Woodwork, furniture, &c...,............ ............. ........ 665
Live stock ......... ..... ............... ...............-........... 7
W ire and wire fencing .................. ..... ....... ............ 87
Earthenware ..... ...... ............ ................................. 143
Oi, paint and tar. ........................ 1,845
Canned goode ... .................. ..................... 53
Lumber and building material............. ..... 1,424
Fruit and vegetables ........................ . 259
Cotton..........................998
Fish... ............ ..................... ........ ............... ..... 22
Lime and cement ...................... ......... 305

Passing from the indications which are given by the figures
which I have read as to the amotint of trade which is taking
place in an increasing volume over the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and between the Maritime and Upper Provinces, and
conversely, let us enquire for a moment what is taki0g
place on a different element and by a different mode of
carrying power, as is shown in the coasting trade in the
Dominion of Canada. I bave here a table the results of
which, I think, will be equally satisfactory to the Canadian
who is proud of the progress of his country, as the figures
which I have read of railway traffic over the Intercolonial
Railway:

Per
- 1879. 1888. Increase.

cent.

Canadian coasting trade. $12,066,683 $18,789,279 $6,722,596 56
atlantic and Guit do 5,683,447 10,863,329 5,179,882 91
Steam tonnage do 9,691,465 14,677,255 4,986,790 51
Sa.iling vessels do 2,375,218 4, 1 t2,024 1,736,806 73
Man power employed....... 604.305 876,954 272,649 45

do Atlantic and1
Gulf Point................... 278,251 528,306 250,055 90

Pacific coast cast'g trade 223,707 1,434,266 1,211,559 541
Man power do 15,685 5,991 43,806 276

In respect to the steamer tonnage, we find, as shown
above, an increase of 50 per cent. during those two periods.
Of sailing vessels, the increase was 'i per cent, showing
that although there is a large increase in the steam tonnage
of coasting vessels, the sailing vessel, for coasting pur-
poses, still keeps its place ahead of steam. These figures
and this pi ogress, while gratifying to ail Canadians-
because now all Canadians take an inter-est in every
section of this country-must be particularly g; atifying to
the representatives and the people of British Columbia,
who are so prond of their beautiful Province and who have
such confidence in its future development. Sir, we find
that the development of the coal tracte gives us another
indication which may te relied upon, to a certain extent.
Coal and iron, of course, are being stimulated in their pro-
duotion, output and manufacture. The coal product in Canada
in 1868 amountcd to 623,392 tons; the produce in 188b
was 2,449,793 tons, an immense increase mainly taking
place in Nova Scoiia and Cape Breton, and on the Pacifie
cast, although the coal areas, which are known to exisi
all over the North-West, are being profitably worked at
several points, and the output is largely increasing in the
great west, or the middle section of our country. Taking

Mr. FO&TER.

the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the great line of communica-
tion which joins our central system with the Pacifie coast,
we find that the increase of interprovincial traffic s alseo
satisfactory. The tons carried by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway in 1885 were 1,996,355; in 1888 they were 2,508,-
600. Passengers carried in 1885 were 1,660,719; in 1888
the number was 2,289,800. The earningS of that road in
1885 were 88,368,493; in 1888 the earnings were $13,-
195,535. The inter-provincial tonnage carried east and
west from Port Arthur during the 11 months of 1887-88
are as follows: In 1887, 176,421 tons ; in 1888, 278,213
tons, an increase in the 11 months of 101,792 tons.
The Asiatie freight also furnishes an indication
of the stimulation of domestic industries carried out
in exports to a foreign country, and I think it
would not be uninteresting to the House, in this con-
junction, to have the figures of actual proceeding.
In 1887 the inward and outward Asiatie freight was
11,589 tons; 1888, 13,048 tons. In 1887 the quantity of
tea carried was 13,805,022 Ibs.; 1888, 13,444,269. In 1887
the silk carried was 466,687 Ibs. ; 1888, 475,014. In 1887,
general merchandises, 2,388,138 Ibs.; -1888, 2,056,787;
In 1887, cotton goods, 5,798,173 Ibs.; 1888, 8,826,772 lbs.;
In 1887, machinery, 55,591 Ibo.; 1888, 467,539 Ibs. In
1887, general merchandise, 486,608; 1888, 298,037. In
1887, cotton goods from Canadian mille, 1,742,205 lbs.;
1888, 2,009,947 lbs. This bears out the assertion I made
in the early part of my statement that there has been a
decided increase in the exporte of Canadian cotton mille to
China and Japan. As showing the movement of grain in
Manitoba and the North- West in connection with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway it may be mentioned that in
1887 the grain moved by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
from Manitoba and the North-West reached 11,741,160
bushels, while the local grain movement in Manitoba was
1,248,219 bushels, making the total grain movement over
the Canadian Pacific Railway that year 12,989,379 bushels.
Prom these indications, which are after all but partial in-
dications, I think we may be justified in believing that
the development of the internal commerce of this country
bas marched apace, as it was natural it should do, with the
opening up of new sections, with the establishment of
industries and especially with the establishment of facilities
for communication between outlying parts of the same
Provinces and between the different Provinces forming the
Dominion. I will weary the House no longer with my
statement so far as that ls concerned, believing however
that the items gathered with a good deal of pains and trouble
cannot but be interesting and instructive to the people of
this country. And now, in conclusion, I will ask your in-
dulgence, Mr. Speaker, while I call the attention of this
House to an extract from a speech delivered by the leader
of the Opposition at Oakville, in August, 1888, as it was
published in the Globe. The hon. gentleman, speaking
there made this, as I think, extraordinary statement He
said :
" It is now 21 years bince Confederation was established. We started

with the hope-is it not true ?-we started with the hope, as it ws told
at that time, that we would link together the Britith Provinces on the
continent of America, that we would bind them together with ties of
affection and mutual pride and that we would make them a nation.
Such was our dream, such was our hope often expressed, often repeated.
Now, I ask every one in this audience, no matter what may have been in
the past his political predilections, no matter wbether he has been a
Conservative or a Reformer-I ask every one in this audience, looking
back over the time, how far have we advanced in the task we met
ourselves to perform 21 years ago? Sir, the painful answer muet be that
we have not advanced one iota, one single jot.''
The House and I think the country as well will understand
why Idenominated this an extraordinary utterance for a gen-
tleman who bas the political knowledge, and who I believe
bas at heart-I should like to believe at least that he has at
heart-that patriotism which a Canadian statesman should
possess. What are the assenions he makes ? First, that what
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we have set ont to ao was to link together the British Pro.
vinces on the continent of America. We have not advanced
one single jet in that, respect, says the hon. gentleman.
Second, to bind together in bonds of mutual affection and
pride the people of this country. We have not advanced
a s:ngle iota in that direction, says the hon, gentleman.
Third, to make of this country a nation. And there has
been no advance in that regard. Sir, I think an hon. gen-
tleman who could make an assertion like this in view of the
2 L years of progress of this Confederation must have
sbut hie eyes to every part of the record which was
plainly written before him, if he could not see the progress
made in every part of this country towaids linking together
these outlying Provinces. I think he must have closed bis
ears to the sounds of progrees which would have greeted
them if he had kept them open fron every part of the
country, showing with every fail of the hammer, with every
turn of the wheel, the mutual interests which were being
welded together, and which were being brought into play on
the fine of making these people interdependent on each
other, of making them essential to each others wants, and
especially linking them together in the bonds of commer-
cial union and in the bonds of social and political union as
weil. Let me take up, if you please, Mr. Speaker, these
items a little in detail. First, the hon. gentleman said we
have not made a single step in advance towards linking the
Provinces together. I think the visitor who approached
these shores in 1867 and took a survey of the Canadian
Provinces as they were then and the same visitor who
returns to-day to our shores and takes a survey of Canada
as it is to-day, cannot but be impressed with the sharp
contrast presented in every line, and particularly in the
condition of the country now as compared with the con-
dition of the country then. At that time we had Pro
vinces widely scattered, with hostile tariffs, with no lines
of communication. The Maritime Provinces during seven
months of the year had no way. to reach the Upper
Provinces except through foreign territory, and no
way during the other months of the year except
by a long circuitous route by the sea. The two Pro-
vinces in the centre of the country had no access to the
great country of the North-West except through a foreign
country part of the way and then to make an overland
iourney by river or by vehicle into some portions of the
country in the North West. The North-West itself was a
terra incognita, it was unknown even to the few people who
lived in some sections of it. It was as unknown as is the
centre of Africa to the people of the Maritime Provinces,
and to the mass of the people of the two centre Provinces
as well. The mountains that run north and south between
British Columbia and the North-West forbade all intercourse
between that country and the Pacifie Province. Now, what
appears? The visitor who comes here to-day finds
a very different etate of things. He finds Nova
Scotia intersected with railways running to almost
every important part of the country. He finds
New Brunswick intersectel with railways, possess-
inig a larger mileage in proportion to ber popu
lation than probably any other country in the world.
He sees long lines of splendid communication stretching
from Halifax to Montreal, stretching from Montreal to the
Pacifie and joining with steamship lines east and west, thus
forming a communication which unites the great east in
Europe with the great east in Asia by the shortest and best
route for much of the commerce and for the largest pro-
portion of the passenger traffic between those great sections
of the world. ie found thon, Sir, different Governments,
he found thon different tarifs, he found then the hopes and
the thoughts of each Province bounded within itself, with.
out any great future to look to; and no student of history
either in the paist or in the present will fail to see tue vasti
effect and the mighty developing influence that the hope of

an expanding future hasupon the growth of a young country.
ake it believe that there is nothing in the future in point

of great developmont or of national status, that there is net
a future of hope and promise and you bave put one of the
strongest limits te a country's developing powers. To-day
we find Nova Scotians, New P>runswickers, Prince Edward
Islanders, men from Ontario and Quebec, and every other
Province, not feeling so much that they are bound
by the limits of their own Province, but believ-
ing ard feeling and working out that feeling and be-
lief that they are now citizens of a larger country, that they
are citizens of a country which, in extent and in resources,
is greater than most countries of the world, and is inferior
to but few. We live now under one Government; we have
the uniting power which comes from a common political
literature; we have ail that uniting power which comes
from a comnon commerce and intercourse which spreads
from end to end of the country along well travelled
linos, and it is simply astonishing to me that a man of in-
telligence and a man of patriotism cau stand up in any por-
tion of Canada in this year 1888, and caun say that, as far
as linking together the Provinces, thero has not been
a single stop maae in advanice from 1867 to 18>ý8. That
hon. gentleman said, in the second place, that what was
proposed was to bind the people togother in ties of mutual
respect and iffection, and that in that direction ne advanee
had bcen male. I take issue with my hon. friend on that
point and take issue with him most strongly. 1, as a New
Brunswick man, plead guilty to ties of mutual respect and
affection for my bon. friend, with his kindly manner, with
his cultured intellect, and, Sir, I should never have known
my hon. friend, in all probability, had it not been that these
Provinces became united, and that in this gradual getting
together of people from different parts of this country 1
became acquainted with him. What has taken place in
this one particular is but a sample of what is taking place
every day, for the people of one part of the country become
acquainted with the people of another to whom they would
have remained strangers for ever if it had not been that the
Provinces were united into a one country, with a common
Government a mutual commerce and a common political
centre. It is hard t- analyse and it is most difficuit to esti-
mate the real importance of what takes place in this silent
and quiet way. Every visitor trom the remoto part of one
Province or wbo goes from the older Provinces to the far
west, has a power inj'cted into his life which fiads its way
out into the associations of his whole alter life, and which
acting upon many units in the way in which it acts on the
one does more than we cani imagine to make us one people,
and to combine together in ties of mutual affection and
esteem the people of this common country, living as they do
under one common governmnent. The hon. gentleman
said that what was proposed at the outset was to
make of this country a nation; whatever ho could
have meant by that, whether it was meant that
the country should take gradually upon itself the
larger life, the more generous sentiments and the con-
fidence and pride which comes from greatûes contin-
ually in progress and continually in growth or whether
my hon. friend meant Independenco I do not know. I do
know that wbether it De one or the other, as far as ail es-
sential elements of growing nationality and greatness are
concerned, there has been a power at work in this Dominion
of Canada from 1868 to 1888 which has simply been mar-
vellouis n its width and its force, as well us in its result-
ant effects. What are the elements of national life whether
you mean independent national lite, or whether you mean
the life of a great half co tinent like ours united in
mutual tonds of affection of blood and of common national-
ity with other countries equally large in extent and greater
in population ail belonging te the one reat Empire,
what I ask are the elements of national life ? hey are great
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resources, great industries, great traffli and consequent great
development. Look at the resources of this country. Has
there been no revelation from 1868 to 1888 ?

Mr. MILLS. None whatever.

Mr. FOSTER. None whatever, says my hon. friend.
Well, there never will be so long as such a Bourbon as my
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is a judge of what
bas been a revelation. Has there been no revelation of the
great resources of this eountry to the people of Canada
from 1868 to the present time?

Mr. LANDERKIN. The national debt.

Mr. FOST gR. Has there been no revelation of the
Immense resources in lands which belong to the country and
of the productive soil power which at the time of Confedera-
tion was not dreamed of by the inhabitants of the country;
bas there been no revelation of our great resources of
mines and mineral wealth. My hon. friend who sits oppo-
site to me (Mr. Charlton) has been for the last few months
a worthy member of a Mining Commission which has gone
east and west and north and south. I have read speechets
by that bon. gentleman, and I have read reports of the
investigations of that commission, and I believe I am per.
fectly right in saying that within six months a revelation
had been made to my hon. friend himself of 'the
resources and variety and value of the mining riches of
this country. In the North-West and in parts of the older
Provinces these resources are gradually coming to light,
until to.day, in the Dominion of Canada, resources which
are of immense extent and which in the future will become
immense sources of wealth to this country have become
apparent to ait.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, if we can get them developed.
Mr. FOSTER. Sir, bas there not been an increase in

great industries since 1868 till to.dy? That question has
been so often discussed on the floor of this House, and ias
a literature which is so well known to the people of this
country, that it would be bold in me to attempt to take up
the time of this House for a single moment in trying to es-
tablish the fact that from 1868 to 1888 there has been an
immense stride forward in the establishment of indusrtial
life and of industrial centres in this country. Has there
been no great and growing traffe in this country? Why,
Sir, our export trade, judged by values alone, has increased
from 1868 to 1888 60 per cent., and our total trade 50 per
cent; and if the difference in value were taken into
account, the trade in volume would be found to have in-
creased in those twenty years more I believe than twice
its amount. To-day the Dominion of Canada, in the 21st
year of its existence, bas a foreign commerce, in addition
to its internat trade, amounting in value to $41.40 per
capita of its population, while the United States has a per
capita foreign trade of but 8:3. Now let me ask this
House to listen to some few statements which will show by
the strongest kind of argument, the immense development
whi -h has taken place in the manufactures of this country.
I have before me a table of the averages and percentages
of raw material imported into Canada for home consump.
tion, the items of which show an immense development of
industrial life, and consequently of trade life of the country.
In order to make this statement as fair as I possibly could,
instoad of taking single years and comparing them, I have
taken two years at the beginning and two years Lt the end,
and compared the average of the two years together in each
case. These figures I will hand to the reporter, so that
they may be spread upon the records:-

AVERAGE and percentage of raw material imported in Canada for home consumption.

18f 9-70............... .
1887-88...................
1869-88....................
1887 88 over av. 1869-70.
1887-88 do 1869-88.

lbs ib
3,210,785 1,4
7,008,012 33,3
5,230,039 17,3
118 p e... 2,25
34 p c... 9

bs
18,671
88,766
97,742
3 p e..
2 p. c

Sugar.

lbo.
'9,018,875

188,693,004
104,025,?00
550 p.c.....

81 p c.

1o.-

$
1,038,861
1,805,293
1,263,310
74 p.c....
43 p

Gutta
Percha.

119,338
515,168
338,745
331 p.c
52 p.C.

4p

$
227,071
830,858
516,213
266 p.c

61 p.c.

L. 6.

e O04.

$ $
55,374 9,741

108,724 62,025
93,612 34,576
96 p.c 537 p C
16 p.o. 79 p.c.

Juuk and
Oakum.

61,017
54,096
54,341

-- p.C.
,%of 1p.C.

or

5,521
52,324
30,26b

848 p.c
73 p.c..

Broom
Corn.

$
11,001
129,500
100,984
16 p c.
28 p.c..

- M . - - - M M M M - M__
v

Fibres.

S
47,2271
72,519
51,525

53 p.-c....

41 p.c .

Hemp.

$

- O

9,192
19,412
14,775

Jute and
Jute B.

$s

.111 p.c.....I..... .......

........ 31 pc.....,.....

261,231. .......
740,342....
622,052..

oO

31,195
271,789
138,686

771 p.c

96 P.C. 1

Bristles.

$
24,0541
73,662
49,204

206 p.c.1

49 p.C.1

Hair. Fura
and

Skins.

$ $
12,3151143,485
36,375 471,029
23,672 310,715

195 p.. 228p.c.

54 p.c. 52p.c.

2,408............. ............
27,665. .... ......

183 p.c ... a...... ...... 11,049 p.c.1............ ............ . ......... ...

19 p.C.. 1............... 54 p.e.1............ ............ . 1.-.. .

o

Average, 1880-81................ 7,020
do 1887-88.................... 161,874
do 1880-88....................., 93,761

Increase, av. 1887-88 over av
1880-81....-.................. 2,206 p. c.

Increese, av. 1887-88 over av.
1880-88.............. .......... 73 p c.

Average, 1677-78.
do 1887-8......
do 1877-88......

Increase, av. 1887-88
over av. 1877-78....

Increue, av. 1887-88
over av. 1877-88....1

Silk,
rMw.

24,369
155,272
91,272

537 p.c ...

70@p.....

Sausage
Oasings.

?,140
25,375
18,653

708 p.c.

36 p.c.

454

Average.
do
do

Increase.
do ..

Averagei
do
do

Increase

do

Average
do 1
do 1

Inrease1

do 1

1869-70 .... .... ,
1887-88........
1869-88 ......
1887-88 over

1869-70.........
1887-88 over

1869-88.........

1879-80...........
1887-88 ...........
1879-88............
1887-88 over av.

1879-80 ........
1887-88 over av.

1879-88 .......

Mr. FosTM,
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This table, Sir, shows the immense progrews which has and produ'%t of the country, and in the second place, what
been made in the importation of raw materials which go is a corollary of that, an increase in the internai commerce
into the industrial establishments of this country, and which of the country. In the exports from Canada the same
are worked up by the labor and industry of the country, development is shown:
showing, in the first place, a development of industrial life

STATEKENT respecting Exporta from Canada fron 1868 to 1888.

Exports in 1868 .... ......

Exporta in 1888..........

Total from 1868 to 1888.

Average.. ..........
Percentage of increase,

1888, over average~...
Percentage of increase,

1888, over 1868.........

Fisheries.

3,357,510

7,793,183

127,212,229

6,057,725

28.64

132.11

Mines.

1,446,857
4,110,937

72,560,927

3,455,282

18'97

184.12

Forests.

18,262,170

21,302,814

462,19C.606

22,009,076

3.21

16-65

Agricultural Animale and
products. products.1

12,871,055

15,436,360

363,521,686

17,310,556

10.82

19-89

6,893,167

24,719,297

349,619,410

16,648,543

48-48

258.60

Cattle.

(1874) 751,269

5,012,713
(1874 to 1888)

49,364,094

3,290,939

52 p.c.
(over 1874)

567 p.c.

A pples.

80,135

857,995

6,708,251

322,297

166 p.c.

971 p.c.

Cheese. Manufac-
tures.

817,354 1,572,548

8,928,242 4,161,283

89,880,952 64,901,498

4,280,000 3,090,547

109 34 p.c.

1,345 164p.c,

If we look also at the increase in the direction indicated by the next table and which shows more particularly the large
development of the business of the country, we find the same gratifying progress:

Discounts, Chartered Banks ............................-...... .....
Overdue Notes and Debts in Chartered Banks on each $100 bor-

rowed (decrease).-. . .................... ...... ................. P. c.
Bank Notes in circulation ............. . ..................... ,. $
Deposits in Ohartered Banks.................................."

"9 Savinge Branches, Building Societies and Loan Com-
panies .......... ......... ......... ...............

"g Savings Banks................ ...............
Money Orders issued........,.......... ... ..... . ........ ........
Letters and Post Carda sent............................. No.
Miles of Railway Built . ...................................
Passengers carried............. ............................ ..... ... . ............
Receipts from Passengera carried.............................$
Freight carried ..... ...... ................ ....... ....................... . ...... Tons.
Receipts from Freight carried ... ........ ...... .... ........... $
Seagoing and Inland Lakes, 6hipping Employed, not including

Coasting Vessels. . ............. ...... ................ ........... .... • T. reg.
Tonnage of Shipping, with Cargo and in Ballast (seagoing), en-

tered, inwards.......... . ....................................... Tons.
Tonnage of Shippig, with Cargo and in Ballast and cleared, out-

wards............................. .............. ,"
External Commerce (water-borne), tons, Merchandise, brought in... "

and carried out "
Merchandise carried to and from Canada in Beagoing Vessels.

Inwards, tons, weight .... ...... . .............. .................
Merchandise carried to and from Canada in Seagoing Vessels.

Inwards, tons, measure ...... .... ....... . . ........ ......
Merchandise carried to and from Canada in Seagoing Vessels.

Outwarde. ions, weight.. ..........
Kerchandise carried to and from Canada in Seagoing Vessels.

Outwards, tons, measure i decrease)........ ..................... ......
Total Production of CeaL................................
Total Consumption of 0 oa.................
Pire Insurance in Canada......................... .... ......................... $

British Companies.................
"i tg Canadian " ............... ........... "i

"1 "1 United States " ......................... "d

1868.

50,500,316

(1873) 2.07j
8.307,079

32,808,104

959,051
4,360,692
3,352,881

18,100,000
2,522

(1875) 5,190,416
(1876) 6,254,86(
(1876) 6,331,757
(1876) 12,211,156

12,982,825

2,101,009

2,215,312
1,898,510
4,284,637

(1876) 703,087

(1876) 126,876

(1876) 1,016,915

(1876) 2,218,955
623,392
714,893

188,359,809
115,222,003
59, 340,91 6
13,796,190

1888.

173,185,812

1.54
30,444,645

112,860,700

18,251,423
51 861,984
10,916,618
96,786,000

1,1292
(1887) 10,685,bP
(1887) 1l,8o7,59
(1887) 16,367.97
(18& 7) 24,581,047

15,217,308

4,623,506

4,574,297
2,683,005
5,599,933

1,063,780

247,283

1,820,750

2,107,470
2,449,793
5,226,967

633,523,697
423,070,624
154,165 902
56,287,171

From this it will be seen that the discounts in charter
banks show an increase since COnfederation of 243 per cent.
The total production cf coal shows an increase of 293 per
Cent ; the total consumption of coal shows an increase of
631 per cent.; the total average of fire insurance at risk in
Canada, shows an increase of 263Yb per cent. All these
goes to prove the immense developmnent which has taken
place in the country as regards hits industries, as regards
its moneyed institutions, as regards the savings of the

people, and as regards the general indications and the gene.
ral business prosperity of the"country. In the face of ail
this knitting together, in the face of this botter acquaintance
and of consequent better appreciation, which lhas been so
powerful an agent in our progress, daring the twenty-one
years of Confederation-in the face of all these evidences of
great material development, I think the statement of my h&n.
friend was an extraordinary statement-an untrue statement
-an unfortunate statement And one which had far better re-
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17,292,372
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9,770
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2,234,483

2,519,497

2,358,985
784,495

1,315,296

360,693

120,407

803,8351

-111,485
1,826,401
4,t12,074

445,163,888
307,848,621
94,824,986
42 490,281
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msired unsaid, that from 1868 until to-day, we have made no
s q forward in linking together the different Provinces, in
n;king the ties of mutual respect and affection stronger be
tween the varions parts, or in building up these elements
which go to make a nation. In concluding the Atate-
ment which, by the kind indulgence of this fHonse
I have been permitted to make and which, I must
say, bas been listened to with sncb kind attention by hon.
gentlemen on both sides, allow me to add that I be-
lieve Canada Dow, baving attained her majority of
twenty-one years, bas, as I saidat the opening of my
remarks, a record which can be regarded with just
pride and admiration. Looking back upon ber progress
during the past 21 years, we can be filled with the
fullness of hope for ber progress in the untrodden future,
confident in the vastness of her resources, in the
intel'igence and commercial fibre of ber people, in the
enterprise of ber business mon, and in the great facilities
for commerce, wbib, thanks to the generous expenditure
of this people and the Government are found in those
great lines of communication which permeate all parts of
the country-resting upon these and their certain influences
and effects, I believe that Canada, to-day, can look
forwaid to a future full of peace, of plenty, and
of continued prosperity. So far as I am concern-
ed, as a citizen, and I hope not an unobservant
cil iz n, of this country and of th course of ber past bistory,
and as a lover of my country, wishful for ber peace
and prosperity. for ber best and safest political status. I
believe that we have have every reason to be fond of and to
look with pride on Canada. Whether we be French-
men or Englishmen or Scotchmen or Irishmen or Swedes
or Icelanders or Mennonites, the welding progress is
at wfrk, and every day we are becoming more
truly Canadians in beart and sentiment, attached to
our country, confident in its resources, and hopeful of its
future. In moving that you do now leave the Chair and
that the House go into Committee of Supply, 1 beg to state
that altbough a great many representations bave been made
to myself as Finance Minister and to my colleague the
Minister of Customs, with reference to changes and re.
adjustments of the tariff,-many of which bave had some
merit in themselves and others of which seem to have had
little merit, so far as commending themselves to our
attention for change or re-adjustment was concerned,-I
have made the statement which I made to-day upon the basis
of the present tariff arrangements, feeling certain that if
upon fuller consideration of some few points which yet
remain to be decided, any re-adjustment or change may
take place, it will not be of a character and importance to
materially alter the statement which I have made or
change the basis to any large extent of what we may
hope to receive from the different revenues of the country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In much that bas been
said, I am glad to say I agree with the hon. Minister of Fi.
nance; and as no doubt it will promote the harmony of this
evening, that IsBhould do so, I will first enumerate the points
on which I agree with him, before it becomes my unplea-
sant duty to insinuate certain doubts which exist in my
mind as to the perfect accuracy of his statement in other
respects. First of ail I agree entirely with the hon. gentle-
man in saying that if you dwarf the aspirations of a young
and growing people like ours, you are sure, as the hon. gen-
tleman bas rightly said, to do it an infinite injury; and I
append to that the rider that you will do exceedingly
great njury if yon refuse to a young and rising people,
the right, under proper conditions, to make its own treaties
and to appoint its own negotiators. I agree also with the
bon. gentleman to the fullest extent that it would be most
desirable that we should link together the varions sister
Provinces of this Confederation in the closest bon4s of

Mr. FOSTE,

union. No man can feel that more intensely than 1, but I
beg leave to doubt whether the facts disclosed in our own
records, to which I took occasion to call the attention
of this House and the country some few months ago, such
facts as that by the last census we possess persons natives
of Ontario there were settled in the Maritime Provinaes only
748 while on the other hand, twenty-five years ago there wei e
7,600 natives of the Maritime Provinces to be found in
Ontario alone and in 1881 the number had been reduced to
7,200-I beg leave to doubt if facts like these are altogether
indicative of that close and cordial and intimate union,
which I, as well as the hon. the Minister of Finance, so
much desire to see. I agree entirely with tbe hon. gentle-
man that the value of every finar-cial statement depends to
a very great degree on the accuracy of the estimate which
the Minister of Finance, for the time being, shallh be able to
make of the expenses of the year to come, and I propose a
littlie later on to give this House some very remarkable illus-
trations of the marvellous accuracy that bas been attained
during the last few years by the bon. gentleman's predeces.
sors in that particular. L will add that another most
valuable index of the value of a financial statement consists
in the honesty with which the public accounts for years
past have been prepared and the accuracy with which
the items properly chargeable to income are charged to
that account and not to capital. With respect to the
volume of trade, I am entirely in accord with the bon. gentle-
man that you must consider value as well as quantity.
But the hon. gentleman, not being as old a member of the
lluse as some of ihe rest of us, is not aware that I spent
tedious hours in endeavoring to teach the hon. gentlemen
beside him that elementary truth eleven years ago; but I
preached to deaf ears, and could not convince those hon. gen-
tlemen,(though the proofwasclearand incontestable)ofthat
simple elementary fact, the truth of which the bon. gentle-
man bas now discovered, that you must take value as well as
quantity into account in estimating that. i advise him to
extend the educational process, ho bas begun, and try
to convince the hon. gentleman on bis right, and the bon.
gentleman on bis left, of that truth, of which I was
not able to convince them. So I agree with him that
it is quite fair, in discussing deficits, to consider that
the large amount which is put to sinkirg fund may be
fairly reckoned as a matter of offset but when I expounied
that doctrine in 1877.78, I was met by the colleagues of the
bon, gentleman with shouts of derision; and again I urge
upon the hon, gentleman the expiency of instructing
bis colleagues on the right and on die left in that
elementary principle of finance. We all admit on
this side of the House, and we all agree, not merely
in principle, but in practice, and when we were in
power, we put our principles into practice; that it is
most grossly unfair that a poor man should pay more
taxes than a rich man, in proportion to bis means.
Why, that is the fundamental principle of our op-
position to the bon. gentleman's protective tariff. Every
specific duty which be lays on, pro tanto, is an injury and
an injustice, and does infliet a heavier tax on the poor man
than on the rich man. When I look around the House,
and see that probably my hon. friend himself, probably my-
self and probably my hon. friends around me are wearing
garments which came into this country at a tax of 20 per
cent., whereas our poorer neighbors have to pay 30, 40, 50
and even 60 per cent, for their garments under the present
tariff, I agree with the hon. gentleman- that it is most gross-
ly unfair that poor men should be oompelled to pay twice
and even three times as much as rich men pay, as they do
under the present tariff. I agree again with the hon. gen-
tleman that all over the world the rate of interest bas
fallen, immensely within the last few years, and also in the
fact,which ho did not state seo clearly, though no doubt a gen-
tleman of bis intelligence saw it,that it is therefore thatto-day
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loans can be made on better terms than they could
a few years ago. That likewise is an elementary truth
which I am glad to see he perceives, but which it was
very difficult to convince his hon. colleagues of in dis-
cussing the transactions which have taken place in the
last few years. And here I will take the opportunity to
say-though I shall refer to it at greater length later on
if time permit-that, on the whole, I am glad to bear
my testimony to the fact that. as far as I can judge, the last 3
per cent. loan was a good loan, was well made, and the time
well chosen. Further, I am agreed with the hon. gentle-
man, that it is most desirable that we should have larger
trade with other countries, that there is a great and in.
creasing sentiment all over this country, in favor of an en-
larged trade with otber counti ies; and I advise him, and I ad-
vise the Government and the people of Canada, to seek that
trade where it can be found a hundred times botter in
quantity, and twenty times more profitably to us-next to
us, at our doors, within half a day's journey of us-than to
go ten thousand miles away, and ransack the Antipodes for
a trade which, when we get it, will not be worth one bun-
dredtb part of that which I am afraid the hon. gentleman
is disposed to turnb is back upon. 1 also agree with the
Minister of Finance-and I am delighted to find that there
are so many points of agreement between us-"-that our
"manufacturers could meet competition as Canadians can
"meet it, and ought to meet it. That is our doctiine
also, and I believe the best manufacturers in Canada
will endorse that doctrine. They do not want, as
I belicve, a hot-bed protection; and, if the facts are true as
stated by the hon. gentleman, if the time has come when
Canadian cotton manufacturers are able to undersell English
goods in neutral markets, does not the hon. gentleman per-
ceive that the obvions inference is that our manufacturers
must be able to manufacture as cheaply as English
manufacturers, and that theretore they do not need any
more protection ? I am therefore surprised that the hon.
gentleman does not propose to reduce the duties on cotton
manufactures, because I cannot possibly imagine that he
means that it is to the public advantage that Canadian manu-
facturers should seli their goods below cost in foreign mar-
kets, and so tax the Canudian consumer doubly for tjhe bene-
fit of the beathen Chinese. If that be net the case, and I cannot
for a moment suppose that that is the view of the hon.gentle-
man, if the Canadian manufacturer is now able to compete
in equal markets, on equal terms, with English and American
manufacturers, what does he need of further protection at
our hands? I am delighted also to agree with the hon.
gentleman that prices fluctuate from causes which no Gov-
ernment can control.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). 4"Flies on the wheel."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Prices fluctuate from
causes which no Government can control, and the rider 1
put to that is that it is most dishonest for politicians who
know botter to state that a Government eau keep up the
prices of articles-notably the price of farm produce, for
example. I agree with the hon. gentleman that it is in
every sense the true policy of Canada to extend a steady,
courteous treatment to its neighbors, and not on the Thurs-
day to repeal a statutory declaration which they had assented
to years ago, and on the Monday to restore it to the Statute-
book; nor to attempt to evade solemn obligations by such
little petty devices as putting taxes on the packages which
contain articles which they agreed were to enter free. Laatly,
I agree with the hon. gentleman on the whole in the proposi-
tion on which he laid so much strees, that, if trade continues
to increase, if all things go well, if the North-West fills up
rapidly, if no new demands arise and no naughty No. 8
should come into existence to disturb the repose of the
Finance Minister, if, in short, we have smooth seas and fair
winds, all will go well enough. It is not altogether the

first time that we have heaid these prophecies from the
predecessor of the hon. gentleman-not the hon. gentleman
who occupies aplaceon the floor this evening,and whom I am
glad to see bore, butanotherpredecessor of the hon. gentle-
man, the Elijah, whose mantle appears to have fallen on the
hon. gentleman himself, and who, in smooth and dulcet tones,
was wont to prophesy smooth things to us, not one of which,
I am sorry to say, bas as yet come to pass, though I hope
my hon. friend opposite may be more fortunate in that res-
p:ot than his predecessor. Having thus briely indicated
the points of agreement between the hon, gentleman and
myself, into which I will enter at more detail further on, I
may now venture to indicate certain points of difference.
For example, though I agree perfectly with him that it is
not quite fair to measure the incidence of taxation in a
country by the more per capita rate, I cannot agree with
him that the incidence of taxation in Canada on the poor
man is less than it is in Great Britain. I think ho labors
under a great delusion there; and, Sir, as I, for all the hon.
gentleman may say to the contrary, am a great admirer of
the British system of taxation, as [ think it far superior to
our own system of taxation, if the hon. gentleman wants
to know, I will call his attention to certain facts which I
suppose must b well known to a man of his roading and
intelligence, which will show him that ho labored under a
very great delusion indeed when ho said that the poor man
in Canada was less subject to taxation than the poor man
in England. Ho is quite right in saying that so far as
regards excise taxation, that is purely voluntary No man
need smoke, and no man need drink, as thi hon. gentleman
told us, unless of bis own tree will.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Nor shave.
Sir R[0 [ARD CARTWRIGH[T. Which, no doubt, is a

source of expense, though not as yet of taxation ; I do not
know what may be in store for us, though. Now, Sir, in
England taxes are raised, as ho rightly said, in these several
ways ; first, by excise, which is voluntary in hie seuse of the
word; second by stamps, which does not touch the poor man
in England to any appreciable extent; thirdly, by the land
tax ; fourthly, the customs; and fifthly, the house tax, and by
the income and property tax. Of all these forms of taxation
in England noue necessarily touch the poor man except a
certain part of the customs. Now, Sir, England raises 20
million pounds sterling by ber customs duties, and how does
she raise it ? 9j millions from tobacco, which is a volnu-
tary tax, 4 millions from rum, brandy and other spirits ;
and one million and a quarter from wine; so that, in other
words, of all the taxes in England the only tax a poor man
need pay is hie proportion of the balance of 5 million
pounds sterling ofe customs duties. What does that amount
to ? We know that the population of England is close upon
86 millions, and taking for this occasion the per capita
argument, the English artisan, if ho choses, can escape
,with an average tax per bead for himself and his family
of 66 cents per annum, as against $4 per head paid by
every artisan and bis family bore. Our tax on the poor
man is 600 per cent.-as the hon, gentleman likes that
way of calculating it-greater than the taxation of his
fellow in England. I differ with the hon. gentleman-and
I will give him, if ho likes, in the amplest detail, my
reasous for differing, though not at the present moment-
in the wisdom of comparing the taxation in Canada and
the taxation in the United States during the last twenty-
one years. We will work that problem out as ling, and
as often, and as fully as the hon. gentleman can desire, but
for the present lot him and the House be content with this
simple statement, which hoecan verify at his leisure from
bhe records of both countries : Twenty-one years ago the
average necessary taxation per head of the people of Canada
was 33 per cent. of that then borne by the people of the
United States; to-day the neceseary taxation of the people
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of Canada is 50 per cent, greater than the average necessary
taxation of the people of the Ujnited States, if you deduct a
hundred millions, or thereabouts, that they use for reduc-
ing their debt. Then, Sir, I taàke lIave to differ with the
hon. gentleman as to the truth of that remarkable
statement which he made, that every cent of taxation
raised in Canada has not been wasted, but has been properly
spent, not in bribery or corrupt practices, but in productive
public works, of which, as I shall presently show the House,
the Intercolonial Railway affords a most notable and re-
markable specimen. Likewise I have my doubts whether
the history of the world will show that increased taxation
is the only path of national development, though it may be
the only short cut by which a number cf Government sup-
porters in a poor country can bloom suddenly into million-
aires. Sir, I have my doubts of the correetness of the hon.
gentleman in intimating that we showed profound wisdom
in assuming the debts of the Provinces, and that the United
States were guilty of great folly in refusing to do likewise.
I aliso doubt extremely whether the hon. gentleman was
well advised in the comparison which ho proposed to insti-
tute with Australasia and the Australian colonies, and at a
later date I will lay before the House certain reasons which
I think will convince the hon. gentleman that he spoke
unadvisedly with bis lips when he challenged a comparison
with Australasia, without going a littie more thoroughly
into the subject, or, to use his own words, without looking
a little more deeply below the surface than he did. When
the hon. gentleman stated, as I understood him to do,
that he expected that we would have an export of twenty
million bushels of grain this year from the North-West, I
would be delighted to believe he was correct, but I would
like exceedingly to know on what grounds he made these
statements. I would like to know what amount has yet
been exported from the Province of Manitoba, and the
North-West, what amount may be in the elevators, what
likelihood there is of his figures being reached ; and if the
hon. gentleman wishes, I will give him the floor to state his
reasons for making that statement, which is an important
one, and valuable if true, and one which I would be very
glad to see confirmed. Then, Sir, the bon. gentleman made
another statement in regard to which I have some difficulty
in understanding him. As I took him down-and I am
open to correction if I am wrong-the hon. gentleman
stated that we had got fifty-one million dollars worth more
public works than the additional debt represented.

Mr. FOSTER. Capital expenditure.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, I would like to

know where that came from. Now, I happen to know, on
the authority of the hon. gentleman's own returns, that
the total surplsses we accumulated in the last twenty-
one years amount exactly to thirteen millions, as I under-
stand it. That is all the surplus over our debt that we had
to invest in public works, or in anything else, and whore ho
gets his fifty-one millions is a thing that-I won't say that
no fellow understands, because, I suppose, the hon. gentle-
man understands it-but I humbly profess my entire ina-
bility to comprehend it without further details which, I
dare say, the hon. gentleman will give at a convenient sea-
son. Then, I have my doubts-and I see here severl in
fluential and notable representatives of the farmers of
Ontario who can speak on this point-whether he is quite
correct lu saying that the farmers of Ontario pay no duty
on their food. The farmers of Ontario, if I understand the
case, use a good deal of sugar, and a good deal of rice, a
good deal of dried fruits, and not a little spices aid varions
other oondiments with their food. Are these not taxed,
and highly taxed too? Nor, would I put out of sight the
question whether there may not be, some of them, so far
lost, to-what shall I say ? so far lost to wisdom and self-
restraint as to take a little beer with their dinner too.

Sir Rcgàan CRTWrOUT,

Therefore, I think that the farmers of Ontario dopay
some duty on a portion, at any rate, of their food. Theon
as to the trifling duty on their farm implements, which the
hon. gentleman thought, and told my hon friend behind
me, was such an infinitesimal thing. I think if the hon.
gentleman had only spent six months on a farm in the
North-West Territories, ho would come to the conclusion
that the duty on farm machinery was an extremely onerous
burden on the farmers who are doing their best to
develop that noble country. One little thing 1 did no.
tice. The hon. Minister of Finance spoke very highly
of lis predecesscrs, not even excepting myself. Thon ho
proceeded to observe that there were a number of stock
assertions which ha intimated those who formerly held the
position of Finance Minister entirely failed to answer, but
which the Finance Minister now incumbent of the office
would remove forever. I fear that the hon. gentleman has
not taken sufficient stock of the obstinacy of Bourbons like
my hon. friend from Bothwell; I fear ho will find that these
same assertions have deep roots, far-roaching roots and that
not even his great talents, not even lis most lucid explana-
tions, will entirely avail to remove from the popular mind
those delusions which his talented predecessors, on his own
showing, have hitherto failed to eradicate. I have now a
word or two to say as to the general position. I repeat that
I agree with the Finance Minister that the value of the finan-
cial side of his statement depends almost entirely on these
two things: First, on the accuracy of the Estimates sub-
mitted to Parliament at the time of making the financial
statement; and second, on the accuracy of the accounts of
last year's expenses which are furnished to us. Now, it
may interest the House to know-as we cannot tell for a
period of two years or thereabonts, how accurate the hon.
gentleman has been, and I was glad to observe that ho took
occasion to correct his earlier estimate by auding 81,250,000
to the modest sum of $35,440,000 with which ho started-
I repeat it may interest the House to know what bas been
the actual result of our experiments for the last four years.
Ifind that in 1885 an original estimate was brought down of
829,811,639; but when the year closed we found the total
expenditure was $35,037,060, heing an excess in expenditure
over the-original Estimate of $6,225,421. Of this it is only
fair to point out that $1,697,651 were due to unforeseen
causes -if they can be said to be unforeseen, that is to say,
that abominable misgovernment produced a revolt in the
North-West, and the disproportion between the original
estimates submitted in 1885@and the expenditure may there.
fore be reduced to 84,527,570. In 1886, we were called to
consider the financial condition of this country on an
estimated expenditure of $31,757,032, which swelled finally
to an actual expenditure of $39,011,612, being an excess of
$7,254,580 over the expenditure, from which on the same
principle I would deduct $3,177,240 for war expenditures,
making an excess for that year of $4,077,360. We find in
1887 an estimated expenditure of $33,124,000 and an actual
admitted expenditure of $35,637,000, being an excess of
$2,533,130, to which in all conscience ough to be added
$456,000 most improperly charged to capital account, mak-
ing a total excess over estimated expense of $3,000,000 odd.
In a similar manner in 1888 we had, when the statement was
made to us, an eEtimated expense of $35,041,855, which has
resulted in an actual expense of $36,718,000, being an excess
of 81,676,000, to which ought to be added $674,000 for items
improperly charged to capital account. The result of all
this is, that in the last four years the original estimates on
which the financial statements were based have been
exceeded on an average by $3,000,000 or more. I do not
say, no body can as yet say, how the hon. gentleman's
estimates may fare; but I submit, with the evidence of
those four years before us, it is hardly unreasonable on our
part to express some doubts as' to whether the hon.
gentleman's estimates wiîl be verified, and the surplus oi
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which he has calculated is likely to be realised. Inde-
pendently of that, I have another thing to say to the hon.
gentleman. I bad hoped that when the hon. gentleman
assumed the office ho now holds ho would bave had the
manliness and sound sense to depart from the evil ways into
wbich the department bad fallen, and ho would have
returned to the honest mode of stating public accounts prac-
ticed under Mr. McLelan and under Sir Leonard Tilley. I
bave to say now, that I regard the statement of the Public
Accounts for the years 1887 and 1888 as open to very grave
exception indeed. lu my opinion those accounts have been
cooked; I will not say those accounts are fraudulent because
things are done under political exigency and the necessities
of state which are supposed to be spoken of in a different
fashion from the way in which we would treat such trans-
actions if they occurred in ordinary bookkeeping. But when
you take the Public Account s you will sec that prior to 1887
the capital received for lands was not credited as revenue-
and you will find that this rule had been formally agreed
to in this flouse-so long as any portion of the charges for
surveying the lands were put to capital account. We find
this in 1887 reversed. We find that the whole revenue from
lands is taken and credited as ordinary income, amounting
to $191,0 0 0 ; but we find 8162,391 for expenses of these
Dominion lands charged to capital contrary to the practice
of Mr. McLelan and Sir Leonard Tilley with respect to this
account. Then as to money spent for expenses of the rebellion
we have 8293,917 charged to capital account, although no-
thing of that kind had been doue with the very large sum
expended in 1885 or 1886, the result being, without taking
into account for the moment the vexed question of improper
charges in regard to the Intercolonial Railway, that con-
trary to the deliberately settled policy agreed upon by this
House and oarried out for several years by two successive
Finance Ministers, a surplus of $96,832 was forced for 1887,
whereas there was a real deficit of at least $363,000. We
find, I am sorry to say, that the present Finance Minister
has gone on in the same evil way. He has admitted a deficit
of $810,031. By some hocus pocas with respect to the Post
Office, although those accounts in my hands show there is
an actual deficit for 1888 in the Post Office service of$729,978,
that is reduced in the hon. gentleman's statement to
$567,000 by some mode of rEckouing five quarters' revenue
within the one year. It may be that the department has
collected from the postmasters money held back by them,
although until an explanation of a fuller character be given
by the hon. gentleman-and he did not allude to this matter
at all-all I can do is to point ont that according to the mode
of computation which prevailed in 1887, the deficit would
have been, 8972,978 instead of $810,000. But as to the
charge of $135,047 on account of Dominion lands charged
against capital account, while the hon. gentleman took
credit for every penny of $217,000 received from these
lands as ordinary revenue, I say that is simply frandulent
book-keeping, and the same remark applies to the charge
Of $539,929 for North-West rebellion losses. I cannot for
one moment admit that there is any ground whatever for
treating that as au asset or as a thing for which we bave
received any return or which ought to appear in any way
in the capital account of this country. I may say that this
practice of keeping two accounts, one an ordinary account
and one a capital account, is being grossly abused and is
likely to be grossly abused in order to blind the eyes of the
people of this country to the real actual extravagance of
these hon. gentlemen. Looking over the Intercolonial Rail-
way accounts, in my judgment, although that I admit it to
be a question in dispute, I believe that $408,385 ought to be
added to our ordinary expenditure, and I further state that
even on the hon. gentleman's own showing, even only taking
the lines laid down by bis predecessors, Mr. McLelan and Sir
Leonard Tilley, our true deficit for 1888 is not $810,000,
but the true deficit is as nearly as possible $1,500,000,

and if you add the sumo improperly charged to the Inter-
colonial account, and the item Of the Poest Office, the
genuine deficit would be over $2,000,000, or as nearly as
might be $2,056,000. With respect to two of these items
every man can see for himself if ho turne to the Public
Accounts that what I have stated is absolutely and exactly
correct. HIe will see (at page 50, table 7) that for a period
of four years and more, not one penny of these Dominion
land receipts was credited to income, by Mr. McLelan or
Sir Leonard Tilley. During the time that they made
charges on that score to capital account, they carefully
abstained, to their credit be it said, from violating the agree-
ment come to between this House and the Premier, that no
charges should be made on the oue side without giving
credit at the same time on the other. As regards the
rebellion losses I commend the hon. gentleman again to
the example of Mr. McLelan, who had the courage and the
mbnliness to charge six million dollars to ordinary expendi.
turc in the two years of 1885 and 1886, while for the purpose
of making a false balance we find in 1887 and 1888 these con-
paratively trifling sums of 8293,000 and 8547,000 charged
to capital account. Of course the reason for this is obvious.
Hon. gentlemen do not like to have four successive deficits
staring them in the face, and so they deliberately turn round
on their own predecessors, and alter their whole method of
book-keeping to suit this present exigency. I am glad to
hear that we are not likely to have any more of these
rebellion losses to pay, but I enter my protest once for all
against this most vicious practice of crediting the whole
receipts received from our Dominion lands and charging
part of the expenses to the ordinary income and part to
capital account. I ask what confidence the Minister expects
us to place in bis statement-, what confidence can ho expect
us to place in all those calculations which ho is good
enough to submit, when we find in matters absolutely
under his own control that ho cannot resist the temptation
of making things appear a few hundred thousand dollars
botter than they really are, although by so doing ho flies
directly in the face of his own predecessors in office? Now,
Sir, I come to a matter which bears a good deal on much
of what the hon. gentleman has baid, a matter which bears
very largely on the extent to which we have auccooded in
creating a genuine self-sustaining traffe between the various
Provinces of this Dominion, and also on the extent to which
his statement can be relied upon that we have spent no
portion of our taxation except on '"productive public
works." I have here the statement of the revenue we
received from the Intercolonial Railway in the year 1888.
It amounted to, ail told, 82,912,783. Our expenditure for
working the Intercolonial Railway during that year amount-
cd to 3,276,441. To that I add $408,485 for items of roll.
ing stock and for matters of that kind which, in my judg-
ment, are improperly charged to capital account and which
ought to have gone to the ordinary expenses of the Interco-
lonial Railway for that year, I add also interest on the cost
which I find recorded in our Public Accounts, interest on
$47,178,000 at 4½ per cent., which is the rate the hon. gentle.
man will find that sum stands us in. That amount sto 82,-
110,000, so that we are to-day working the Intercolonial Rail.
way at an expense to the people of Canada of 85,7i4,836
for expenses, for interest and for items improperly charged
to capital account. We get back from it $2,912,783, o that
for every dollar of revenue we receive from the Intercol-
onial Railway $2 are to-day paid out of the Treasury of
Canada, as a proof of the value of that road in producing
a genuine self sustaining commerce and in uniting our scat-
tered Provinces together, and of conveying coal from the
Springhill mines to the conaumers in Montreal and else-
where at rates far below actual cost of carriage. Now this
is an illustration which this flouse will do well to ponder on.
There you have the result of having a road built for political
purposes and the result of having a road run for poitical
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purposes. I say that the management of that Intercolonial
Railway is not honest or these results would never be pro-
duced. When you find that after that road bas been
opened for thirteen or fourteen years, after you had all
possible opportunities for developing its traffic, when you
find that year after year a million or more than a million
is demanded for so-called capital account, when you find
with all this that that railway is not only not able to
produce one single cent in return of interest but that you
have to charge on your own showing 8363,000 a year dead
loss, I say, Sir, that speaks louder than any man can speak
as to the value of political roads and of the value to the
country of running them for political purposes. As if to
make the matter worse the hon. gentleman alluded to-
night, and other gentlemen hav.e alluded elsewhere to the
wisdom, the good policy and the sagacity the Government
are displaying-while the Intercolonial Railway is a dead
loss on our hands to the tune of hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars-in having taken hundreds of thousands of other dollars
out of the public chest to construct a short line to compote
with the Intercolonial Railway, and to eut the Inter-
colonial ]Railway's throat and to add still more to the
burdens of the taxpayers-the people of Canada. Sir, the
hon. gentleman spoke, and I dare say correctly enough, of
what may be called our ascertained liabilities, for railroad
subsidies, for cana's, for public works of varions kinds; but
the hon. gentleman did not dwell on the chance of our
having made upon us a heavy demand for further rail-
way subsidies, Now, Sir, i have never wavered or flinched
from saying that although in certain individual instances
good might come from this system of railway subsidies, the
thing is vicious and wrong in itself, unless they be granted
for purposes of the clearest gereral utility to the entire
Dominion; but I tell the ho. gentleman this: let him
not deceive himself, let him not deceive this House,
by imagining that ho and his colleagues cen, at their own
supreme will and pleasure, give subsidies for railways to
this supporter or that supporter, and then turn around and
say to the people of Canada: Now that we have glutted
our own supporters, now that we have paid these men for
the assistance they have given us, we are going to shut
down, and you other constituencies und other Provinces
and other portions of this Dominion who could not be
bought or whom it was not worth our while to buy, shall
have nothing bccause we do not see fit to continue the system
any longer. Sir, that cannot be. There may be good reasons
for putting a stop to the system, but it does not lie in the hon.
gentleman to say that they ean put a stop to it without a good
deal botter reason than they have yet given. We have heard
nothing of another question, which is the subject of an arbitra-
tion that may involve many millions, between the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company and the Government-of this coun-
try, and in connection with which, if I am informed aright,
judgirg from the proportions the lawyers' bills have as-
sumed, a ver y heavy bill may have to be paid sooner or later.
Nor did the hon. gentleman allude to the fact, whieh cannot
be lost sight of in a financial statement, that we have given
a guarantee totbe Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and
that we may have to pay the interest on some 815,000,000
for fifty years. Nor did ho allude to the fact that almost
every Province of this Dominion has claims on the general
treasury as yet unsettled. Sir, I shall have something to
say on that subject before I close; but meanwhile, let me
point out that for all these things, be they right or wrong,
wise or foolish, the policy of these hon. gentlemen is respon-
sible. If there be a difficulty or a danger or a heavy contin-
gent liability, it is to their policy and that alone that
the people of Canada owe it that besides our heavy ascer-
tained liabilities there are immense contingent liabilities
which no man can wisely overlook in estimating the future.
And now, Sir, I have a word or two further 5osay. I am for a
moment going to pass from the financial aide of the question,

Sir RICHAUD ÇARTWrIGHr.

to consider the mode in which the money we have to spend is
got from the people, and I have to say this -and now is the
time to say it, because now, if ever, should the grievances of
the people be stated in no unhoesitating sound: I1say there
is one feature of this protective tariff which ie daily and
hourly growing into more odious prominence, and that is
the complete subjection of this Government to certain com-
bines in this country, to certain manufacturing establish-
ments in this country, and certain friends of theirs who, on
emergency, can come down with their cheques for $5,000 or
$10,000 or it may be $20,000, whenever the money
can do most good to their friends, the Government. Now,
Sir, is it not enough that these same combines should
be able to exact 35 per cent., as most of them can,
from the people of this country ? Ie it not enough that
they have the legal means of exaction, but are we to per.
mit that the Minister of Customs, or, for aught I know, a
more understrapper of the Minister of Customs, shall arbi-
trarily and tyrannically add half as much more to the taxes
the people have to pay ? Sir, this is a growing abuse. I
have cases now in- my mind, in which distinguishcd manu-
facturers in this country have gone to the agents of a
combine, and have said to them: We will give you the
price ot this article in cash in the United States, and add
to it the cost of the freight, add the whole Canadian duty,
besides if you will give us goods at these rates ; and
they have been refused ; and they have then brought
the goods 1u from the United States, paid the cash price
in the United States, paid the freight and have been
prepared to pay the honest duty or the duty the Govern-
ment ought to have levied ; and yet at the instance of
these identical combines the Government of Canada, or
the Customs Department of the Government, arbitrarily
and tyrannically added 50 per cent. to the true valua.
tion of those articles, and compelled those men to pay
50 per cent, more than the law intended they should. Sir,
we shall have something to say on this matter, please
heaven, before the House rises, and, therefore, I shall confine
my present remarks regarding it to a very few words.
But I say that the thing to which I allude is one of the
most monstrous features of the Customs Act as it now
exists. We gave the Minister of Customs this power to be
used in extreme emergencies to prevent fraud, and that
power is now being used to commit fraud. If there were
nothing more to condemn this system, the judgment re-
cently pronounced in a certain well known case, by the
highest tribunal in the land, the tendency it exhibits to
encourage a system of blackmail and partiality to political
supporters, and to foster the greatest political corruption be
sides, ought to be enough to condemn this feature of the
protective tariff in the eyes of an honest man. It is
the natural and inevitable fruit of a high protective
system, and it dees this threefold wrong. First of all it
wrongs the revenue, because its effect is to force people into
subjection to the combines, and the Government gets no
duty on what would otherwise be imported; secondly, it
is an injury to the manufacturers of the best class.; and
thirdly, as the manufactures pass the charge on Vo the cou-
sumers, the whole body of the consumers likewise suffer
from this infamous wrong. For that wrong there is no
genuine redress save taking away the power these mon
have abused. Sir, there was one good point in the
hou. gentleman's statement. For the first time for many
years, the Minister of Finance declares that he is not going
to add a fresh batch of oppressive taxes to the burthens of
the people of this country. Well, Sir, we will wait until
this Bouse rises before we rejoice too much in that announce-
ment; but in the meantime, as the hon. gentleman *was
good enough to give us a list of the taxes which wealthy
men pay in this country, I will give him a iEst of the taxes
which poor men pay on articles of daily and hourly use
which are necessary to all of them. In the first plaS, Sir,

460



COMMONS DEBATES.
1 find that we imported into Canada lat year $449,446 j
worth of ceal oi, on which 8351,886 of duty was collected, g
being a rate of 80 per cent. on the necessary article1
of light most largely used by the poor of this country.
We imnported $5,154,000 worth of sugar, on which a duty was
paid ot $3,433,324, being at the rate of 67 per cent. on anu
article which goes very largely into the consumption of the
poorer classes; and that is very far indeed from represent-
ing the real tax, because probably an equal sum or nearly
an equal sum, under our present scheme of taxation, finds
its way into the pockets of the rich refiners. On the
articles of coarse woollens and the like, while most of us in
this House can obtain the goods we wear at an average
rate of 20 per cent. our poorer brethren are obliged
to pay 40, 50, 60 and 70 per cent, on the materials
they think it convenient to use as clothing. Now
this tariff, amongst its other injustices, continues to per-
petrate one very gross injustice, to which I believe the
attention of theGovernment was called lately, in the case of
the millers of Canada. Where else would there be
found a system, called a protective system, in which
the Canadian miller is absolutely discriminated against
in favor of the American miler. That is protection
reversed. You injure your own manufacturer for the
benefit of the foreign manufacturer, and when the former
points out that such is the case, on the clearest evidence, you
cannot venture to redress the wrong you have donc.
I observe that the hon, gentleman, particularly in the
closing part of his speech, indulged in a very great deal of
assumption which I cannot characterise as at all well
founded. Hie and his friends bebind him would, forsooth,
cram down the minds of the people of this country and
the throats of gentlemen of this House that all the
progress that has been made in Canada for the last twenty-
one years is due, forsooth, to those hon. gentlemen on
the Treasury benches. I have not time, it would
probably require several hours, to review in minute
detail all the statements the hon. gentleman sub-
mitted. They will b reviewed, Sir, before the vote is taken
on the question submitted to you. Do not be afraid; there
are plenty of able, zealous, intelligent gentlemen beside and
around me who will not leave one sophistry, one false state-
ment unanswered, but human strength bas its limits and I
cannot undertake togo over the whole work to-night. I will,
in my reply, confine myself simply to chalking out the out-
lines, and no doubt the picture will be amply filled in by my
hon. friends. What do the statements of the hon. gentleman
prove? They prove, it is true, that in spite of bad policy,
in spite of misgoverument, an advance, aye, and a
considerable advance, bas been made in some directions.
That nobody bore bas ever denied. I have never
denied it, and I have never heard one of my hon. friends
deny it. But what we do say is this, that in many
other directions we bave not advanced. We say that
a good deal of what is climed as advancement is not,
in ,the proper sense of the term, really an advancement,
but that it is rather a case in which what one man gains
another man is pretty sure to lose. When hon. gentlemen
talk of the leaps and bounds and the progress which Canada
bas recently made, they appear to forget one important
consideration. Within the last seven or eight years what
butween the sums borrowed and spent by the Government,
what between the sums borrowed and spent by gr at corpora-
tions like the Canadian Pacific Railway and others, probably
not far short of $200,000,000 of borrowed capital bas been
spent in Canada. That is coming to an end. The hon.
gentleman has told us so, and we all know it is so, and in
making his calculations for the future, I recommend the hon
Minister of Finance to bear in mind that this huge capital
expenditure is now coming to an end to all intents and
purposes, at any ra'e the gieater part of it, but that both
in our cas and the case of the corporations to which I

allude, one thing remains,-the interest romains a charge
on the earnings of the people of Canada to be paid for all
time to come. Now, it appears to me the hon. the Minister
of Finance bas omitted in his résumé certain vital points.
I think that if ho will take the trouble to examine the
works of those writers who most deserve respect, and
to confer with those men whose opinions on this subject
best deserve respect, ho will find that they will be disposed
to agree with me, at any rate thus far, in saying that in a
country like Canada, that in a country of the age of Canada,
that in a country in the state of settlement of Canada, the
real, true indices of prosperity are these : First of al, and
to this I specially call the attention of the House, the
rapidity of the increase ot population in Canada; next, and
we will have more to say on this presently, the rapidity of
the increase of the total volume of trade ; and next, and
here I fear I take issue with the bon. gentleman, the im-
portance of the debt decreasing, both absolutely and
relatively, and the importance of our taxation decroasing,
both absolutely and relativelj ; again, the rapid pro-
gress of settlement in such new countries as we may
be fortunate enough to acquire; the growth of new cities
and towns, the capacity to attract and to retain such
emigrants as come to this country ; and, last but not
least, the wise, just and equitable distribution of
property among the masses of the people. Those I say
are the true signs of prosperity in a country like Canada.
On the other hand, I say that the true signs of an arrested
development in a country like Canada are those: When
you find population, particularly in the rural distriots, either
stationary or retrograde; when you firnd the volume of
trade oither stationary or retrograde; when you fail and
fail egregiously in settling and filing up new territory;
when you are not able to point to new towns or villages
springing up in any number; when you find a decrease
in the selling value of agricultural lands in the country;
when you find a rapid increase of the debt and of the taxes
and a rapid eflux of people from the country, whether they
be emigrants coming to this country or whether they be
your own people who seek to improve their position by
removing to another land. Now, [ ask this House which
sets of conditions on the whole exists in Canada to-
day ? Let us review these in detail. Hon. gentlemen will
remember that a very few days ago I put the question to
the Minister of Agiiculture as to the population which ho
estimated to exist in this country, and I asked him on what
his est'imate was founded, and to divide it among the-several
Provinces. The bon. gentleman was kind enough to send
over to me bis momo., and I found, as indeed I had ex-
pected, that this elaborate statement of 4,916,497 souls was
simply the purest guesswork, that there was not one par-
ticle of foundation for the statement so formally submitted,
other than this, that if-if, Mr. Speaker-the population
during these seven or eight years bad increased in the same
ratio as it did in Canada betwon 1871 and 1881, thon these
results would follow. 1 have alIso the hon. gentleman's own
statement, as recorded in the books of his department, of
the immigrants who settled in Canada during 1881, 1882,
1883, 1884, 1885, 1886 an 1887 ; and I call the attention
of the Hlouse to certain remarkable resuits which fow
from these two separate statements of the Government
boyond possible contradiction. I find that in the years I
have named we received in Canada 630,744 immigrants,
who, according to the statement of the Department et
Agiiculture, are expressly declared to have settled in
Canada, besides the large number who passed through and
went away. I find that our population in 1881 was
4432,481. Adding to these the 630,71: above-named, it is
elear that we wotuld have, without any natural incresse
ut all, 4,955,551, aLd therefore that, on the showing ofthe
Minister of Agriculture himself, on the evidence formally
laid on the Table of thi flouse in the books of his edpart-
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ment, during the last seven years there bas been a dead loss
of 9,00(), besides the whole natural increase of the people of
Canada, which, in seven years, at 21 per cent., on their own
showing, would be 700,000 souls. So, if the Department of
Agriculture be correct, 630,744 immigrants came here, and
in that case 700,000 Canadians have been extruded from
this country to make room for them. I will give five or
ten minutes of my time to the Minister of Agriculture-oh,
I see he is not present-or to any of bis colleagues to point
ont any inaccuracies in my statement, If the statements of
the Department of Agriculture are correct, it inevitably fol.
lows that we have lost more than 700,000 people from 1880
up to the month of April, 1888. That is their own statement.
That is the result which must inevitably be deduced from
thQir own declaration. I am going to come to the rescue.
I do not think the case is half as bad as these hon. gentlemen
have depicted it. In the first piace I do not believe that
the statements of the Department of Agriculture are wot th
the paper they are written on, I do not believe they are
worth one cent of the 83,500,000 which we have spent dur-
ing those seven years in order to bring immigrants here;
nor do I believe that their.elaborate logarithmetical calcula-
tions are worth anything. I doubt extremely whether there
is in Canada at present a population of 4,946,000. We know
that the Ontario statistics are the only reliable ones we have.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hon. gentlemen say

" hear, hear." Probably those hon. gentlemen have not
paid much attention to these matters, but, if they waituntil
I get through, they can contradict me if they are able. I
say that these Ontario statistics are the only reliable ones
we have. I do not say that they are absolutely reliable,
but that they are the only ones which approach to reliabil-
ity. During the decade from 1871 to 1881, they showed
very accurately the increase of population which took
place then, and I think that it is more than probable
that they will show accurately what increase has taken
will place since. They show an increase of 180,000 in those
seven years. I believe it will be found that the actual in-
erease in the Dominion is a little more than double that-
porbaps about 400,00-but I do not believe that, of the
630,000 immigrants, there are more than oie-sixth and
perhaps not one-tentb part remaining in Canada. We have

en bringing these men here and paying their passages to
enable them to drift to the southward, and indeed to act as
anti-immigration agents to the detriment of the people of
Canada. Let me remind the House of two things. We
had numerous disputes three or tour years ago as to the
population of the North-West Territories and Manitoba. In
1885 and 1886 censuses were taken of those territories, and
the resnlt was to show, without any possibility of contra,
diction, that the Opposition were right in all points but one.
They bad estimated the population of Manitoba and the
North-West too highly. They had gone beyond the mark
in their fear to err, while the reports of the Department of
Agriculture gave this most remarkable result: They ahowed
by most positive statemants for the years 1881, 1583, 1883,
1884, 1885 and 1886, that 166,803 settlers had gone to Mani-
toba and the North-West, though,when the census was taken,
there were only 118,000 whites found in all that country.
According to the cousus of 1881, and allowing for natur*1
increase, we should have had 74,000 in 1886 without one
single immigrant. Daduct that from 118,000, and you
have ibis remarkable result : The department asserted
that 166,803 had settled in that country in seven years,
and they gave the figures: 1881, 22,001; 1882, 58,751;
1883, 42,772; 1884, 24,240; 1885, 7,240; 1886, 11,599;
total, 166,803. Well, of these 166,803 who they said had
gone there, who they stated in public documents were
there, we find only 41,095, and the remaining 122,708
had vanished into thinnest air, and in this way was con.

8ir RICHARD CARTWRIGET.

firmed the re-narkable accuracy of the statements of hon.
gentlemen on this aide. Then, again, when hon. gentlemen
opposite took upon them to contradict men who had carefully
studied the questions relating to the population of this
country, I challenged them, as I challenge them now, to go
to the Catholie clergy in the Province of Quebec, who pos-
sess good statistics in regard to the movement of the
Catholie population there, and to ask them as to the exodus
of their people, and to judge by that how far the statements
which I and others have made are correct. That challenge
was thrown out three years ago. I repeat it now, and I ask
the bon. gentlemen, if they venture to dispute my state-
monts, to take the means which present themselves
readily and naturally to find out the truth, so that we
may discover who is right and who is wrong in regard
to this most important question as to the rate at which the
population of Canada is increasing. In the meantime, how-
ever, I call attention to this fact that, on the authority of the
statement made by hon. gentlemen on the floor of Parlia-
ment and of those made in the returns of the Department of
Agriculture, there has been an exodus of 700,000 of the
people of Canada in the last seven years. Now, a word or
two as to the question of the volume of trade, The hon.
g entleman was not able to deny the fact that, whereas, with
a population of three millions and three-quarters in 1874,
wo had a volume of trade of 8217,000,000, we have now,
with a population which ho calls five millions, a volume of
trade of $193,000,000, taking goods entered for consumption;
and that amounted, in round numbers, to $58 per head in
1814 and to $40 a head in 1888. It is true that it is right,
as ho said, to estimate value as well as quantity. He was
right in saying that no one knew botter than I did that
there were often great fluctuations in value. I pointed that
out time and again in this House ton and eleven years ago,
but it is not fair to say that in a country which should be
growing and advancing as Canada should be, we should be
content, forsooth, with such a showing, even if the bon.
gentleman could establish what ho did not establish at all,
that there has been a considerable droop in the value of our
exportasand imports. He referred to the droop which had
taken place in the value of exports and importa into Eng-
land, but it does not follow that the value of our importasand
exporta should droop in the same ratio. I believe myself
that there has been a droop. I believe that prices are con-
siderably lower to-day than they were in the time when we
were in office, and I call the attention of the fouse, and of
the hon. gentleman, and of my friends here to the fact that,
when theMackenzie Goverument was in power, the prices of
farinera' produce were far better than they are under the Na-
tional Policy, and further, though we did not promise to
make prices good, or to keep prices up to abnormal rates,
the hon. gentleman and his friend8 got into office by the
most audacious and impudent declarations that they, under
tbe National Policy, had power to make markets for the
farmers, had power to raise the prices of all the things the
farmers bad to sell. The hon. gentleman likes to compare
Canada and Australia. Well, Sir, I will give him a com-
parison which will do him, perhaps, some good. I find that
in 1874 New South Wales, which has, by-the-by, something
very like a revenue tariff and a free trade system, had a total
volume of exportasand importa of 90 millions. Now the
prices of their productions were much higher in 1874, as I
suppose ho knows, than in 1887; but in 1887 New South
Wales had a volume of exports and importa of 175 millions,
that is. it has grown from 90 to 175 millions, nearly doubled;
while Canada has crept down from 217 to 200 millions. I
suppose that ho will admit that the same causes were at
work in New South Wales, lowering or altering the prices of
exports and importa, as in Canada, and if ho does not know
it, proof can easily be advanced. But my contention is that
we ought to go on, we are a young country, we are a grow-
ing ountry, we are inereasing in population, even under
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all disadvantages, faster than old countries like England, for him to waste the time of the fouse, or to waste 1ie own
or many countries in Europe , and be the alteration in ime, in innerable calculations m to the develop.
value what he pleases, it is a proof, I repeat, of arrested ment of certain miner industries her. and there,
development, that the volume of trade to-day in Canada is or the question whether our taxation per head la
nearly $20,000,000 a year less than it was fifteen years ago. a few cents more or a few cents les than that
Now there was anothor note I gave, that was the failure to of the«United States. Now as to immigration,bheagain I
settle the new territory we had acquired. Sir, this also, present to the hon. gentleman his own statemente. If
is a matter of notoriety. Here we have their own censue these statemonts have one scintilla of truth, if the eBtimated
returnls, showing the most lamentable failure, showing, if population b. correct, if the atatements in the hon. gontie.
they are to be believed at all, that such was the result of man's ethor returne and statistics eccoctetiL is on y toc
poliey of the Government that of 166,000 settlers who went clear that thcre bas been a monetrone bas cf the people of
to the North-West and settled there with the intention of Cana 1 a. If indeed those immigrante whom the hon. gentle.
remaining, only 44,000 were found by actual count five or man eaye came bere, have core and mettled here, tben tbree.
six years thereafter. Now, Sir, very recently, for four or quarters of a million cf' the best of our people have gone
five bours together, this House rang with declarations from irom ns. That is the irovitable resuit, and to that I again
hon. gentlemen representing that country, setting forth thecati the attention of the bon gentleman. Sir, iL le known
unexampled fertility,setting forth the unexampled excellence, te evorybody that ail tbrough the rural districts of Ontario
setting forth the beauties of thatcountry in terms so glowing there je soarcely a singe ccunty where the rural
that I came to the conclusion that really and truly population is gaîning to-day; thero may b. gaine in a few
the earthly paradise was situated noith of latitude 49, and towne, there May ho gaine in a few cities, but the rural
that Regina was only another name for Eden-if only Mr. population je etatiorary, le in a position cf arreted develop.
Commissioner Herchmer weie removed. Sir, cannot the>e ment, sd one of the main causce cf that le the unjust and
gentlemen see that every word that was said then, oppressive incidence cf taxation, particilarly on the
every word that is said now, (and much of it may be agricultural portion ofthie ccmwuni:y.
said truly) in praise of the fertilily, in praise of the excel-
lence, in praise of the resources, in praise of the chances of Mr. BESSON. The farmere in Ontario have been en.
development of that country, are the severest possible larging their farme, where they had fifty acres, they now
condemnation of the Government opposite, who have have 100, whero they had 100 tbey uow have 200.
squandered 100 mil'iors of the pcoplu'i MOuoY infSir RIHoARD CARTWRIGHT HThen the wterse Lave
pi etending te promote colonisations, and have o ti)ymgne, and neyrWhoaownedc ho finty acres and the 100 acres
bis beggarly and mise) abl. account Of setilomout te have doparted. Gentlemen, inMy e heo. friend have been
exhibit for it tc-dayle Sir, I cone te another Point layit g field tefioedund buying np farme, aud he boid
which may fairly ho eaid te be in dispute, wbere again Iyeomaury U hon used te send himratore, have departed
give a challenge te these hon, gentlemtn. Whep talking tethto ther sid of the lino Why, Sir, witbin a fw
about the proofe cf the decrease in the value cf proptrty in miles f my bon. frien's residence there standsted
Canada, 1 eay that te my certain knowledge, te the certain little town cf Brussels, whih 1farmerly ad the hoer
knowiedge cf scores cf frinndewhom I see bore, iu the great cf repreenting, and froaist I was sent the other
Province cf Ontaric more particularly, there bas been, in day-net for the purpoe cf musig it bore, il was a
the last 8 or 10 years, a grCat and notable depreciation more mater ee investigation on tho part of an enter.
in the value cf farm lande. I bi-ýieve that if propor prising newspaper proprietor-I waià sent an accoant of the
investigation were Lmd, if these aon. gentlemen w aund number cf men-not women and childrou-who bad gene
do as 1 aekcd them, if they would ppo-int a proper cern- frem the liLtie town oftBrusbe, oith a toal populationeof
mittoecf mernbers cf bis Bouse, with power te inveiti. 1,200 souls, within the lsvt ton yoars. llw may wouid
gato this natter thoroughiy, thon wo wonld have cad, L hon. geetimn uppo b etwern Twiv hundrol
and 1 arn very sorry for iL, the met unanswerablo souls would rtpeslt about 250 adults, maies, I suppose,
proof that over the. greater portion cf the Province cf audeei s ofcfhom wore foun te b.whretidentu in th
Ontario, over the. greater portion cf Lh. 20 millions acres United States, Their names were given, their residencos
cf farm laud which iL containe, there bas been a very grpat were given. From the ittle town cf Brusels alone seventy
reduction in the antual âeiling value, amcunting, in ail men, representiug prebabiy soventy familios, had gene te
probability, to stmething like 8 or 10 dollars per acre for Lb. UnitedrStates hope and trust that e tan xtreme
everyoeeocf these 20 million acres. That le the statement instance, but I ainafraids in j only a fair illustration o
whieh I make, that je a taternent wbich I know, from wbat je taking place, net in On tarie altne, but un Nova
fniende Who are very largely intereteîd in forming correct Sotiaiu Prince Edward lant, in New Brunswick, aye
conclusions on tuis eubject, represents prcbably lesa than the everywhere throaghlo t this Dominion, aud Iya.nafraid that
outire reduction in the selling value ; aud if yen want to until iL got its presoit Governoit in M.anitoba as Weil.
frame a true national balar ce sheoeyen have got te set such Mr. HESSON. Brusels es improvinri vey ye
a roductienhaethatrth the selling vaeeyf the farheylandain
Ontaro-of 00 other Provinces I do net venture t opeak- Sir RICHARD CA RT WRIGHT. I have great regard
as an offset agsint your littie petty addition tet saving for Bruseels, but ha dooned t aler the fat that 1 men
bank deposits, and the depositotherLh. other bankssud a forrly resident in brussols are now res dents l the
core cf these otoer indices cfprospenity on which talkon. Uited States. As the linibercf Fin rce was seized with

gentleman so muh relied. Now as te vLincrease of the the pirit of prophecy, snd rasIholdite rtber dangerous
dbt , the on gentleman knows as well as I deo th alLtl propheosy untfl yunknow, I fabormeryitted to ea 1 hie
tues sephistry, ail this petty quibblingevassion, wiîî neu avail attention te wit"befeli a certain predecessor *hxo likewise
te alter the tact that Canada ontored Confederation with a prepbesied a few years ago. ln 1882 1 bai a littI. centre-
debt of 75 millions, wiere to-day, on the fire, tf Marche versy with Sir Lnard Tilley ou subjtas very clotely akin
the net dobt lOta6 millions, with very dobtf asbaets for te those I a pdiucu psing to-nigt g That hon. gentleman
part lf the remainder-wil net aval to alter the fact thatundertook t tel th finsiwherto wwold i d onrelves
21 years ago Le total taxation o g Canada w w about1ld in 1890.fW. have n or ton menthe te go i pon, but hore
Millions, and to-day, on hie own showing, the total taxa- fe Sir Lenard's tateto ent, te which cl othe alention of
tien of Canadaes 31 millions, orbHe expetsit tobe-i wonthei louse, delivered in the fu nl epirs cf prophecy would
gvail t alter throg thingher il in the eoldhtt hadwhere wo. gnuldb su1890. tr Leonard dee lred:
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" But between this and 1890 the amount that Io to be pald into the that, so far as 1 - am able to judge, the drain of popu.

sinkinF fund. and wbich forme part of our annual charges upon the lation from Canada je at Ist showing signe of diminiéhing.
consolidated revenue, will average $1,500,000 a year for the next nine
years. That will give for the deduction of the debt $13,500,000. Then I think that le the case, I hope it is the case, 1 trust further
the surplus for the nine years- investigation wilI confirm it, and I believe aiso that having

"An hon. IM MBER (Sir Richard Cartwright). Oh! at last got rid of the railway ronopoly there is a fuir chance
"Sir LEONARD TILLEY. An hon. menber says "oh," but wheu of Manitoba filing up under the present Provincial Govern.

we bave $4,500,000 assured for this year, when there lino doubt, after ment and of redeeming te some extent the extravagant
the reduction which we propose to make, that there will be a surplus ofpmisesheretofore made on her account. But what are
$3,000,000 for the next year, it is not, I think, asking too much for the
hon. gentleman to accept as reasonable a surplus of si,ooo,ooo a year the replies te these tacts which I have state? In part a
for the remaining seven vears of the nine commencing on the lst July judicious silence has been observed. Hon, gentlemen oppo-
last, that would make $f4,500,000, and would, with the sinking fund, re- e have show
duce the net debt to $175,897,680. But if we estimate the increase of
population at but 18 per cent. only during the ten years-the increase the statements made, but in part 1 muet eay hon. gentle-
of the last decade-the result will be then, taking the population at men bave taken refuge in pure evasion and in part ln very
that period, and the debt as stated, the net debt will be $34.27 per head. audacious deniai of weIt known facto. As to a great deal of
Then if we have any extraordinary increase of our population (which I
think it is but right to expect we will, but which I have not estimated what I have said, deniaileperfectly bopeless. Hon. gen-
for here) it will be ample to meet, at any rate, any extraordinary ex- tlemen opposite cannot deny the increase of debt, altheugh
penditure that may be chargeable to the debt which we are not antici- the
pating at the present moment. But,.more than that, if the 150,000,000
acres of arable land that will be the nroperty of the Government after crosse ef taxation, and they cannot deny the enormous pro-
handing over to the syndicate 35,000,000 acres, ad which is now estab- poTtions of the fixed charges under whieh we labor, snd
lished as fit for the settlement, yields but one dollar an acre for half of whieh is a very serions point indeei. Tbey cannot deny
it (the other half being offered as a free gift to settlers) it will meet the
whole expenditure of the Government on the Pacific Railway and in the that up to the present time the settiemeut of the North-
North-West down to 1890. If that be the case, then our debt, which West bas resulted iu egregions failure, largely due to the
certainly is not alarming, provided we realise from these lands the sum trade policy, to the land policy and t the railway
that I have stated, would only be about $100,000,000 instead of $175,- monopoly pocy of the prsent Government. Thoyau-
000,000, or less than $20 per head." net deuy thet the accounts et the Intercolonial Railway

I say nothing about the $75,000,000, for it is a sore subject show that for evcry dollar received Canada je charged
I know. But here was a calculation made by a gentleman two dollars per annum. As to other etatement, hon.
of great experience, an eminent predecessor of the hon. gen- gentlemen opposite find it easy wheu assertions are made
tleman, by wbom we were assured as a basis for our future to make countet-assertione and then refuse investigation,
action that at worst the debt wc tdhe only 8 115,000000, atIng to snf m xnat aftertheexampls ssotby tho Minister
lu 1890 when Mouday's Gazette shows that the net debt is oF Finance on a recent occasion when that on, gentleman
$236>000,000; and, therefore, 1 respectfully suggest te the voted thatho wae in favor ot granting prohibition when it
hon. gentleman that it would be well for hlm bearing that was clear the peoplea Canada were ready for it, and then
lu mind tolbe cautioug a littie as teaoy prophecies in which refused point blak te take measures te ascertain in the only
he may indulge. Imsy remind hlm that a gpreater man way in which it could possibly be doune what the wishes e
even tbain the apo4l of temperanco, even the Premier the people of Canada were on the sbject of prohibition.
hiruseit anunouned te us, firet, that wowjuld have in 1890 luio gentlemen opposite are u the habit of drawirg
871,001)9000 cash iu baud from land sales, but, ou having a red herring acros n the scent; cnd they do that otably
the ststemont revised and making dedactions for the inthe case of the National Policy. Now, Sir, whnt did it
expenszes of management, it was thon calculated that amount te aU that the hon. gentleman said at the close
$58,300,000 would positively ho paid te us y the ofhie speech nd throfghw hi speech ? It amonnted teo
yesr 1890; and not teo behbiwd baud Sir Charles Tupper this: Those hoa, gentlemen are prepared te oaim that
aResrted inet that there wonld ho 20.000,000 bushels ver y single selitary resuit et overy new invention that
sent from Manitoba by 1890 but that 1q40,0<0,000 bushels tas been made for the last ton years, that envry redue-
ef wheat were te ho shipped from the North- West, andctheaeiof i the price of raw material, that even os prfall
hon. gentleman was setiously exeroised as te how w b the rate of interet as the world over je a new triamph for
would get enough railways inte carry the grain away. the National Policy. Should wool become choaper- do
It le net without s feeling et pleasuro I recall that fot know what my on. frieud from the rural district
whereae the two first amed authorities only promistd would say to that-but if woolshuld become cheaper,
us tons of millions. Sir Charles Tupper wae much if iron becomos choaper, if beot root le grown more largeiy,
more gonerone and went inte mundreds of millions, these hon. gentlemen f aim it es sofresh triumph en.the
and al three of them were positive, I romember, that National Policy that articles made from those materials
if Parlisment weuld only allow them te have reciprs- are cheaper than before. Wsither anythig more
city of tariffs w would have reciprocity of trade with clear after the speech of the inister of Finance, than
the United States rapidly, one named withiu twg years, that th rea snd only, and true, nsd legitimate way
1 think, t the people of the Maritime Provinces. Lke- to make goodcheaperis te tax them. That jethe latet,
wise they declared that every cent o f the whole cost 0 greatet, grandet triumph eteconomiC science as ex-
the 1anadi Pacifie Railway would be repaid in ful s within pounded by the hon, gentleman. Wby should ho stop
the hrtest possible space of time tf the peple of this there, why did ho Lot go further? If the Goverument by
country, and the North-West would fll up and blessom as putting taxes on good can make them cheaper, why ot
the rose in such a manner as we have nover dreamed etextmnd their bmnefanont providence s little further. They
seeing. ht may interest themrouse te know what that de- might as well, sd they could just as easily ensot that water
stroyer of snouc promises, the Public Accounts, shows on this should ru up hil8, a9d that would be foud very convenieut
question. Whereas we ught to ave 8,000,000 at our fer a variety of mchanical purposes. But are the prices
credit at the lateet on lot Janusry, 1891, I regret te say et farm produce lower than they ueed te be ? Are the
that up t the present time our total receiptameon t te prices of land throughout Ontario, Queboc sud the ether
e4,250,000 and the expenditure te 85,500,000, so that we Provinces lower than they ised te be? Have wages
are $81,250,000 on the wrng side of the account. hu sîl become les than they uscd to be? Dos the population
this there are to my m d juet tw redeeming points, ef our rural districts become fewer? Do our people ave
always aceepting the promise that we are net geig us, te this the answer is, these things are the resuît
to be taxed o uch more heavily. I think, aud of are causes over whioh negovermeut have any
givoe theneon gentleman th u bene of my opinion, contrel, This kind of argument scarcely deserves aP

Sir RIOH[4RD CÂTwBiuoT.
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answer, and for such arguments as this, I bave simply
to say that when I bear them gravely stated I hardly
know for whom to feel the most contempt-for the
individuals who lie and profit by their lies or for the
dupes who believe and bleed. in all this one thing only
does not vary, and that is the steady growth of taxation.
The value of farms may fluctuate; prices may go up and
prices may go down, but the number and the weight of
our taxes goes on, and on, and on for ever. It was the
f ashion many years ago to speak of1" the ignorant impatience
of taxation " I think that Lord Castleragh was the author
of that phrase. Well, nous avons changé tout cela, and in
these days the true statesmen in considering the position
of things here would deplore ten times more the "ignorant
patience" with taxation which our people manifest. Lt is
easier to cajole than it is to oppress, and I say that one of
the worst consequences of the false theory which hon. gen-
tlemen have developed, that it is possible to enrich a -people
by increasing its taxes is this, that they have thereby
done away with almost the only efficient check and curb to
extravagance. I have noticed this for the last eight or ten
years, in fact ever since this doctrine took root in the public
mind in Canada, and if I had not noticed it the growth of
public expenditure would proclaim it to men who chose to
open their eyes and see. But now, Sir, I hear that a reign
of economy is to set in. Mr. Speaker, what new villainy is
afloat? What dark mystery of iniquity is being hatched
now ? I muet say that when I hear these gentlemen talk-
ing of economy my utmost suspicions are aroused. Can
the leopard change his spots; can the Ethiopian change
his skin; can we expect grapes from thorns and figs from
thistles ? Is it not bad enough to cook our accounts; is it
not bad enough to pay 882,929 for law costs and keep a
Minister of Justice, and a Deputy Minister of Justice, and a
staff and contingents besidesI? Is it not bad enough to pay
$327,000 for bribing newspapers as we see by these Public
Accounts, without counting the cost cf printing for the
Immigration Department and for matters connected with
legislation ? la it not bad enough to pay five or six
hundred thousand dollars for putting in types and plant
and new printing machinery. Is it not bad enough to
see $409,000 voted for a Franchise Bill for the express
purpose of diarating many of the electors of this country?
Is it not bad enough to sea $175,000 spent in 18 months
for the purchase and work on one experimental farm at
Ottawa, which, though it be a desirable thing, could bring
us all the good that is ever likoly to come from it for
an expenditure of one quarter the amount ? Is it not bad
enough to see $700 a year paid for each convict in the
prison at Manitoba ? Is it not bad enough to see $287,040
spent for the lighting, and the heating, and the furniture,
and the taking care of the grounds here and at Rideau
Hall ? Why, Sir, this is more than some of our most im-
portant Provinces get as their per capita subsidy. We
absolutely spend on these trifles, on our gas bill, our water
bill and outlay for keeping the grounds in order here and
at Major's Hill Park and at Rideau Hall $287,000 a year
and yet the Government talks to us about economy. All
over this country we find in little villages of seven or eight
hundred, aye, even of three or four hundred souls, public
works erected at a cost of fifteen or twenty thousand dollars
as bribes to these constituencies and buildings erected
which incur an expenditure of over 81,200 a year, including
interest and maintenance, for the purpose of providing shel-
ter or a post office which does not give us a revenue ot more
than $400 a year. Could this condition of things exist in
Rngland or the United States? Were I able to stand on the
floor of the House of Commons or on the floor of Congress
and to point to items in the Public Accounts showing that
in England five or six hundred thousand pounds sterling
went to subsidise the Times, and any other paper, which
stood ready to stab some public man under the fifth rib, if in
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the United States I could pint to a subsidy of four millions
a year paid for the purpose of retaining United States papers
in the service of the Government, would that Government
in the United States, or would that Government in England
last for one single day ? No, Sir, they would be hurled
from the piaces that they had misused ; y et in our Auditor
General's Report year after year we find that two or three
hundred thousand dollars are deliberately expended for no
other purpose than to bribe, from one end of this Dominion
to the other, some particular newspapers which it may be
convenient for the Ministers to subsilise out of the public
pockets. These men talk of economy 1 Wby, look ut their
expenditure on public lands. The total income in 1887 was
6191,781. What was the total expenditure ? To collect
8191,000 we expended $461,474. In 1888 we did better;
we collected $217,000, and it only cost us $426,S20 to do it;
and I dare say that next year we will collect 8220,000 and
only spend 84.0,000. Now, in that sum for the collection of
revenue I include the sum charged to capital account, the
sum spent in the department, the Minister's salaryand con-
tingencies, and L get this grand result which I present to
these advocates of economy: in two years we have succeeded
spending 8888,296 for the purpose of collecting $488,864, in
towards the bill of $58,000,000 due on the Ist January, 1891.
Sir, I won't repeat what I have said of the management of
the Intercolonial Railway further than this, that when you
spend 85,750,000, counting interest, to collect 82,980,000,
it is time indeed for economy in the management of our
public affairs. I will take the whole record of hon. gentle-
men, during the last twenty-one years. They began in
1867, with an expenditure of 813,500,000, when I came into
office in 1874, I found bills awaiting me of $24 250,000,
though I only spent $23,300,000; when I lot office in 1878
my expenditure was $23,500,000. You beard to-day that
our expenditure for 1888, not including sums improperly
charged to capital expenditure, was now $16,713,000.
There, Sir, is a record of these bon. gentlemen's past
economy in two lines. I will not say anything, because really
I have not time to discuss it, of that notable stroke of business
of borrowing money ut 31 per cent. and lending it ut 11 per
cent.; but when I look at the records of tho savings banks,
and when I see that the Government of Canada deem it
prudent and economical to borrow thirty or forty millions
at 30 per cent. above the current market rates, 1 must
observe that it is a kind of economy which does not par-
ticularly recommend itself to my judgmont, ut any ra'e.
Our position is remarkable in another respect, that, unfor-
tanately for us, we have a very large nominal incomo; I
say unfortunately, because when you have an apparent
income of $36.000,000 or 837,000,000, a great maiy ex-
penses, which are really very large for our means, appear
to worthy people to Ïoa very small. It bardly strikes them
as of the real importance it is when we talk of an expendi-
turc of $200,000 or $300,000 as being important against a
total income of 836,750,000. But when we come to analyse
the facts, what do we find ? We find a nominal income of
$36,000,000, but after deducting the expenses of collection
of the revenue and fixed charges, we find a real income of
$9,750,000, which, if you deduct the sums improperly
charged to capital account, would be reduced to $9,250,000.
That is the true position of the affairs of Cawada to-day ;
that is to say, that 75 per cent. of our whole income, in one
form or other, is mortgaged. I will give the hon. gentle
man the totals from his own estimates:

Interest on sinking fand............................$12,107,725
Subsidies.··.. - . -------. · · · · · · ··.·.••............. •..... •-•• 4,100,000
Charges for collection of revenue.................. ........ 8,774,000
Charges for Indiaus......----.--------------.. ----.......... 1,078,00

Total. .. ......... $26,060,000

Which represent to all intents and purposes fi-cd
charges against a nominal income of $ 6,000,000. Now,
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Sir, out of that comparatively small income of about
810,000,000 what do we find ? We find charges like
these : Civil government, 81,316,000 ; charges for keep-
ing these buildings and Rideau lall in order, lighting
and warming and repairing them, $300,000 ; law cost.
and newspapers, $100,000 ; pensions and superannua-
tion, $326,000. That is the way that our money goes on an
effective income of about $10,000,000 a year all told. Now,
I desire to say this: In my mind, looking at the real
condition of our affairs, it would not be true, I have never
pretended that it was true, to say that Canada had made
no progress at all, or even that Canada had not made
considerable progress in certain directions. In twenty-one
years, or even in ten years or seven years, Canada, being
such as she is, and inhabited by a people such as ours,
could not fail to make some progress in some direc-
tions, no matter how bad the system of governmont
almost, or how bad the fiscal system under whieh it was
administered. But what I do say is, that the progress
made bas been partial and one-sided. It has been far below
par, far less than our natural resources warranted us in ex.
pecting; and I say that whether you take as the standard
of comparison, our own progress in former years, or the
progress of sister colonies, such as New South Wales
or any of the other Australian colonies, or if you
prefer it, the progress of the United States when their
population was the same as ours, or its progress at the
present moment. A great deal of the progress which hon.
gentlemen opposite claim is purely and simply displace-
ment; what one man has gained has been in too many
cases another man's loss. Why, Sir, but the other day the
Legislature of Ontario was compelled to pass a law to
prevent one town taking manufactories from another,
that is, to prevent it bonusing a manufacturer engaged in
business in another town to induce him to remove his
factory to them, and so injuring its neighb>rs for its
own special profit. Now, it is perfectly true, that cer-
tain towns and cities have grown, some of them con-
siderably ; and I for one do not grudge them any
growth that is fairly made or due to the natural advantages
of their position. I am willing to join hon. gentlemen
opposite in congratulating the country on the remarkable
progress made by such cities as Toronto, in Ontario, or
Montreal in Quebec. But is the growth of those cities to be
taken as a fair indication of the growth of the population
generally ? What bas been the growth in the good city of
Quebec or the good cities of Halifax, St. John or Charlotte-
town ? True, some places have benefited, though quite as
much, I believe, from the natural advantages of their
position as from anything in the policy of hon. gentlemen
opposite. But I say that while it is very doubtful if the
progress that has been made would not have been quite
as great if these artificial stimuli had been withdrawn,
what there can be no possibility of doubt about is this,
that under the false pretext of advancing a few interests
we have enormously increased our debts and our taxes, we
have snffered a frightful loss of people, and we have failed
to settle the new territory on which so much depends.
Briefly, I say, that the policy of the Government bas
resulted in this: It bas made a few score, peradventure a few
hundreds, of men much richer than they ought honestly to
have been, and bas made several millions of people, from
one end of the country to the other, very much poorer than
they ought to be to-day. Now I am not so young a
politician as not to know that for purposes of politicil
support, and notably in Canada to-day, the rich few are
able, to a very great extent, to outweigh the many. I
know perfectly well that they are exceedingly useful for
the purpose of supplying those necessary funds whieh arej
required to manipulate refractory constituencies. I
know that they understand, and understand well, how toE
control the public press, aye, and how to hoodwink a1
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very considerable number of people at whose expense
they are growing rich. The hon. gentleman was wise
enough not to say much about another point, for I have
noticed in these discussions that his friends in the House
and his friends outside want to talk a great deal of
the +notable victory which the protective policy lately
obtained in the United States, when Free Trade and
Cleveland received a popular majority of 100,000 in the
whole of the United States. They are very fond of point-
ing to the number of the seats they hold in this House as
conclusive and absolute proof of their superior sagacity and
wisdom. Well, I can tell the hon. gentleman that I know
myself of twelve seats in the Province of Ontario, enough to
bave completely reversed their position in Ontario and most
completely reversed their position in the louse, if they
had been transferred to where they belonged-I know of
twelve seats in Ontario which were carried by a collective
majority, for the whole twelve, of 383 votes. Why, I
myself, my hon. friend from Brant (Mr. Somerville), my
hon. friend from North Oxford (Kr. Sutherland)-could
have polled, if we hal chosen to exert ourielves, an addi-
tional Liberal majority in those three constituencies, ten
times greater than the whole collective majority of 383 in
the twelve counties I have referred to. And that majority
of 383 was obtained by bribery, by virtue of the Gerry-
mander Act, by virtue of Franchise Bills, by virtue of
Indian votes, by virtue of public buildings, erected in
places 500 or 600 strong, and by every other known
means of corruption of which i have heard or read.
L now come to a still more important question, and that is:
What possible remedies for these evils, which have grown
to such a height, can we suggest ? In my opinion the
remedies are two. First of ali-and as to this I do not
blame the hon. the Minister of Finance so much, because
ho is but a young member of the Cabinet, and, though
ho is constitutionally responsible for the sins of the Gov-
ernment, still ho is not responsible, morally, for all of
them, fortunately for himself. Ie would have a heavy
burdon to carry out into the wilderness if ho were to
bo made the scapegoat. Now these hon. gentlemen, for
their own reasons, for their own objecta, have chosen delib-
erately to destroy the whole financial basis on which our
Confederation rested, and I say there is but one remedy for
that. We have now come to a point when, if we wish to
establish sound relations among the Provinces of the Dom-
inion, we must put a check on the one hand to this unfair
and vexatious interference on the part of the Dominion Gov-
ernment with provincial rights; and, on the other hand,
to the constant demand by the Provinces on the Treas-
ury of the Dominion. I say that our present system is as
bad as bad can be; I say that it is faulty in every possible
respect; I say that it is unsound, both in principle
and practice, and is contrary to every cnstitutional
doctrine by which representative countries have ever
been governed. What does it mean? It means that
one body of mon are to spend the money and another
to find it. Could you devise a system which does
more mischief, which gives of necessity more encourage-
ment to bribery, which offers a more direct premium to
extravagance than the policy the hon. gentlemen opposite
bave initiated. They were not to blame perhaps for the
introduction of the system of subsidies in the first instance,
because it is probable Confederation could not have been
brought about otherwise; but they are to blame, and they
have been to blame, after Confederation was once brought
about, for destroying the financial basis on which Confedera-
tion rested. The remedy I offer is revision of the constitu-
tion. We may have to pay handsomely for past folly, but
almost at any cost it is botter that we should establish mat-
ters once for all on a firm and stable basis, that the Provinces
should go their way and manage their own affairs, and the
Dominion Parliament for the future go its way and manage
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its own affairs. The second remedy is the one indicated by
me and my friends here in our places last year. That remedy
is to seek for trade relations where alone really valuable
enlarged trade relations can be found. It is to seek for
them within our reach and at our door, not 10,000 miles
away-not in the Antipodes, not to go to South America for
what we can get ten times better in North America and at
one-twentieth of the cost and trouble; but lot me say that if
ever official returns spoke in trumpet tones in confirmation
of the policy advocated on this side and of the line we took
last year, they are the identical trade returns I have in my
hand, What are the facts? I have mentioned them before,
but they will bear reciting again. What do these returns
tell us ? They tell us that laist year, out of a total trade of
$193,050,000, we had a trade with the United States alone
of $91,053,913; they tell us that out of a total volume of
exports of our own produce of 881,382,000, not mentioning
goods we do not produce, the United States has bought
from us $40,407,483 worth, Great Britain, 833,648,000, and
the whole of the rest of the world, excepting the United
States, 840,974,0G0-just $500,000 worth more than the
United States did ; and yet we are to turn our back on
the United States and are to go 10,000 miles away to
see if somebody will boy a few dollars worth of goods from us
Now, is it not a thing which he that runs may read,
a thing which ought to open, if anything can open,
the eyes of gentlemen opposite, that at the very
moment when they were occupied in this louse belittling
our trade with the United States last year-they are learn-
ing more wisdom now, I am happy to say-talking grandi-
loquently of how well Canada could do without the trade of
the United States, the United States trade with us was
growing by leaps and bounds. Could there bo a botter
proof of the immense possibilities that that trade would
afford to us, under proper development, than the fact that,
fettered and handcuffed as it is, with all the impediments
that two hostile tariffs can throw in its way, novertheless
last year, while we were deliberately refusing to cousider
the question, that trade increased by well nigh 810,000,000;
and those returns hardly indicate the true extent of that
trade. In the first place, it is well known that our exports
tothe United States are systematically under-valued. It is
well known that what are called short returns are probably
a good deal too small. I have bore the United States returns
for 1887, and likewise our own returns for 1887, and I call
the attention of the House to a few noeable facts.
According to the United States returns, in 1887 we
sent to the United States, paying duty, 58,071 cattle.
Our own returns only showed 45,981. We sent to the
United States, by their returns, 20,695 horses; our returns
only showed 18,527. We sent to the United States 477,753
sheep, according to their returns, while our returns only
showed 363,000, besides a large number of all these kinds of
animals entered as nmot paying duty. I cannot say how much
may be involved in that item, but it does appear to me that a
very considerable amount ought to ho added on both sides,
exporte and imports, to the volume of our trade with the
Uni.ted States, and the more so as it is known to me, and I
dare Bay to the Minister of Customs, that in spite of all the
restrictions which he has placed on that trade, and
lu spite of all the vigilance of his officers, a great many
goods do find their way into Canada without the formality
of going through the Custom house.

An hon. EMBER. Do you calt that a formality.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I will not say that

going through the Custom house is often a mere formal-
ity, but I will say without paying tribute to our Canadian
Casar. I am not going at this hour to repeat many of
the arguments which 1 used last year. Those arguments,
have not yet been met or answered, and therefore I will
refer hon, gentlemen opposite to the speech which I then
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1delivered for the further arguments I could very easily ad.
vance in regard to this matter. I have no doubt that, if
any hon. gentlemen on that side desire to take up our
challenge, they will find many of my hon. friends here
ready to mak 3 our views plain to their understanding, if
they are not now. What is wanted just now is rather to
understand exactly the obstacles which are in our way, and
I contend that the chief obstacle to the carrying out of the
well understood and well ascertained wishes of the people of
Canada is the conduct and the past attitude of the Govern-
ment of Canada. Their fault in that respect is very much the
samo as thoir fault in the matter of the fisheries. They have
managed, in some way or other, Io convince the people of
the United States, and to convince the Government of the
United States, that the Government of Canada, whatever
the people of Canada may be, are not at all desirous of cul-
Livating friendly relations with the United States. I can-
not stop to discuss how much of that feeling may be due to
the downright stupidity of the Government, as shown in
the case of the export duty on sawlogs, how mach of it
may be due to mere selfishness, how much may be due to a
desire on their part to promote thoir own interests and the
interests of the combines and manufacturers which they
represent, but there is too much reason to fear that these
mon are to-day the secret opponents of the wishes of the
people of Canada. They hardly dare openly to avow the
hostility to the United States which they manifested lst
year, because they had several lessons which must
have opened their eyes to the fact that a very
large number of the people of Canada desire full
and froc and unrestricted trade with the United States; but
thero is danger that privately they will do everything they
can to make a fair treaty impossible. It cannot well be
otherwise. Recipiocity between the United States and
Canada means wealth and freedom to a very large propor-
tion of our people-freedom particularly from unjust tax-
ation, and from the power which is put in the hande of the
monopolists who are grinding the people of Canada to pieoes
to-day, Thorefore, the Government to day cannot earnestly
seek to promote reciprocity, though it may be in their in-
terests to so pretend. Uniless the people of Canada
convince them that it is at their peril if they push their
negligence any farther they will conduct these negotiations
in such a way as to lead to foreseen and predestined f i lure.
1 do not think they will daieo wpiovoko the United States,
but I bolieve they will privately interposoobstacles btween
what we desire and its accomplishment. This is a case in
which you must judge these mon not by thuir words but by
their acts, and it is by their acts in the past that we have to
judge them; it is by noting such paltry quibbles as that in
regard to packages of fruit, it is by such mistakea as that in
regard to the exportduty on loge, it is by such acts as these
that I judge that, if they dared, they would be openly
hostile to the United States. I have shown what I
believed, and I have given reasons for my bolief, to
be in the true interest of this country at present. I
am very far from saying that the position in which
we now find ourselves was the inovitable result of
Confederation. I believe, on the contrary, that with
reasonable prudence, our position migbt b very much
botter than it is. But it is idle to discuss that now. W.
are not concerned with what might have been, but with
what is at this day and this hour. I contend that our
position is one of arrested development, and I say that, all
things considered, this is the best way out of it. I say that
not only is the project we advocate eminently calculated to
bonefit us materially, but I claim for it this great benefit,
this indirect result, that, if il were carried out, it would
necessarily curb the extravagance we deplore, and
would, to a great extent, though perhaps not altogether,
becausethat mainlydepends on the people themselvesensure
boneat government in this country. The moment is op-
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porture. Almost the last act of the House of Repre.
sentatives in the United States was to pass unanimously
a resolution which may not perhaps indicate the precise
mode or the precise way in which commercial relations be-
tween the two countries can best be settled, but which I take
and which the Government should take, as holding out the
olive branch to us, which is more than we deserve or than
the Goveinment deserves on the part of the United States.
It is a declaration that they are prepared to treat with us
for freer trade relations, and it is an answer to the absurd
statement which bas been made that the United States had
not any desire for free and fair trade on free and fair terms
with the people of Canada. More than that, it is a trium-
phant vindication of the position which we have always
taken on this subject. Let us do our duty. Let us show to
the United States that we are truly desirous of freedom of
traie and friendly relations with them, and I am perfectly
certain that, when the time comes and the United States
are fairly approached, they will be willing to meet us in the
same spirit. In order that there may be no mistake, and that
the Government may understand that we are determined
to fight this question out on the same lines that we have
always fought it, I beg to move in amendment that you do
not now leave the Chair, but that all the words after "that"
be struck out, and that it be resolved :

In the present cond tion of affaire, and in view of the recent action
of the House of Representatives ot the United States, it is expedient
that steps should be taken to ascertain on what terme and conditions
arrangements can be effected with the United States for the purpose of
securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade therewith.

Mr. TUPPER moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreet to, and debate adjourned.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TauasnAY, 7th March, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.
FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 99) to incorporate the Three
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Riopel.)

Rivers and

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN RESERVE-SURVEY,

Mr DOYON asked, Whether Mr. McLea Walbank bas
com pleted the sur vey of the Indian Roserve of Caughnawaga,
in the county of Laprairie ? Whether ho las furnished to
the Government a report of his operations? What sums
have been paid, up to this date, to Mr. Walbank, or to
others, for making the said survey, and how much romains
due to him ?

Mr. DE WDN EY. The work of the survey of the above
reserve commenced in the fall of 1882, and was only com-
pleted last season. Lt proved to be a very complicated
matter, owing to the very irregular manner in which the
Indians had taken up locations on tho reserve-the outlines
ot which had to be surveyed with a view to ascertain what
were the improvements made by each claimant and the
valne of 1 he same. The reserve contains 12,327J acres, and
the cost of the survey of the same, when completed, will be
about 6 -,0u-Mr. Walbank has reported to the depart-
ment.

Sir RIcaRD &RTWIrGHT.

NATURAL GAS IN WESTERN ONTARIO-XR.
COSTE'S REPORT.

Mr. FE RGUSON (Welland) asked, Has Mr. Coste re-
ported upon the result of bis investigations durirg the past
season on the subject of natural gas in western Ontario ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. On reference to the last annual report
of the Interior Department, at page 30 will be found Mr.
Coste's report on his investigation during the past season on
the subject of natural gas in western Ontario.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland) asked, Is Mr. Coste still on
the staff of the Geological Survey; if not, when did he
resign ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. Mr. Coste is still in the service of the
Geological Survey.

QUEBEC MONEY ORDER OFFICES.

Mr. LAVERGNE asked, Is it the intention of the Gov
ernment to make the post offices of all the county towns
in the Province of Quebec offices at which money orders
are issued and paid ?

Mr. HAGGART. It is not the intention of the Govern.
ment to make the post offices of ail the county towns in
the Province of Quebec offices at which money orders are
issued and paid.

THE POSTMASTER OF CHESTER, P.Q.

Mr. LAVERGNE asked, Has the Government received
any complaint against the postmaster of Chester, county of
Arthabaska, and if so, las any action been taken against
such complaint?

Mr. HAGGART. A complaint was made by Mr. Oct.
Gaudet, but subsequently withdrawn. A complaint was
also made by the mail carrier, Mr. D. Coté, respecting the
alleged refusal of the postmaster to give him the mail.
This was referred to the Post Office Inspector to arrange.

DAILY MAIL BETWEEN MURRAY HARBOR SOUTH
AND MONTAGUE.

Mr. ROBERTSON asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Govern ment to establish a daily mail between Murray
Harbor South and Montagne ?

Mr. HIAGGART. An application for a daily mail between
Murray Harbor South and Montagne, bas been received and
sent to the Post Office Inspector for report.

Mr. WELSH (for Mr. DAVIEs, P.E.I) asked, Was any
survey held on the breakwater at New London, P.E.I.,
during the summer of 1888 ? If so, by whom ? Was a
report of the condition of the breakwater made to the
department, and is it the intention of the Minister to cause
the breakwater to be repaired and extended during the
coming season ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am informed by the chief
engineer of my department that there was no survey, and,
therefore, I am not able to answer the second part of the
question. My attention being called to it, I will see what
can be done.

THE SHIPPING OF SEAIEN.

Mr. WELD3N (St. John) asked, What instructions (if
any) have been given to the shipping -master in St. John,
N.B., as to the shipping of seamen in United States vessels?
Has the Government received any officiai notice or been
otherwise informed of the letter of the Secretary of the
Treasury of the United States to the Secretary of State
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upon the subject, in which ie states:-" And should the
Canadian Government approve of the action of the shipping
master at St. John, I shall deem it my duty to instruct
the officers of this department to require all shipments of
seamen upon British vessels in American ports to be made
before the United States Commissioners, and not before
foreign Consular Officers."

Mr. TUPPER. The only instructions giVen to the
shipping master at the port of St. John have been to the
effect that the provisions of the Act relating to the shipping
of seamen should be carried out. The Government bas not
received the information to which the hon. gentleman
alludes.

A LOST DREDGE.

Mr. CAMERON asked, Whether it is tho intention of the
Government to provide funds for the purchase or construe-
tion of a dredge to replace the dredge which was lost in the
Straits of Northumberland during a gale in the fall of 1887 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government does not
intend duriug this Session to ask money for a new dredge.

FISHING IN RIVER MATANE.

Mr. FISEI! asked, Whether the right of fishing in River
Matane has been leased or farmed only ? If so, to whom,
for how many years, and at what price, and on what con-
ditions has the same been leased ?

Mr. TUPPER. The right of angling in this river is
leased to Sir Alexander Galt by an indenture dated the 1st
of Jannary, 1887. The lease expires in nine years from that
date. The consideration of the lease is $1U00 a year.

CUSTOMS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee to-morrow to consider the following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to amend "The Customs Act " and the
Act amending the same, and to provide-: (a) That the bringing of
goods into Canada by land conveyance other than railway cars shall
be prohibited during the night anc on statutory holidays, except under
permit and supervision; (b) That the Board of Customs and Dominion
appraisers shall be autborised to review the valuations of port ap-
praisers; (c) That in every case the value for duty shal include the
charges of transportation and shipment, and shall be that of the quan-
tity imported; (d) That such value shall include any royalty, rent or
charge in respect of exclusive rights or territorial limits; (e) That goods
entered for warebouse shall be placed therein without delay; (J) That
information shall be exigible as to goods in transit through Canada for
statistical and other purposes; (g) That the manner of ascertaining
the time of exportation from any place out of Canada shall be defined;
(À) That moneys deposited in lieu of articles smuggled, and sunject to
seizure, shall be treated in like maner as if such articles hacd ben
seized.

Motion agreed to.

INSPECION, ETC., OF TIMBER AND LUMBER.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee to-morrow to consider the following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to assimilate and amend the laws in
force in the several Provinces in relation to the inspection, culling and
meamuring of timber and lumber, and to provide that the Governor in
Council may authorise the payment of a sum not exceeding ten dollars
a day for each day's actual service, and not exceeding in the whole
three hundred dollars in any one year to each examiner of inspectors of
timber, and of an annual salary not exceeding two thousand dollars to
each chief inspector of timber; that every manufacturer of timber or
lumber shal pay to the Orown an annual registration fee of two dollars,
if his annual output is less than one million feet, board measure, and of
ten dollars when such output is greater, and in addition one-fifth of one
cent for each thousand feet, board measure, of tinber manutactured by
him, except square timber, and one.tenth of one cent for each ton of
forty Oubie feet of square timber manufactured by him; and that as
respecta the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, out of the sum so paid,
and any moneys granted by Parliament, the Governor in Council may
grant annuities, not exceeding two hundred dollars in each case, to such

eullers as are now in receipt of like annuities, or who are not ap-
pointed inspectors and whose services are dispensed with.

Motion agreed to.

NORTII-WEST MOUNTED POLICE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (for Sir Jon MACDONALD)
moved that the House resolve itsolf into committee to-
morrow to consider the following resolution

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that a pension made be paid
to any member of the North-West Mounted Police Force, other that a
commissioned officer, for life, if such member joined the force subsequent
to the 23rd day of May, 1873, and completed twenty-five years' service,
or if, having completed fifteen years' service, he retires in consequence
of bodily or mental infirmity, subject to an obligation In the latter case
to return to duty if the incapacity ceases ; and that the scale on which
such pensions shall be calculated shall be as follows :-If the member
bas completed fifteen but less than twenty.one vears' service, one-fiftieth
of the annual pay for each completed year of service ; twenty-one and
less than twenty-five years' service, twenty-fiftieths, and in addition two-
fit tieths for every completed year of service over twenty ; twenty-fire
years, thirty-fiftieths, and in addition one-fiftieth for every completed
year over twenty-five, not to exceed, however, two-thirds of his annual
pay at retirement ; and further, that the annual pay shalh be deemed to
be the average annual pay, exclusive of extra pay or allowances, during
the three years preceding retirement; and aso that if the infirmity
causing the retirement il caused by the default or evil habits of the
member retiring, a less amount may be flied by the Governor in Council
as his pension.

Motion agreed to.

POST OFFICE ACT.

Mr. IAGGART moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee to-morrow to consider the following resolu-
tion:-

Resolvel, That it is expedient to provide that the sum payable for re-
gistration of a letter, unquestionably containing valuable matter, by an
official of the Post Office, in default of its being presented for registra-
tion, shallh be fixed in like manner as other registration charges; that
the postage on local or drop letters shall be two cents per ounce; on
periodicals issued less fr quently thin at intervals of seven days, from
office of publication, and on specimen newspapers, one cent per pound ;
that no periodical may be carried free of postage under the 26th section
of " The Post Office &ct," if it iB published at intervals of more than
seven days ; that the postage on other printed matter, and on packages
of seeds and matters of a cognate description, shall be one cent for each
four ounces, and on printer's manuscript and proof, maps, lithographs,
photogrops, documents partly printed and partly written (not being
letters), such as deeds and policies of insurance, and on miscellaneous
mailable matter, one cent for each two ounces.

Motion agreed to.

REQUEST FOR A MAP.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I wouli ask the permission of the Hcuse to have a
map of Canada suspended on the wall for the purposes of
illustration during the Budget debate. I think it is very
likely that theb on. Minister of Marine and Fisheries, as
well as other speakers, may wish to refer to it in discussing
the question before the House. I presume there will be no
objection to this.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Showing the New England States.

Mr. FOSTER. Canada as it is to be.

Sir H ECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not suppose there is
any objection to the request of the bon. gentleman, if the
louse wishes a map to be there. Do I understand that the
hon. gentleman wants a map while he is speaking ?

Mr. CEHARLTON. While any member is speaking in
this debate, in order to illustrate the geographical relations
of the two countries. The map could lie ung on the wall
just below the Speaker's gallery.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understand that the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries does not require a map, but
after he is through, if the hon, gentleman wishes a map it
can be hung up for his speech.
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Mr. CHARLTON. I should like it te be hung up now, possession of these returns in fair time. I hope the Gov-

though, if it should be any detriment to the Minister ofe ent will see that they are brougbt down without
Marine in speaking, it might be hung afterwards ; but further delay. We have had a great many brought down
I would like the question settled now. which are either statutory returns or returns ordered last

year. It aunears to have eprcme the hahit +Ki hai t rin d

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume that when an hon. gentle-
man asks for sucb a simple thirg as that a map should be
placed on the wall for the illustratibn of his speech, there
can be no possible objection to it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There does not seem to be
any objection, but if the hon. gentleman would allow the
matter to stand until the recess at rix o'clock, a map might
be put up during the two hours we are away.

Mr. CHARLTON, That would ans wer very well, unless
some gentleman should require it for purposes of illustra-
tion before six o'clock.

ORDER FOR PAPERS.

Mr. MULOCK. Before the House proceeds with the
Orders of the Day, I would like to call attention to another
matter. At the first meeting for business of the Public
Accounts Committee, held ten days ago, an order was made
that the Militia Department should produce before the com.
mittee certain documents and vouchers. These papers are,
no doubt, pretty voluminous, and it bas been the custom,
heretofore, to have them placed in the hands of the clerk
of the committee for the inspection of those interested in
tbem, prier to the meeting of the committee. Lt is ton days
since thbat order was made by the Publie Accounts Com-
mittee, and the committee bas not yet been called together,
and, up to the meeting of the House this afternoon, the order
has not been complied with by the Militia Department,
although it has been complied with by the Auditor General.
If the Public Accounts Committee is at all to discharge its
duties satisfactorily in examining into the expenditure of the
836,000,000 spent last year, its orders should be complied
with. I may say further, that the fact of the first meeting
of the Public Accounts Committee being held in the fifth
week after the opening of Parliament, is hardly a proper
compliance with the spirit of the House in establishing a
Public Accounts Committee for the purpose of auditing the
Public Accounts. If this information is withheld, or only
given at a time when it is useless, thon, I would submit
whether there is any necessity for continuing the committee
at all.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The order of the Public Ac-
counts Committee was communicated to my department the
same day or the day after. I gave immediate instructions to
have the papers prepared. Tbe hon. gentleman says they
have not yet been furnished. I will enquire into the matter
and see the cause of the delay, but, so far as my instructions
are concerned, I gave orders to have the papers prepared
forthwith. The work is voluminous, and possibly the clerks
may be at work yet, but I shahl enquire and let the hon.
gentleman know to-morrow.

Mr. MULOOK. The bon. member was present at the
meeting when the order was made, and, therefore, it did not
take until the succeeding day for hinm to know that such an
order had issued; nor do I think the excuse of taking time
to copy the papers is a valid one. I want the originals,
and the order of the committee was for the originals.

Mr. McMULLEN. Before the Order of the Day are
called, I wish to draw attention to the fact that although
we are now in the fifth week of the Session and a great
many orders have been granted for returns, only seven re-
turns have been brought down. If hon. members are to dis-
charge their duties inteligently, they must be put in

ir HECTOR LANGEVIN.

returns the Session following the one when the orders were
given. This system should be stopped, if hon. gentle.
men are to discharge their duties properly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am informed that
not only the returns ordered by my hon. friend from York
(Mr. Mulock) have not been brought down, but that quite
a number of other returns moved for by my hon. friend
from Brant (Nir. Somerville) and ordered by the Public
Accounts Committee to be prepared, have not yet been
brought down. It is quite true that the Public Accounts
Committee have only had two meetings, one of which was
for organisation,but we have now been five weeks in Session,
and if the Government cannot bring down papers orderad,
it will make the meeting of the Publie Accounts Committee
a perfect farce.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE, &c.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I call the attention of the
flouse to item No. 9, respecting bills of exchange, cheques
and promissory notes. I intend moving the flouse into
Committee on this Bill on Tuesday next.

SPEEDY TRIAL OF INDICTABLE OFFENCES.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 17)
to make further provision respecting the speedy trial of
certain indictable offences.-(Sir John Thompson.)

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It was thought better to re-
enact the Statute than merely to amend it, and it has been
altered in such a way as to be applicable to the Provinces
of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island.
The provisions relating to indictable offences will be admin-
istered in those Provinces by the county court judges, and I
have several amendments which I will place before the chair-
man for tie purpose of simplifying some of the provisions
of the Bill as originally drafted. As regards the subject of
jurisdiction, in order to remove all doubt and difficulty, I
propose that the Bill shall not come into force, in the Pro-
vinces mentioned, until concurrent legislation be adopted
by their Legislatures. Communication has been had with
the Province of Nova Scotia, during reess, and I believe an
enactment will be passed in the Nova Scotia Legislature to
confer the jurisdiction on county court judges there. It
may be that this Parliament bas the power to do so, but I
think it inexpedient, even if we had the power, to exercise
it without the concurrence of the authority which has con-
stituted the court. I intend, therefore, to ask for an
amendment which will bring the Bill into force only by
proclamation.

On section 2,

Sir JOHN TiOMPSON. I propose to strike out sub-
section b and sub-sectiois 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 in that clause,
and to substitute other provisions.

Mr. MILLS (Bathwell). By the British North America
Act, the constiLution of courts of criminal jurisdiction are
under the provincial Legisiatures. Is not the hon. gentle-
man undertaking to interfere with that jurisdiction of the
provincial Legislatures? You are not creating a court for
the better administration of the laws of Canada, but you are
stating what is the jurisdiction, or in what court a criminal
shall be tried for the offence of which he is charged.
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Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Irrespective of any question

as to our right to confer or impose jurisdiction, I am en.
deavoring to deal with the subject as in the line of procedure
altogether. I think, if the hon. gentleman will give bis
attention to the suggestion that [ endeavored to explain a
few moments ago, he will find that we will accomplhsh that
result. If we come to the view the hon. gentleman bas
just expressed, that it is not in our power at all to create a
tribunal-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not say that.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON.
hon. gentleman's objeetions.

I thought that was one of the

Mr. MIL LS (Bothwell). I stated that we have expressly
conferred upon us the power to croate courts for the
botter administration of the laws of Canada. But we are
not doing that. We are undertaking to confer jurisdiction
upon a provilcial court, and to state in what court the
criminal shall be tried. Now, what I am calling the atten-
tion of the Minister of Justice to is, that by the British
North America Act, so far as provincial courts are con-
cerned, it is for the provincial Legislatures tosay what shall
be the jurisdiction of each court, and it is for them to say
in what court the criminal offence shall be tried.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman has no
difficulty about the right to croate a criminal court, I think
there can be no objection to the Bill at all. It is true that
these courts, as now created, are constituted by the pro-
vincial authority; but the committee will remember that
we have the power, under the British North America Act,
to impose our jurisdiction and our business upon the pro-
vincial courts as established by the provincial authority.
That, I think, is clear. It is on that principle that legisla-
tion has proceeded all along. But we intend, in principle,
to avoid any confliet of that kind by the amendment, as 1
explained.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). lIn the case the hon. gentleman
refers to, I think the decision of the Privy Council goes to
show that we created a new court. It became a court cre-
ated by the Parliament of Canada, and it was only a mode
of designating those who were to be the judges in that
court-if my recollection of the decision be correct.
But this is a wholly different matter, and I do
not sec how the hon. gentleman can make a juris-
diction expressly given to the court to try a particular
case, a matter of procedure. It is something altogether
apart from procedure. If you were to lay down that rule
in every case, you would simply take power to determine
what the procedure should be and to determine where a
criminal should be tricd, and thon this provision of sub-
section 14 of section 92 would be inoperative-the admin-
istration ofjustice in the Province, and the maintenance and
organisation of provincial courts, both of civil and criminal
jurisdiction. Now, if the provincial Legislature were to
say-and I think this would be a fair test of the question
of jurisdictior--that a criminal shall be tried in a parti-
cular court that it namos, and not-elsewhere, could the hon.
gentleman or could the House, by the Bill of the hon. gen-
tleman, give jurisdiction to one of these courts in this way ?
I do not think so. It seems to me clear that we cannot do
so. It would be, in effect, rendering nugatory this provision
Of the constitution concerning criminal jurisdiction, includ-
ing procedure in civil matters in those courts. The hon.
gentleman goes much beyond that, and designates the court
in which the crime shall bo tried.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think it makes the
slightest difference by what name we call the mothod we
adopt. This Parliament bas power to regulate the mode of
trying controverted elections, and it took the Superior

Courts of the Provinces and imposed upon them-without
any provincial enactment whatever, those courts having
been created and organised by provincial enactment-
the jurisdiction to try controverted elections. It was held
that that was intra vires of the Parliament of Canada. It
was one of two things-it seoms to me to be a matter of
perfect indifference which it was-either we were creating
a new tribunal for the purpose of wielding a jurisdiction
which we had power to croate, and the procedure of which
we had power to regulate, or we were imposing that juris.
diction upon a court already created by another authority.
It was declared that we had power to do that, and that is
expressly what I propose to do by this Bill. I think it is
immaterial whether we are, in effect, creating a new tribunal
for the purpose of dealing with criminal procedure, or
whether we are imposing the new procedure upon an exist-
ing tribunal created by the Province.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think, in the case the hon.
gentleman refers to, and the decision in that case, there is
this point made by the Judicial Committee. They state that
thejurisdiction conferred upon the court was not an ordinary
civil jurisdiction, but it was one that belonged to Parliament,
and was specially vested in Parliament; and that Parliament,
in designating a particular tribunal for the purpose of trying
contr( verted elections, was simply conferring upon that
tribunal a part of its own authority which it exercised
itself for a special purpose, and that in doing so, while it
stated that the judges of certain courts should be constituted
a tribunal for this trial, it was creating a tribunal for that
special purpose. That did not interfere with the jurisdiction
of the Provinces in creating the courts; it did not deal with
the civil or criminal law at all, it dealt with the law of Par-
liament. It was creating a special tribunal outside these
functions that were mentioned as belonging to the Local
Legislatureunder the had of civiland criminal jurisdiction ;
it was the institution of a court by a special Act, the mem-
bers of which are desigrated in a particular way; and I do
not see that that bas any bearing at all upon the case
that is now before us. lore we are dealing with a
matter that is specially within the powers of the Local
Legislatures. It is not a law of Parliament, such
as the matter dealt with in that Act and decided by
the Judicial Committec. This is a power within the juris-
diction of the Parliament of Canada, or the Local L, gisla-
tures of the respective Provinces, and the Act says that it
includes "the administration of justice in the Provinces,
including the constitution, maintenance and organisation
of provincial courts." Now, how is the court constituted ?
Not simply by saying that it shall be composed of four or
five judges, but hy stating, in addition to the number of
judges that shall constitute the court, what their jurisdie-
tion is to be. If you croate what yon call a court, and do
not confer upon it any jurisdiction, why, it would not bo a
judicial tribunal; the Act itself would be a mockery. You
designate the power which the court is to possess. N>w,
the pcwers that the Local Legislatures may designate a
court to possess, are everything relating to the criminal
and civil law of the Dominion as well as everything
relating to the civil law, both of the Dminion and of the

Logislature. If you are not satisfied with the manner
in which that power is exercisetd, there is a special power
cornferred upon you to croate courts of your own.
You cannot, by creating these courts, take away the juris.

diction belonging to the provincial courts. If you introduce
a Bill to declare that all the laws of Canada shall be
administered by special courts, while yon may confer con-

current jurisdiction on those courts, you cannot take away
from the provincial courts the power already conferred
ipon them. The present Bill goes beyond the question of

procedure and deals with the constitution of the court: it
states in what court the trial should be had, and in so doing
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it is interfering with the powers belonging to the provincial
Legislatures.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am unable to see any dis-
tinction between the question involved in this Bill and that
which las been previously rescinded, for the reason that in
dealing with any subject over which we have power we
could take a provincial court and confer jurisdiction on it.
It mnatters not whether the result of that was simply to add
that jurisdiction to the provincial court, or realty to turn
the provincial court into a Dominion court. It is proposed,
however, that the Act shah b suspended until the Logis-
latures of the Provinces shall have an opportunity of con-
ferring the jurisdiction in question,

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The proposed court will be
constituted by the Dominion Government, and, in my
opinion, this question is more in the nature of procedure,
and the power has been already exercised. No doubt
election courts stand on different footing, but under the
Winding-up Act and the Insolvent Act power was given
to a single judge to exercise similar powers to those pro-
posed.

On schedule A,
Mr. DAWSON. There are two new temporary judicial

districts, the districts of Manitoulin and Rainy River, which
I would suggest should b included in the first section of
this Bill.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think they are only magis
terial divisions as yet.

Mr. DAWSON. There are nojudgesyetappointed, only
stipendiary magistrates; but judges may be appointed at
any time.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. But before judges may be
appointed, there must be legislation by the Ontario Legis.
lature erecting them into judicial districts. I understand
that a Bill is to be passed at the present Session of the
Ontario Legislature for that purpose, and after that it will
be compotent to amend this Act to include them. But I
think it would be unwise to include them until a county
judge is appointed.

Committee rose and reported.

SUPPLY-THE BUDGET.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Foster: That Mr. Speaker do leave the Chair for the
House to go into Committee of Supply; and the motion of
Sir Richard Cartwright in amendment thereto.

Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion few Min-
isters occupying the very important position of Finance
Minister of the Administration of the day have had the
great satisfaction which was enjoyed by the present oc-
cupant of that position a few evenings ago, when, by an
extraordinary array of statistics, by lis careful and exhaus-
tive review of the twenty-one years of our national exist-
ence, he was able to force from the financial criti cof the
Treasury benches a confession of that hon. gentleman's
utter inability to meet him, or to challenge any of the very
strong positions which ho took up at the outset of the
debate. That hon. gentleman did, for a moment, go
through the form of meeting some of the hon. Min.
ister's propositions, with the statement that he was happy
to agree with him in reference to those propositions.
But he invariably misconstrued the proposition so as to
suit his own case, and after preliminary observations of
that kind, dived into his desk and took out the arguments
that he has handled Sesion after Session, year after year.
Over and over again he would wbeel round, in his favorite,
warlike position, place his back to the enemy, and on-

.Kr. MILLS (Botwell),

deavor to rally his forces. Like the celebrated general in
the oft-told story, ho himself was unable to do anything,
but ho pointed out to his followers the enemy on the
field of battle, and said ho knew there were men on those
back benches who would face the position taken up by the
Finance Minister, and after 'repeating his old speech and
his old indictment, ho started for home. I say that was a
gratifying position for the Minister of Finance. And what
was roally the whole sum and substance of the criticism of
the hon. momber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)?
He went over his old brief, ho gave us the old arguments,
cooked accounts and all, that had been made and refuted
over and over again, and thon, fearing that ho had omitted
any of those wonderful calculations and theories, so familiar
to us ail, ho said : For the rest, i1refer hon. gentlemen to
Hansard. Well, I could, with satisfaction, perhaps, to the
House, simply refer hon. members to the replies to be found
in BHansard, which were made to the hon. gentleman's
speeches; but I have a more satisfactory refutation than
that as to every charge almost which ho made in this debate
against the honor of the Government and against the posi-
tion and the policy stated by the Minister of Finance. I
need not refer him to Hansard, but after Hansard had been
well studied, after everyone of his indictments and elaborate
financial criticisms had been spread broadcast throughout
the country, I can refer him to the elections of 1882 and
1887. The answer to his specions and ingenious criticisms
can be found there. But I would call the attention of the
House to the extraordinary charge made by a gentleman
occupying the important position the hon. gentleman
does-the oft-reiterated zharge that the Government (if ho
meant the words in the sense in which housed them) have
cooked accounts. That is no new charge. Did the hon.
gentleman really believe that ho was bringing it for the
first time to the attention of the IHouse and the country ?
There is nothing in the statement ho made, or in the
facts to which ho alluded, that will bear out, in the
slightest degree, that very serious charge made against
the Minister of the day, and his predecessors. The hon.
gentleman made that charge on the floor of the House last
year, and there, one gentleman, Mr. MoLelan, to whom ho
alluded in this debate, and to whom ho gave a cortificate of
character on that score, explained to this House the prin-
ciple upon which those accounts were made out, and the
reasons for in some years charging to capital account what
in others was charged to revenue. I will not weary the
House by going over the explanation which that hon. gen-
tleman made, but will adopt the hon. gentleman's style of
argument, and refer to flansard (vide Hansard, vol. 2, 1888,
page 1096). There will be found the answer to the hon.
gentleman's charge, and in that same volume will be found
the answer to every criticism the hon. gentleman has made.
But with reference to the criticisams in which ho endeavor-
cd to assail the Finance Department, I have reason to b.
lieve the Minister of Finance will take an early opportunity
before this subject is dispo3ed of, to give the hon. gentleman
what further information there is to be given on that
score. When we reflect that that hon. gentleman dared
to use, in this louse, such language in reference to
his opponents, as to describe them. as knaves, and the
majority of the people as dupes, because the people
have expressod their confidence in the Administration of
the day, it is high time to remind him, not only of the posi-
tion ho occupies in the counsels of this country, but of the
fact that his past record is not of a character to entitle him
to hurl those charges across the floor of the House. I wish
to tell him that his extraordinary career, his extraordinary
characteristics, financially and otherwise, are all known to
the people of this country, who have had a very unhappy
experience of his official life. The principles to which ho
has adhered are not only extraordinary, but, to a large extent,
amusing. He has been engaged in making calculations
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from the day he entered political life down to the present
and the manner in which he impressed the great organ o
public opinion, the Toronto Globe, when he sat on this side
Of the Bouse behind the leader of this Government, is worth
recalling. Ris calculations, after careful revision, were then
pronounced, by perhaps the ablest man that ever conducted
that journal, amusing in the highest degree, and ho was told
to stick to the figuring business and keep up his amusing
character. Ho has done so. He has sustained the character
wonderfully well. What could be more amusing than his
attitude in this debate ? Fancy the hon. gentleman stand-
ing as a financial critic and attacking the Budget
Speech in this particular, that there was no estimate
made for a contingent liability, that the Government of the
day had not come down to Parliament and said: We are
fighting tooth and nail, a claim made against the Govern-
ment for a large amount ; we are disputing absolutely any
liability before the arbitration,that matter is now sub judice;
but so fearful, so faint-hearted are we in the action we have
taken, that we ask Parliament to provide a sum of money
to pay a claim we utterly repudiate and disavow. I repeat
the hon. gentleman does not occupy a position which on-
titles him to hurl this unpleasant charge, to use a mild term,
across the House. It will be necessary for me to remind
the House that ho bas been all his life, a rather long
political life, a man of two ideas, whether as Conservative or
Reformer. I would point out to the recollection of hon.
gentlemen, that as far back as 1865, when ho just entered
political life, ho started ont with those ideas, and to his
credit, if consistency ho a credit, ho bas maintained
them down to the present day, with a slight exception,
and that was when ho was permitted to act as Finance
Minister. During those short four or five years in
that long career, those two ideas were suppressed,
and they gave place to what I believe, in my own
judgment, were much more creditable ideas to him and
much botter for tþe country. Those ideas were, and they
will certainly be recognised by aIl who have followed
him in his later day speeches:-Fear and the exodus. He
began in 1865, to argue the necessity of Confederation in
order to prevent a terrifie exodus from the old Provinces
of Canada, and to prevent the absorption of these Provinces
into the American Union. These were the ideas which ho
propounded and by whicb he endeavored to terrify the
people, so as to make them firm believers in Confederation.
And what have you seen to-day, what have you noticed in
years past, and, in fact, ever since that hon. gentleman, with
many of his party, have been driven desperate by defeat
after defeat ? You find them using the same arguments, and
referring to the same exodus, which they used at that time
to frighten the people of Canada into the opposite course,
now to frighten them into the Americen Union or
into such close relations with that country as would
break up Confederation, annihilate Our national exis-
tence, and place us at the mercy of our neighbors.
At Ingersoll, and even in this Hiouse, the hon. gentleman
did not hesitate to point out-though I am glad to know,
or, at least, I believe, he had not much support from either
side of this House-that England was unable to protect
this country against the United States or any other foreign
country that might assail us. He endeavored to place in
the minds of the people the idea that we should make any
bargain we could with the people of the American Union,
in order to save us from ab orption, as he put it. He went
on again to argue as to this question of fear, and ho used
almost the same language as ho did in 1865 on that subject,
though thon it was with the opposite view. If the Rouse
Will permit me to make good the point I have taken, I will
give a sample of the arguments the hon, gentleman used
when ho was holding the opposite opinions to those ho now
holds, and I advanoe them to show how true it is that ho is
a man of two ideas, and that ho has made no change in the1
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style and method which ho adopted in order to induce the

f people of Canada to agree with him. l 1865 ho said:
e

''I must again revert to the condition in which we found ourselves
during the last few years, and I ask every hon. member to answer for
himself whether it was one which it gives him any pleasure to look back
upon? Was it pleasure for us, Mr. Speaker, a young country without

®ne penny of.debt which has not been incurred for purpoes eof public
utility-was it p'easant for us, I ask, to find our revenue yearly out-
running our expenditure in the ratio of 20, 30 or even 40 par cent. per
annum ? Was it pleasant for us to know that some of our once busiest
and m>st prosperous cities were being depopulated under the pressure of
exorbitant taxation? Was it pleasant for us, inhabiting a country able
to sustain ten times the present population, to find capital and immi-
grants alike fleeing from our shores, even if they liad to take refuge in
a land desolated by civil war? Was it pleasant for us, Sir, the old
colony of England which has ever vindicated its attachment to the
Empire in fair fight, to know that our apathy and negligence in taking
steps for our own defence was fast making us the by-word to both
friend and foe ?"

That is the language the hon, gentleman now uses in order
to induce the poople of this country to take the very oppos-
ite stop from that which they took after those arguments
were addressed to them at that time. Not only in 1865,
but in 1878, his arguments were almost altogethor based on
these two points-fear of the United States, and the exodus
of the people of Canada. As I have said, ho came into
power for a short time, and in that time ho used as much
ingenuity as hc now uses in the opposite dire ation, to show
that the exodus was imaginary, and that it was not as great
from Canada as it was from the Eastern States of the Amer-
ican Union. That is what ho tried to convince the people
of during that painful period OF our country's history. When
Parliament assemblod in 1882, the great questions wore
those of free trado and protection, and these were the argu-
ments ho used at that time. So it was in 1888. After the
year 1887, whon ho took the sharp and short turn in
regard to the National Policy, you find that ho used
thon, and ho now again uses, the arguments which he
previously used on the other side. In regard to the
question of population, which exorcises the hon: gentle-
man so much, I want to romind him, and to remind
the louse, that thore is a great responsibility resting
upon the shoulders of the Opposition for a large portion
of the exodus, These hon. gentlemen have endeavored to
convince the people in this country, as well as intending
immigrants, not only that our land laws are hard and bad
to live under in the North-West Territories, but, day after
day, they make the fierot p sible amsaults, not only upon
our institutions, but upua L> 1) posib1iity of oui being able
to carve out for ourselves an independent commiercial and
national existence on this continent. Coming from a
large Opposition with a large following in the courtry,
these arguments from so many ingenious mon, and many
able men, must have their weight and must affect the
amount of immigration. The hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was able to remind my
hon. friend from North Perth (Mr. Hosson) that, in bis
constituency, where lie had a considerable amount of in-
fluence, soventy men had lof t within a few months. I believe
that ail those who accept the hon. gentleman's arguments
must necessarily Jeave the country. I shall not give my
own words as to the other side of this question, but I quote
from an Amorican review an article written by a man
of whom the Maritime Provinces have reason to be proud,
Prof. Schurmann, a man who has given his attention
not only to matters educational, but who takes a live
interest in bis country's welfare. In that article ho met
the speeches of te hon. member for South Oxford and went
into the question, and in a very able review, ho cited the
statistics of the two countries to show that, a century ago,
the population of Canada' was one-twentieth that of the
United States, that fifty years ago it was one.eleventh of
that population, and ho estimated that, in 1890, in spite of
their enormous gains in immigration, our population will be
one-thirteenth of thoirs; and he contended that, as the best
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American lands are already taken up, while ours, which are
also richer, are still uroccupied, it is manifest destiny that
Canada is now to become the home of foreign settlers on
this continent. That is the firm conviction of the people of
this country. These gentlemen may enjoy for a time their
little triumph in havirg retardad the settlement of that
great country in the North-West, but the time muest come,
wbetber there be a good Government or a bad Government
in power, when that country will be the only good
territo'y for the occupation for this vast flood of immi-
grants to enter and settle upon. Before the right hon.
gentleman carries out bis promise and appeals to the
people of this country, we may be able to force the
member for South Oxford, by additional statistics, to
admit our success in that direction, as he was forced to
admit that the statistics ,nhich were cited by the hon. the
Minister of Finance proved the point he made in the debate,
that Canada had made substantial growth, and had pros-
pered iince 1868. The bon. gentleman once left bis old
friends, and the old spirit apparently has not died out of
him, because, on a most important point taken by the
Finance Minister he left bis new friends. The Finance
Minister, attacked the poition which was taken by the
leader of the Opposition at Oakville, «when he contended
that there had been a decline in the value of Canadian
trade. Be pointed out that that was apparently a mis-
representation, and that it was an unfair point to take
against be country to omit to state the volume of trade and
simply allude to the value, and that, in taking that point
which was against the progress of the country, he had
done an indefensible thing. That important point was
taken, and the bon. member for South Oxford for a moment
deserted bis present leader as he deserted bis past leader,
in order to have the pleasure and opportunity of stating
that that bad been bis position all along, and that, when he
was Finance Minister, he contended that it was unfair to
take the value of our imports and exports simply, but that
the volume and value of our trade should be taken together.
For the purpose of making that point he went back, not
only upon his present leader, but a little later on, egainst
the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who, during the
speech of the Minister of Finance, had interjected the re-
mark that we had not advanced oe jot since 1868. The
hon, gentleman for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
was forced, by the array of figures and the array of tacts
which the Minister of Finance brought forward, to admit
that we had made substantial progress. But we do not de-
pend upon bis admissions, we do not ask bis admissions.
Voluntary admissions are made day after day by members
of that party who are not desperately driven, by those who
are in office in the Province of Ontario, who are not in the
same condition as hon. gentlemen on the opposite benches
in this House; time and again, in recent months, they
have declared their conviction that this country has made
substantial growth, nay, imposing progress since Confedera.
tion. Mr. Rowat and Mr. Ross have made most eloquent
speeches upon that subject, and those speeches have doue
good throughout the country, because they serve to offset
these hon gentlemen, who are not so careful in their state.
ments as to the progress of this country, and who, perhaps,
have a ieason for their despeiation not known to those who
are in office in the Province of Ontario. In regard
to the volume and value of trade, it is important in this
connection to consider the position taken by the bon. mem.
ber for South Oxford, during the time that he was Minister
of Finance, year after year, as le well knows, and as he
himself stated in this debate, when there was a regular and
a persistent decline, not only'in the volume but in the
value of our trade, when, for instance, in 1874, when the
aggregate trade was 217 millions, it steadily dectined, year
after year, down to 153 millions in 1879-that hon. gentle-
man pleaded to this House and to the country, that it was

Mr. Turrma,

not so bad as it really appeared; he said that though the
values wcre declinirg, and though the volume was declin-
ing, the decline in the volume was not alarming Why,
Mr. Speaker, he went further, and his argument then is of
speciat importance now, when we see but a temporary de-
cline, when we have not reached the low point of 1879.
We find that in 1879 the aggregate trade, in round number,
was $159,000,000, whereas to-day it is 8201,000,000. In
this connection it is important to recollect another argu-
ment of that hon. gentleman when he was Minister of
Finance. He turned to the United States, that country
that now elicits bis warmest admiration, the very fiscal
policy of which country bas assumed in his eyes entirely
new proportions of late; he turned to that country, and
stated that during the most prosperous period in its history,
when all went well with the American States, there was a
steady decline in the value and volume of their foreign
trade for 15 years, and he gave us the years. Ie said that in
1832 the imports amounted to $100,000,000, and they
rose in 1836 to $189,000,000. But le stated that 15
years elapsed after 1836 before those imports again reached
the figure of 189 millions, and t'ais, said the hon. gentleman,
in a period of great prosperity, and with a population grow-
ing from 15 to 25 millions. That was all very well in the
United States. That was a first-rate argument when le was
Minister of Finance, but, forsooth, to-day, while he admitted
the force of the Minister of Finance's argument, he endea-
vored to make a point out of the fact that our trade, large
as it was, fabulous, even, if the hon. gentleman's theory in
regard to population be correct, was not steadily increasing.
He endeavored to make that point a little later on, when he
turned to the trade of New South Wales. I have not the
figures for the last year, but [1notice that this country, that
is bounding on in prosperity, the trade of which colony is said
to be steadily growing, and I hope it is, and must be steadily
growing if the bon. gentleman's argument be true, 1 notice in
regard to it that 15 years may elapse andthe foreign trade
be at a standstill, and yet a country may prosper and grow
rich. I find in the Statesman's Year Book, from which I
take the figures, that, speaking in round numbers, the trade,
including bullion and specie, was £21,000,000 in 1882,
and was £15,000,000 in 1886. I have not the figures
for 1887-88, but tbey matter not in connection with the
point with which I am dealing. The hon. gentleman devoted
a great deal of time to the protective policy, but he is
certainly not an authority on that. When resisting the
movement in this country for a protective tariff, he staked
bis financial reputation upon a prophecy and upon a calcula-
tion that if you raised the tariff about 17J per cent. in this
country yon would have no imports, you would have no means
of raising your revenue, and you would have to resort to direct
taxation of a most serious kind. He finds to-day, even in
his complaint, that the importe of this country are not so
large as he claims they should be, that they have risen from
93 millions in 1878, under a 17J tariff, to 110 millions
in 1888, under a protective tariff, and with a decline in
values. I will give a few figures to show that the
importance and expansion of our commerce is indeed
wonderful, as the Minister of Finance las claimed.
We find, according to Mr. Giffin, an eminent authority on
that question, quoted in Canada a few days ago, that the
price of Scotch pig iron has declined from 127@. in 1873,
down to 41s. 110., in 1888 ; coals, from 30s. in 1873, to 178.
4d., in 18,8 ; copper, from £91 to £73 ; wool, per pack'
from £23 to £11 ; and sugar, per cwt., from 21s. 6d. to 13.
3d. When we find that these are thc facts, and then consi-
der that, notwithstanding the decline in values, we have an
increase in the value of our import trade, I say, again, that
the expansion of our commerce is established at once. We
know, also, that we have been supplying ourselves with an
immense amount of goods, and an immense amount of manu-
facturee, that we formerly imported, and for which we were
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dependent upon other countries; we know that as we be-
corne self-sustaining, a large number of dutiable articles go
off the list, articles upon which we collected a revenue.
But there takes place something else, as is shown by the
history of all cuuntries having a protective tariff, that a
certain lino of articles manufactured by the poor and under-
paid labor of foreign countries, does not come into this
country to such an extent as before, in competition with our
own fairly paid labor. Then we find, Mr. Speaker, that the
consuming power of the people, growingrich under a protec-
tive policy, becomes so great and grows so quickly that other
articles, such as luxuries, upon which a revenue tariff is
placed, are increased in quantity, and the exchequer feels
the effect. So that in reference to that calculation, a calcul-
ation of a most important character, the hon. gentleman
was, at least, unhappy. But I must hurry on, as my in-
tention is to occupy as brief a period as possible in this im-
portant debate. Now, the hon. gentleman attacked a
protective tariff at one part of is speech, though he wound
up by a resolution which virtually proposes to double the
rate of protection which exists to-day. But, inconsistent
as that gentleman nearly always is, ho attacked tho policy
of protection. While, on the one hand, he asks us to join
a country which is enjoying the greatest protection almost
of any country in the world, while he asks us to adopt the
American tariff, on the other hand, at another period, ho
said ho took pride in stating that ho preferred the British
system. le las not the courage of his convictions, and the
people know it. He is in love with direct taxation, but ho
dare not avow it openly. However, he bas endeavored to
get the thin edge of the wedge inserted. He tried
on the people at one time, the effect of direct taxation,
and ho certainly found it not very popular, and, like bis old
leader, whose presence I am giad to greet in the House to-
day, when he came face to lace with the steady, thinking
people of the country, with the laboring people,
ho took back his free trade theories and went down on his
knees to a protective tariff. But he attacks a protective
tariff to-day, although he may take as sudden a change as
he did before, at the time of the next general election. He
attacks our position on this ground. He says, Why
should you seek a foreign market, when you believe in pro-
tection; of what value are foreign markets to this country ?
Is the hon. gentleman playing with the question? Does
ho not know that his allies in the United States, Messrs.
Butterworth and litt, are great protectionists, and they
are straining every nerve to get possession of this market,
and to slaughter their goods here, and to make us
hewers of wood and drawers ot water, as of old.
The hon. gentleman knows it quite well. And,
moreover, ho knows that the American people have just
elected an extreme protectionist party to power in the
United States; he knows, too, that no free trade party can
get a foothold there, and he knows well the immense efforts
they make, by granting subsidies and otherwise, to obtain
admission into foreign markets. And more than that, he
knows right well how they have succeeded. In the Aus-
tralian colonies, notwithstanding the mother country's free
trade tariff and its lower-pri,e labor, they have gained a
foothold there. He knows that British consuls report that
in colony after colony of the Empire, American goods are
found competing with Britih goods, and not only American,
but German goods also. The hon. gentleman should study
the arguments oft is opponents and learn, if he is ignorant
now as not to know it, that it is the policy of all countries
enjoying a protective tariff to secure as much foreign
trade as possible as is consistent with their own manu-
facturing interests and their own labor interests, and
they succeed. And. so he will find out, if he
consults bis allies to whom I have already alluded,
that you may be a protectionist and yet make an effort to
Obtain increased foreign trade, and even succeed in obtain-

ing a considerable share of foreign trade. We know weli
that American and foreign goods have been slaughtered in
our market. The bon. gentleman himself admits-i have
the reforence to bis speech bore, if he bas forgotten it -
that during his regime goods from American factories were
slaughtered in this market. This fact goes to show that
this condition of thing can occur in a country evey though
it is enjoying for the time a protective tariff. Protecuîve
countries require foreign markets just as the United States,
require our market. The manufacturers will sell their
goods there at cheaper prices, they will slaughter them
there, in order that they may keep their hands employed
and be able to await the arrival of better times in their own
country. It is too late, cither in Canada or on this conti-
nent, to go back to first principles and discuss tree trade and
protection, when there is not a single momber in this
House, on either side of it, who would stand up and say
that he would put bis free trade principles into practice.

Mr. GILLMOR. I would.

Mr. TUPPER. And no one would dare to go to tho
people and say that he intended to raise the oveiue of the
country in any other way than by indirect taxation. No
man yet has had the courage to express such convictions,
if they have been convictions. The home mai ket is of great
importance. It is not dear to the manufacturer alone, but
to the farmer as well. The hon, gentleman has attempted
to place in conflict the two great interests of this country,
the manufacturing interest and the farming interest. If he
has road the doctrines of free traders, he will remember
surely that when Mr. Cobden was arguing in favor off free
trade in England, and bis opponents were arraying those
two classes there against each other, bis statement was-and
we have found it to be true, as the elections have shown in
this country-that you cannot help the manufacturer with-
out helping the farmer, since the manufacturer is the
farmer's best customer The home market is more val uable
always. Commercial history touches us that fact in every
country. While we desire to secure the foreign market as
well, we require a stable home market to enxable our manu-
facturers to furnish employment to their hands, and it is
necessary to the success of the farmer as well, -and the
farmers understand it thoroughly well. The hon. gentle-
man affects a love for the British system. If the flouse
will permit me, I will quote a sentence frum a re ert speech
by Mr. Goschen, the British Chancellor of the Exebuquer.
He is as great a free trader as there is in Eiglish politics
to day, and, standing before an audience in Birmingharm on
Dec. 7th, le told the people there exactly what the income
tax was under the British system which the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) loves so well.
He was proposing to reduce that tax, and, naturally, ho
desired te show that hin measure was deserving of sy mpa<thy
and support:

"The relief of the income tai was not a relief simply or mainly for
the rich. The income tax is a tax that bears with terrible weight on
the struggling tradeeman, On the professional mai, on the clerk wbo has

£300 or £400 a year, on the small farmer who can ecarcely make both

ends meet. These are the men who are ueserving of syupatby, and I

proteet, not only as Chancellor of the Excbequer, but i protest as a citi-

zen, that it is not this class on which, in the mere impossibility of finding
other resources, you should always place the burden Of taxation when-

ever more money ie wanted. I thought that the incowe-taxpayer had a

fair claim to be relieved, and that re.ef has been given, and te income

tex, whicb stood at 8d. in the pound bas been reduced to 6d."

The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) tells us today that he lkes the British system,
that he desires to again have the opporLtunity of imposing

direct taxation on the people, of imposing it on struggling
tradesmen and small farmers, who, he says, are already
suffering from so many burdens. lie knows not only that
the British system has led to poorly-paid labor to such an
extent as has been described, but aun examination shows
that under the "sweatingI" system goods are produced at
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very cheap rates in the mother country, and at whose
cost? For that reason, from every labor district in
Canada, I believe, and from every Province representatives
are to be found sitting on this side of the House; the
labor interests are totally adverse to the hon, gentleman's
financial doctrine; the labor organisations, whether in Great
Britain, the United States, or this country, are protective,
every one of them, and the policy of this country is essen-
tially framed in the interests of labor. That is one reason
of its success, ard it is for this reason that bon. gentlemen
opposite have a slim chance and little opportunity of
ousting this Government from power. The hon. gentleman
contended tbat the Finance Minister bad denied that the
farmers paid any taxes, and that they paid taxes upon ma-
chinery, or that in any respect they were affected by the
tariff. The Finance Minister made no such statement. An
hon. member who is always interjecting, apparently for the
purpose of interjecting, and nothing else, called out " Nails "
when imy hon. friend was discussing the farmer's purchases
and the articles which the farmer chiefly used. My bon.
friend spoke not of machinery ; as to whether the articles
are dearer on that account or not, I am not now going
to discuss. Time after time this question bas been
fully discussed in this louse, and it bas been shown that,
even if the people do pay a little more for their goods, it is
something to bave a tariff policy that enables them toobtain
money wherewith to buy them. Make the goods as cheap as
y ou like, they say, lot them be islaughtered in this country !
We have had that experience, and our experience is this,
that when these goods become so cheap, the inability of
the intending consumer is often absolutely taken away, so
that the people understand that. Take, for instance, the
question of coal, upon which lon. gentlemen from the west
now and then excite themselves. The cry was all tbrough
Ontario that the price of coal was increased to the con-
sumers in consequence of the tax of 60 cents per ton. The
hon. gentlemen know that experience bas illustrated the
entire fallacy of that argument in this respect, that since
that tariff was removed the price of coal bas increased, and
that the bard coal supply of Ontario is now practically in
the bands of an American monopoly. That bas been the
experience in that regard-and so it is not truc in most of
the cases, though in some it may be-that the price of an
article is slghtly increased by a moderate protective tariff
such as ours. Then, another point is sought to be made in
regard to the farmers of Ontario. I was surprised to bear
from the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), notwithstanding bis fondness for extravagant
remarks and extravagant speeches,-I was surprised to hear
that hon. gentleman endeavor to show before an intelligent
audience in this House, that the value of farm lands was
decreasing, especially in Ontario, and that the decrease was
a result of the policy of the Goverument. The hon. gentle
man ought to have admitted, and, admitting it, then
pointed his argument to some other direction, that whetber
it be in free trade England, or in the United States with
the high protective tariff, or in Canada with a lower pro-
tective tariff, the value of farming property, ail the world
over, bas decreased during the last few years.

Some hon. MEMEERS. No.
Mr. TUPPER. Hon. gentlemen sayI" no." I tell them

that an eminent English authority, Mr. J. S. Jeans, bas
made a calculation of this, in a very interesting work which
he has written lately. Mr. Jeans is a gentleman who bas
on many occasions lectured before some of the most
intelligent audiences in England. He bas made the calcu-
lation that both in America and in England the value of
farming property bas decreased in the last few years by
something like 100 per cent. The member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), when speaking in regard
to the farms of Ontario, was not oe-half or' one-tenth so

Mr, Turmza.

bad as that. I hesitate to give the Honse the statement, but
since the hon. member for South Oxford challenged it, I
will read it, as it is not long :

" In America, as in England, and indeed all over Europe, there bu
been a great fall in prices within the last two or three years, affecting
nearly al agricultural products; in some cases those have been reduced
in value 100 per cent.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What would be left after
taking off 100 per cent.? Yon would wipe it out altogether.

Mr. TUPPER. The statement is 100 per cent., and I do
not intend to argue the question out as to whether the
arithmetic is good or not, but I will refer the hon. member
to the member for South Oxford, who said that the Can-
adian laboring men, or poorer classes, pay 600 per cent.
more taxes than the corresponding clas in England.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Doe the hon. gentle-
man know so little of arithmetic as not to know that you
may multiply ten thousand per cent., but that you cannot
deduct it ?

Mr. TUPPER. I think I know, Mr. Speaker, that the
hon. gentleman is ashamed of his own calculation, and can-
not justify it. Now, as to the condition of the farmers; and
I will call the attention of the House to a very valuable
authority, the statement of a Reform journal in the Pro.
vince of Nova Scotia. Let us see as to whether our farmers
are to be in so much botter a position when we are part and
parcel of the American Union, as under the terms of this
resolution we will be. In July last, after Unrestric-
ted Reciprocity had been fully aired before the coun-
try, the Morning Chronicle stated : "That the farmers of
the States, in every way favorably situated, had been declin.
ing in prosperity, farms had been mortgaged, and profits
were vanishing away." Hon. gentlemen well know that the
Province of Ontario, especially with its position to the West.
ern States and the neigh boring States of the American Union
was magnificently portrayed to the credit of Ontario, last
Session, by hon. gentlemen who are much botter prepared to
deal minutely with the question than I am, and those state-
ments, up to this day, have not been answered. Now, if the
condition of the farmers in the States ho as described by
this Reform journal, where is the advantage of this market
of sixty millions of people to Canada ? The American far-
mers enjoy that market, they are within the sacred confines
of the American limits, and, notwithstanding those wonder-
ful pictures drawn by hon, gentlemen opposite of what
would follow if the customs lines were taken down, we find
that the American farms are being heavily mortgaged,
and that all their property is vanishing away. The hon.
gentleman was not in good fighting trim the other
night, for ho candidly confessed that ho oould not attack
the success of the late loan, yet, although ho admitted that
it was a good loan and that it was placed at the right time,
ho could not leave the subject without the sneering remark
that money was very cheap all the world over, and that no
credit was due to the Government for the success of the
loan. I will not weary the House on that, furtber than to
refer hon. members to a very able article in the Globe
newspaper which gives a comparative statement, and
which, in that comparative statement, supports the able
and unanswerable arguments of the Minister of Finance,
showing that not only was it a succssful loan, made when
money was cheap, but that, comparatively, it was the best
loan ever negotiated by a colony, and its comparison with
the credit of other countries,including the colonies,was such
as to show that in itself it was a most extraordinarily
successful financial transaction. lowever, we will take,
though it was given ungracefully, his testimony to the acts
of the Minister of Finance, though some, I fear, will feel a
httle dubious as to the loan being a succees, because the hon.
gentleman himself admitted it. The member for South
Oxford could not resume his seat without, as h. has often
times done before, and withont much success, ehowing his
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unmistakable hostility to the interests of the Maritime
Provinces. The member for South Oxford showed parti-
cular bostility to the Intercolonial Railway as well as to
those works which chiefly concern us in the Maritime
provinces, namely, the Short Lir eiRailway, subsidies to
railway, subsidies to Provirces, and the assumption of pro-
vincial debts. Those have been burning questions with us in
the Maritime Provinces, and both bis friends and lis foos in
polities in those Provinces have been advocating them from
Confederalion up to the present time and they have been
making oftentimes ingenious claims that their legitimate
demands had not been satisfied. They find to day that the
second in command of this ship on the Opposition side is
their bitterest foe, that ho is opposed to the benefits which
they derive at the hands of the Conservative party, and that
if ho got into power ho would drive them to bis favorite
system of direct taxation which he lauded so much, by cut-
ting away their means of government. fie went on to
attack the Intercolonial Railway, and ho laid down a prin.
ciple by which I shall judge his own Government when he
was in power. He stated that there was a loss in working
that railway, and that this proved that it was run and built
for political purposes. Does that follow as a necessary con-
sequence, or is that one of the fanciful calculations of the
ex-Minister of Finance. If it is a true test, tben what must
have been the political rascality of that hon. gsntleman's
Government, because the figures show that in theoperation
of that road, ho, himself, is on record as stating that that
railwry would be run at a loss ofperhaps, $600,000 annually.
The figures show that the loss of operating that linewas far
greater under the Government of which the bon. gentleman
was a member than it is under the Government of the present
day. The facts and figures established more than that: they
established that while we are hauling more than twice
the traffle, while the system bas been more enlarged,
not only the losses on this road, but those on the canals,
which the hon. gentlemen did not attack, have been a bene-
fit Io the merchants and people of Ontario and Quebec, as
well as to the people of the Maritime Provinces; and members
from the Maritimes Provinces, both Liberal and Conserva-
tive, willjoin in resisting the attack on our vital interests
now made and threatened by the hon. member for South
Oxford. The facts are that, in 1878, Government railways,
including the Prince Edward Island Railway, and the
Intercolonial Railway, consisted of 913 miles, whereas
in 1888, they consisted of 1,185 miles. The facts show that
the traffic carried in 1878, was 561,633 tons, while in 1888,
owing to the expansion ofour internal trade, as pointed ont
by the Finance Minister, it amounted to 1,348,426 tons.
Now, I ask the House again to note that the principle enun-
ciated by the hon. gentleman is that when there is a less on
working that road, it is due to political corruption. In 1878
the loss on working the smaller system and carryirig a
much smaller quantity of traffic, was $716,03, whereas
in 1887 88 the loss was only half, being $363,043.
The hon. gentleman bas unwittingly given me an
Opportunity to testify to the marked success in the
management of that road and the economy practised under
the preEent Administration, as contrasted with its manage-
ment under the Administration of which theb hon. gentleman
was a member. But one word on behailf of that road. I
bave said that it was of importance to the Mat itime Pro-
vinces; but it is important to the Dominion of Canada as a
whole. That railway, which the hon. member for South
Oxford himself stated-and I could give him the speech, if
ho desired proof of the statement-would involve a oss of

600,000 a y3ar to operate it, was one of the bonds of theJ
Union, was one of those features of the Union which ho him-
self advocated in 1865-a road with regard to which George
Brown said ho would give five Intercolonial Railways for
the sake of Confederation; and ho was a friend of Con-
fOderation, no matter on which side of the House ho sat,t

and to bis dying day, I believe, never enunciated the prin-
ciples which his former friends are enunciating now.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). low much was charged to
capital account on the Intercolonial Railway in 1888?

Mr. TUPPER. We will go into the details later on.
But at present I will tell the hon. gentleman that that sub-
ject was threshed out in this fouse last Session, and the
discussion can b found in Ransard. Hon. gentlemen never
have anything new ; they tell the same old story to the
House, and with the same success. Now, I wish to point
out to the House the importance of that road. Alang its
route, where forests once stood, you find to-day tbriving
towns and villages, in which great manufacturing industries
are springing up. In Springhill, in the county of Cumber-
land, there are 7,000 people where there were only two or
three hundred a fow years ago. The people engaged in the
industry of coal mining not only pay enormous sumo
into the public revenue in the shape of duty, but, by sending
their coal over the Intercolonial Rail way, to the western Pro-
vinces, eneble the Government to keep the otter freights up
to their present figures. These bodies of consumers, in turn,
buy from the people of western Canada; and thus they
benefit, not merely the locality in which they operate, but
contribute to th> public coffers, and promote the business
interests of the people of this country ; and ho would be a
bold man who would attempt to stop that road and carry
on Confederation. But i do not think these hon. gentlemen
are much in love with Confederation to-day. We
find the bon. member violently attacking the Short
Line Railway system. What is bis position? HRe found
himself in a miserable minority when ho attacked it in this
House at its inception. He found bis whole partydeserting
him. He found members from the Maritime Provinces, on
one side and on the other side, standing up and claiming
that railway as a right; and the majority of the people of
this country, represented as well by the members from
the Province of Ontario, supported us in our claim to the
extension of our great continental system to our Maritime
Province ports. Wo found the votes in this House against
him such as 39 to 107, 36 to 101 and 35 to 101; and yet ho
goes back to bis enmity towards the Maritime Provinces
who have supported this Government since Confederation,
ard continue to support it. The Chamber of Commerce of
the city of Halifax has just passed a resolution demanding
the extension of that lino to that city. Are they dupes ?
Are they men who have been purchased? Will the hon.
gentleman hurl bis anathemas against them as mon who
are urging expenditures from corrupt motives? The hon.
gentleman attacked railway subsidies, and yet ho knows
that the business mon of this country, irrespective of poli-
tics, have urged the granting these subsidios. fie knows,
moreover, that every railway whichb as been subsidised by
this Parliament bas been subsidised on the ground that for
the small expenditure involved, if you could secure the
introduction of sufficient oapital for the construction and
working of the railway, this country would be recouped
a hundred ard a thousand times over by the business
that would be promoted and the settlements that
would spring up as results of that policy. That is
a policy eminently popular and successful ; and when the
hon. gentleman says snch expenditures are used for corrupt
purposes, ho knows more of bis friends than of bis enemies,
and ho must be speaking of bis friends in Ontario and bis
frionds in Nova Scotia, who are now for a short time in
power. Now, I must go on to notice a very important
feature in connection with this debate. The hon. Minister
of Finance took a strong position on the justifiability of
what ho called our national debt, the net debt of this
country, and ho was able to show that we had more than
enough public works, and useful publie works, to justify
the expenditure of every dollar that went into those worka.

1889. 477



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 7,
The hon. momber for South Oxford was unable to do more
than to use the old argument, rather weak, it seems to me,
of merely saying that, whereas the debt was $75,000,000 in
1867, it was 236,000,000 in 1889. But I wish to call at-
tention to the able argument of the hon. gentleman in justi-
fication of the expenditure of every dollar. I wish to recall
to the hon. gentleman's memory his justification, at a time
when he, as Finance Minister, stated to this House, that
the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway would
involve an expenditure of $100,000,000, and it was difficult
to say how much more a year to run and operate that road.
I called the attention of the House to a statement made by
the hon. gentleman as to the advisability of this debt. 1
am not alluding to the familiar statement made by that
hon. gentleman in England to the money lenders, when ho
told them that ail the debt which had been incurred
by his jredecessors, and which ho had denounced in this
House as extravagant, had been incurred for general pur-
poses of public utility, but I want to remind the hon.
gentleman that at one time when ho was of opinion we would
have to spend a hundred million dollars in building the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that it would cost us some-
thing like $8,000,000 a year to run it, according to the
calculations of some engineers. In 1875, ho came down to
the House and, as Finance Mïnister, told us why we should
incur this expenditure. Hie said:

" We have completed the Intercolonial Railway and the Prince
Edward Island Railway, and are, therefore, free to turn our undivided
energies and attention to the task of enlarging and improving our
canals and constructing the Canadian Pacifia Railway."

And these are the purposes for which our debt bas been in-
curred. Ie went on to say :

"One thing we may fairly say to our people, that the sacrifices which
we are called upon to make are not being undertaken for any selfish
local object, but, in the largest sense, in the future interest of the whole
of the Provinces of the Dominion. We have chosen to take upon our-
selves a truly Imperial task-a greater task than was ever undertaken
by any nation of our age and resources-that of colonising and develop.
ing a most enormous extent of country, not so much for our own bene-
fit as that of generations yet to come."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In which yon have in-
famously failed.

Mr. TUPPER:
" That such an enterprise is one which will require our utmos

energies i do not for one moment deny, but although j admit this, and
admit also that while engaged in its prosecution, we must be willing to
forego other works of much greater immediate advantage, yet I hold it
is far better we Ehould do so than even seem to fail in meeting the
obligations to which I have referred. I believe that every man who
bas paid any serions attention to the future of canada, knows right
well that with us this matter is a struggle for the possibility of carving
ont a distinct national existence. This, at any rate, ij an object for
which we may well call upon our people for any reasonabls sacrifice,
and it will be at once the desire and the interest of the Government to
take care that such sacrifices, as may be inevitable, shall yet be restrain-
ed within due bounds. Perhaps, after all, it is as well that we, like
other people, should be compelled to test our strength and nerve."

I call particular attention to this:
"Better, indeed, in this respect, since we may thus undergo in peace-

ful fashion the ordeal to which all countries which have ever achieved
any real greatness have had sooner or later to submit, though, for
the most part, it has come in the shape of wasting and desolating war."
If there was any justification required for the progressive,
the bold, the plucky, the Canadian policy of this Govornment,
we have it from the man who, while believing in ail that,
dared not put it to the touch. We have it from the man
who was virtuallv turned out of office, because, in reference
to trade questions, as in reference to national public works,
ho had not the courage of his convictions. Now, I had in-
tended to say more, but I see it is within ton minutes of
six, and I wish to keep my promise, notwithstanding great
temptation, of occupying the House no longer than six
o'clock. But let me turn for a moment to the resolution of
the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman las been, and his
party has been-and I say this meaning it in good faith-
driven back to this desperate and foolish course. I say

Mr. Turi'xa.

they were ashamed, in the beginning of this Session, after
the defeat of the Democratic party, to whose coat-tails
they had tied themselves, to knock again at the
door of the American Republic, but, having been taunted,
after their attacks in piecemeal fashion on the tarif,
they have been driven, for botter or worse, to make anew the
foul attack they made last year on the policy of this country.
But no matter how they may endeavor to confuse the public
mind, the people understand that the Liberal-Conservative
party, as a whole, are still ready to make a fair trade
arrangement with the United Stateq, whenever the United
States are prepared to enter into sncb an arrangement. We
have said, time and time again, to the Government at Wash-
ington; we have said it in all the official correspondence,
as these gentlemen themselves admit, and our plenipoten-
tiaries have said it; and, true to that policy, we are not
taking an attitude un worthy of Canadians, we are not taking
a cringing attitude. I believe we will yet succeed in making
a fair arrangement with the Republican Government lately
installed at Washington, and we will- do it as men and as
Canadians, just as independent in Canada in reference to our
future and our present as the Americans, to their credit,
are independent in the United States. We have by our
policy won the admiration of one of the leading men of the
present Cabinet, and with the indulgence of the House
I will quote from an important speech made by Mr. Blaine
in reference to our Government and its policy. Mr. Blaine
is able to speak now with great authority, and his remarks
will show how the policy of our Governç;ent is regarded in
the United States. Attempts have been made, time and
again, to convince the Government and the people of the
United States that we desire to irritate and annoy them,
and to place us in such a position as to make it impossible
for the party in power bore to treat at Washington. But
Mr. Blaine understood those petty politieal attempts, and
thus speaks:

"I have nothing whatever to say against the Dominion of Canada as
a Government or against its inhabitants. The Dominion of Canada is
an energetic and able Government. There are able and clever men at
the head of it. They have done a wonderful work and they have made
wonderful progress, and Idon't b3lieve there is a citizen of the United
States, from one end of the country to the other, that envies the people
of the Dominion all the prosperity they may attain."

Then he goes on to claim that while we cannot have what
this hon, gentleman desires we should now petition for.
The hon. gentleman wants the people of Canada, after
having gone to Washington time and again, now to throw
ourselves at the feet of the mon who ho says are holding
out the olive branch. They are holding out offers like the
spider to the fly. The olive branch of Mr. Hitt means no-
thing else than the policy the hon. gentleman himself
depre<Ated on the floor of the louse last year. He was told
thon, as plainly as one man could be told by another, that
while the poople of the Unitel States were ready for
commercial union, and while Mr. Hitt will permit
us to go into thoir country and be controlled and managed
at their own sweet will, yet unrestricted reciprocity
was impossible. The hon. gentleman is hard to convince,
but, if ho will read the speech of Mr. Blaine, ho will see that
while we may yet make a fair and proper arrangement
with reference to trade and otherwise with the American
Government, we do not injure our interests by respecting
ourselves, and while we are auxious to extend our trade re-
lations consistent with the interests of this country, con-
sistent with our laboring, our farming and manufacturing
interests, whether with the United States or any other
country, if will be a sorry day when both parties in Canada
take up the position assumed by hon. gentlemen opposite,
a position they denounced time and time again, a position
which bas been denounced by their veteran leader, and a
policy which certainly does not inspire respect in the Do-
minion of Canada. So I say that the people of this country
are not of a cringing kind, they have shown that they are
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able te grapple with these great works te which the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Car twright) alluded,
their nerve has been tested, and we stand te day in a position
in which we are able te make out such a magnificent case
as that which was made by the exponent of the National
Policy, of the policy of this Government, while the hon.
gentleman opposite bad time and again attempted te arraign
that policy and endeavored te destroy it, though he showed
his utter inability te meet that statement te any extent. In
conclusion, I believe that, as in the past, we are able, se
long as we remain a portion of the Empire, net merely te
govern ourselves, and prove ourselves wort hy of responsible
Government, but, as bas been shown, te maintain the inter-
ests of this country, either in regard te commerce in general
or in regard te the fisheries ; and, while we are willing to
make any fair compromise, or any fair settlement of these
subjects, we are net ready to surrender the commercial
interests of this country te the United States any more than
we are te surrender our fishories interests, which have been
se much discussed of late.

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

After Recess.
Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry te see

absent from their places to-night the Minimter of Finance
and the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, to whose remarks
I wish te direct a few words before proceeding with the
more important part of the discussion. If the Finance
Minister were present, I would compliment him upon the
creditable manner in which ho made bis maidon financial
statement, a statement which was, I am sure, satisfactory
te bis iriends upon that aide of the House, and one which,
on the whole, reflected credit upon him. I hope that the
hon. gentleman will ho able to redeem the promi-es that ho
bas made te the country with reference te proveriting an
inctease in the public debt, keeping down the expenditure,
and engaging in a career of economy that bas not charac.
terised the Government's financial history for a few years
past. I must warn that hon. gentleman, however, that
many influences will ba brought te bear te thwart his
laudable purposes in that respect. The partv with which
be is connected and for whom ho acts as Finance Minis-
ter, bas for many years engaged in the expenditure of
money in a lavish manner, and I fear that reformation in
that respect is scarcely to be hoped for. I only hope that
he may be correct in his anticipations, and may be
able te give us an administration of public affairs auch
as ho bas promised in his Budget speech the other after-
noon. With regard te some of bis statements 1 shall have
occasion te refer te them in the course of the few remarks
which I shall make to-night. I wisb, also, te refor briefly
te a few statements made by the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Tupper) who spoke this afternoon. He is a worthy son of
a worthy sire, and te use a common expression which has
more force than elegance, ho is "a chip of the old block."
Ris father, I recollect, some years ago, promi-ed us that
about this time we would be having 640 million bushels of
wheat annually from the North-West. We have not had the
wheat yet, but the son this afternoon did as much as ho possi-
bly could te give us the chaff. The hon. gentleman dealt
rather severely with my hon. friend at my right (Sir
Richard Cartwright). I think, however, it scarcely needs
any trouble on my part te attempt a defence of that hon.
gentleman, whose record itself is a sufficient defen ce, and
who is amply capable of defending himself. The hon. gen-
tIeman seemed te suppose tiat because the arguments pro-
duced on this side of the House te the country had net car-
ried the elections of 1882 and in 1887, that, perforce, we
were wrong. Now, majorities are net always right,
Minlorities are not always wrong. You may advance truth

that will not convince the publie, that is more often th,,
case than othorwise. But, Sir, there were other renson"
that might be cited to account for the result or
those elections, than the arguments presented to the
country. Wc had, for instance, the Gerrymander Act of 1882,
by which, in tbe Province of Ontario, 200,000 Conservatives
were enabled to exorcise as much power in the elections as
300,000 Reformers, and which, at least. gave to the present
Governmont 12 or 14 seats. We had in 1887 the Franchise
Bill, and we had called to the aid of the Government, the
revising barrister, and this one Act in 1882, and this other
Act in 1887, were sufficient to account for the results of
those elections; and I feel certain but that for the revising
barrister's kindly intervention in behalf of the Government
in 1S86, the Roform party would have carried the elections
in this country in 1887. Thon the hon. gentleman makes a
feeble attempt to defend the Finance Department from the
charge of cooking the accounts. Now, Sir, this is uscless.
It is beyond ail controversy that the accounts are cooked,
that the book-kooping is of a character that would not bear
the investigation of an accountant, that the expenses charge-
able to the administration of Dominion lands in the North-
West are charged to capital account, and the receipts
are credited to consolidated fund; and in this way and
in other ways of that kind, the public accounts are
made to reprosent a result which the facts do not
warrant. We have his reforence to the fact that my
hon. friend, as he asserts, had said that in case
of war with the United States, we would not be able to
secure very great assistance from England. Now, Sir,
tinfortunately, that is the case. In case of war with the
Urited Statos, England would be utterly unable to place
an armed force upon the frontier between these two coun-
tries, adequate to the defence of Canada. The United
States, with no greater exertion than was put forth in the
rebellion of 1861 to 1E64, could place in the field an army
of 3,000,000 men, and it is folly to talk of England being able
to cope with such a force, in British North America, so far
from ber base of eperations. It is true that, so far as land
operations are concerned, England would be unable to afford
to us adequate assistance and protection. Thon the hon.
gentleman refera to the exodus, and ho charges upon us
responsibility for the exodus from this country. As well
charge upon the physician responsibility for the occurrence
of the diseuse bocause he had given a diagnosis of the case;
as well charge the physician with responsibility for the
result of a disease whose treatment had been repudiated
and not adopted. The Liberal party merely pointed out
the causes that led to the exodus. They urged the Govern.
ment that these causes should be removed, and they have,
in their places in this House, and in their efforts in the
country, from time to time, striven to rernove tbe causes
that produced this lamentable state of affairs. But so far
from responsibility resting upon thoir shoulders, they
merely have labored to the best of their ability to avert the
evil results, which unfortunatly, have fallen uporn us in this
regard. Thon the hon. gentleman accused my hon. friend,
ut my right, of attacking protection, and then moving a
resolution in this House by which ho proposed to double
our protection. The bon. gentleman is evidently unable to
dissociate in his mind the nature of the resolutions demand-
ing unrestricted reciprocity and commercial union. It is
not commercial union that is advocated by my hon. friend
it is not commercial union that is asked for by this resolution,
but unrestricted reciprocity, and unrestricted reciprocity
would leave in our bands the entire control of our own
tariff, except in so far as relating to imports and exports
between this country and the United States. .He says that
Mr. litt and Mr. Butterworth are protectionisits, that they
want possession of this market, that they desire to re.
duce the people of this country to the position of hewers
of wood and drawers of water. Mr. itt and Mr.
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Butterworth, it is true, are protectionists, but they
desire to tee the scope of free intercourse upon this
continent enlarged; they desire to seo a policy adopted
that will ho mutually beneficial and advantageous to their
own country and to the Dominion of Canada. They are
truly patriotic in their efforts to promote the interests,
not only of the United States, but the interests of all the
Anglc-Saxon commonwealths upon the continent of North
America. Ie next refers to the income tax, and endeavors
to croate the impression that my hon. friend, in his refer.
ence some time ago to the income tax, bad advocated a tax
that would press with great severity upon all classes of
people in this country, upon the artisan, upon the wage.
earner, and upon every class of individuals who have any
income at all. That depends entirely upon the character
of the income tax ; it depends entirely upon the limits to
which that income tax comes down. It may be a tax upon
incomes of a thousand dollars and upwards, upon two thou-
sand and upwards-the limit of the taxable income may be
so large as to affect the rich man only-and it was in that
sense, as I distinctly remember, that my hon, friend re-
ferred to this question. Then we have paraded before us
the old stock arguments about a home market. Protection
to the industries of the country for the benefit of the far-
mer, forsooth 1 Why, what is the condition of the farmer
in this country to-day ? Living, Sir, in a country which is
one of the dearest in the world to purchase ii, and one of the
cheapest in the world to sell in, so far as the products of
his labor are concerned, selling the products of the soil for
very much less than they were sold for during the régime
of my hon. friend at my right, strugghng with difficulties
created by this very party which taxes everything that ho
produces and reduces the purchasing power of the natural
customer to whom ho sells bis productions, not only
increases the cost of what ho purchases but diminishes the
price of what ho sells. Then the hon. gentleman refers to
the Intercolonial Railway, and ho tells us that this road
has been an immense benefit. Well, in a sense it has. It
has been a great benefit to certain coal mine owners; it bas
been an enormous benefit to the owners of the Springbill
mines, and to-day this road is carrying coal for less than
the bare co;st of transportation, and is charging other classes
of freight much bigher in proportion than it charges for
the transportation of coal; and in this way it is an immense
benefit to the owners of the coal mines, and it discriminates
in favor of those men and against the farmers and producers
and other business classes of this country. It is said that
the road was not built for political reasons. I combat that
and I assert it was. It has cost up to this time over $50,-
000,000, which is an annual incubus on the country. We
lose every cent of interest on that sum, amounting to not
les than 81,500,000 a year.

Mr. MITCHELL. That arises from bad management.
Mr. CHARLTON. And in addition it costs $300,000 or

8400,000 yearly, even with the accounts cooked and sums
charged to capital that should be charged to running
expenses of the road, in excess of earnings. The hon.
Minister of Marine bas told us that the loss in run-
ning the road in 1888 was only one-half what it was
in 1878. There was a difference in the mode of keep.
ing the accounts. In 1878 what was charged to running
expenses came properly under that head, while in 1888
every dollar which by any excuse could be charged
against capital account was charged there, in order to
reduce nominally the cost of operating the road. Then the
hon. gentleman told us that the Libetral party in this louse
were ashamed, at the beginning of the Session, to speak of
unrestricted reciprocity. I am sure my bon. friends to my
right and my left will laugh at such an assertion, bocause
the party pledged itself to that issue last year, the party
bas stood by that issue every day since, and upon that issue
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it stands to-day and on that issue it will stand to-morrow,
and it will fight this question out on this lino to the bitter
end, it will go to the country on this question, and it will
carry the country on it. No, we were not ashamed of this
issue at the beginning of the Session, we are not ashamed
of this issue now. My bon. friend bas placed this resolution
before the House in accordauce with a docision the party
ariived at within two or three days of the time we came to
Ottawa. The hon. Minister inlormed the House that they,
the Conservative party, the Government party, were still
willing to make a fair and liberal treaty with the United
States? Are still ready? When have they been willing
to make a fair and reasonable treaty ? When have they
shown a disposition to meet the United States on fair,
liberal and equitable terms ? When have they offered any
treaty on any other lines than the Treaty of 1851, which the
Americans disavowed and abrogated in 1866, and which
they have told us year after year ever since they never
would renew on those conditions. And with the assertion
staring us in the face that another treaty would not be given
us on those conditions, it is little short of an insult to the
common sense of hon. membors to tell us that the Govern-
ment party are ready to make a fair and liberal treaty and
are using their utmost efforts to negotiate one. The hon.
gentleman quoted from the present Secretary of State of
the United States, who has repeated the statement that a
treaty with Canada upon the linos of the old treaty was en-
tiroly inadmissible and was not to be thought of.

So much for the position taken by the Minister
of Marine, and I pass now to the consideration of
the question which comes up directly in connection with
the motion of the hon. membar for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright). It is a question of grant importance,
it is a question of greater importance than any other ques-
tion that is now before the people of this country, and it is
a question of greater importance than any other question
which has been before this country for ton years past at
least. The Minister of Finance referred to the necessity of
securing wider markets, ho referred to the necessity of ex-
tending our trade. And how does ho pro to do it ?
Why, ho cannot think of sacrificing the inteXsts of that
small circle of individuals who are benefited by the National
Policy; ho cannot think of sacrificing the interests of men
who are useful in elotion contests, because they are directly
interested in maintaining the Government in power, and
are roady to pay for that interest. He must maintain the
interests of those men, even if ho does so at the sacrifice of
the interests of nineteen-twentieths of the people of Canada.
And he proposes, not to take the great ma-ket lying at our
very doors, not to take the natural market witb 60,000,000
of customers lying alongside of us, but ho proposes to hunt
up new markets, to subsidise steamship linos, to construct
more railways, to reach China, Japan, India, to go to South
America, to open up trade with the Argentine Republic, with
Patagonia, with the West Indies, to commence trade with
Samoa, with Tahiti, to open up trade wiih Uganda, with
the Upper Congo, and other places far distant from us.
Yes, that is the panacea of the hon. gentleman for the
commercial distress of this country-to open up those
far distant markets which it is almost impossible to reach
and which are worthless when reached, and to leave the
great market at our very doors, by refusing to enter into
an arrangement with 60,000,000 people wheroby we could
secure commercial advantages which would lift this country
from the condition of depression in which it at present
romains. It reminds me of the story of a son captain
who, when his ship was lying at the mouth of the Amazon,
and, although out of sight of land, was in the midtt of an
ooean of fresh water, hailed a passing vessel and asked for
a supply of water. The captain said: "Throw a bucket
overboard; why, you are in the midst of an ocean of fresh
water." So the hon. gentleman is in the midst of an oMa
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of trade if he will only avait himnelf of the opportunity, and
be does not need to go to Patagor ia, Samos, Tahiti, the
Congo and other distant lande. Let him turn hie attention
to the country lying at our very doors.

The condition of civilised states, and especially the
AngloSaxon communities, has been for many generations
past a condition of development and progress. The
evolution in the case of Anglo-Saxon states has been rapid
and continuous. They are continually advancing to a
bigher social and potential plane. If we contrast the con.
dition of England, for instance, in 1700, with its
population of five and a half millions, with but one con-
siderable city, with a commerce infinitesimal in its propor-
tions to that of the commerce of to-day, with small pro-
vincial towns, with a rude husbandry in the interior, with-
out social development, without manufacturing develop-
ment, without commercial development-if we compare
that country with the England of to-day, the transition is a
wonderful one. If we compare Canada in 1759, with its
60,000 people clustering along the banks of the St.
Lawrence, with Canada of 1819, with its railway lines ex.
tending across the continent, with its development in
manufactures, commerce and agriculture, with its popula-
tion of 5.000,000, here again is a wonderful transition. If
we compare the «United States in 1776, with their 3,000,000
of people, a country which in 1790 had but four cities
of over -10,000 inhabitants, which possessed only 75
post offices, 1,800 miles of postal route, which paid only
922,000 a year for the transportation of the mails-if we
compare that country with the United States of to-day
with 62,000,000 people, with its vast development in
commerce, manufactures and agriculture, this is a wonder-
ful transition. And the condition of these countries is
constantly changing and the circumstances surrounding
these countries are changing. They are impelled forward
by forces from within and by forces from without, sud we
need to note these ebanging conditions; we need to govern
ourselves by these changing conditions, and to let the cir-
cumstances of our case adapt themselves to these condi-
tions. In 1776 these thirteen colonies and Canada went
different roads. They had lived together under one
Government, subject to the same king, for seventeen years,
and when the thirteen colonies revolted, Canada had not
been associated with thore colonies long enough to follow
their example. The circumstances of the case were
entirely different and they took different ways, and
the iesult of those experiments we may see today :
in the one case in the creation of a great nation
with its own history, with its own national life
and with the world looking to it as eone of the great
rowers of the earth, while in the other case we see as the
result of the experiment the creation of a great colony,
without a history of its own, challenging the attention of
the world, and shining, not in its own light, but in the bor-
rowed lightof another luminary. For many years, there was
not much in the conditions surrounding us to make inter-
course between the two countries so desirable as it is to-day.
From 1776 to 1842, the colonies were protected by the
English corn laws ; differential duties were imposed in their
interest upon breadanfis, lumber, and timber, and the desire
for free intercourse with the American States or colonies
naturally had no prononnced existence. The American
States have prospered and grown rapidly, and a condition of
thinge more favorable to their growth could not have been
desired. Since 1842, wben the corn laws were abolished,
thedesirabilityof intercourse with the United States became
greater and greater each year, and in 1849 an aLnexation
party was already in existence in this country, many of the
members of which have since been in connection with the

rty at present in power. We had Sir John Rose, Sir A.
.Galt, the Hon. J. J. C. Abbott, and other gentlemen high

iu the Conservative ranks, who were members of that party.
o1

In 1854, however, free intercourse with the United States
was secured, and when that intercourse was secured the an.
nexation party disappeared. The country enjoyed that free
intercourse for twelve years, and grew and prospered under
it. In 1866, when that reciprocity was abrogated the
country felt the disastrous influence of that abrogation
in the severest manner, and there bas not been a day since
the abrogation of that treaty that Canada has not de-
sired its renewal ; there bas not been a day since the abro-
gation of that treaty when it would not be in the highest de-
gree desirable, in the light of Canada's intereets, to have
renewed that treaty; and,as year after year rolled by, the de.
sirability of renewing it became more palpable and grester.
When the tresty was abrogated the iJnited States had a
population, probably, of thirty-five million suls, and to-
day that nation has a population of at least sixty-two
millions. To-day it bas more than double the wealth it
had in 1866; to-day it is a much more desirable country, or
customer, to deal with than it was in 1866; and to-day it is
infinitely more desirable to secure reciprocity with the
United States in the interests of Canada than it was in
1866. That country with its sixty-two million inhabitants,
wit.h its fifty-eight thousand millions of wealth (ten thou-
sand millions more than England) wilh its vast manufac-
turing industries, its vast internai comme.c;., ils immense
and growing progress and development, is a desirable
customer for us to have; and, notwithstanding ail the
restrictions upon trade, nîotwithstanding the commercial
hostility between us, nature asserts itself, our geographical
position asserts itself, and the trade of Canada, under ail
thosa adverse circumstanses with the United States, is
greater than the trade of Canada with any other nation of
the world.

Why is it that we have seen in the past one hundred
years so marvellous a development in this country to the
south of us. In 1776 they commenced with free trade be.
tween thirteen States, and as one State after another has
been added to that confederation the area and scope of this
reciprocal free trade bas been extended. Tüe number of
States banded together in thi z'Illverein, or this customs
union if you may term it so, have increased from 13 to 42.
The population under this arrangement bas increased from
three millions to sixty-two millions, and, as population bas
increased, as the number of State3 have been increased, as
the scope of the operation of these free trade influences
have been extended, their beneficent character bas become
more and more apparent. Does any man suppose that if
tariffs had existed between each of these States, or if the
States were divided into groups with a tariff between
one group and another, that we would bave seen that
development which bas taken place in the Unitcd States
within the last bundred years. No man of sense will assert
that such would have been the case. This country with its
different zones, its great variety of climate, its great
variety of production-a country embracing within its
own limits almot ail the productions of the known world,
-was a magnificent field for the operation of free trade,
for the development of the influences and resuits that flow
from free trade and notwithstanding that their own fiscal
policy with regard to other countries bas been faulty yet
the advantages of free intercommunication between ail these
States has been so great, that we se the reeults before us
to-day in the accumulation of its great power, its greater
wealth than any other country in the world, in its greater
extent of manufactures than any other country in the
world, and its ability to raise a greater revenue and under-
go a greater stress in that respect than any other power in
christeudom. To-day, Sir, we in Canada are situated outside
of that magic circle. My friend the Minister of Finance the
other night depicted in gtowing and very powerful termas the
repressing results of the existence of tariffs between the
variolis Provinces comprising this Dominion before Con-
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federation. He pointed out how those barriers upon trade
restricted commercial transactions between the Provinces,
how great since the removal of those Lariffs have been the
developments of internal commerce, and now beneficient
had been the consequence of that removal of the tariffà
between the Provinces now comprising the Dominion. It
struck me as being singular that hon. gentleman could not
have gone further and realised how great would be the
advantage of sweeping away the tariff over a still wider
area, how great would be the advantage of removing the
tariff not only between the seven Provinces of Confederation
but between these seven Provinces and the 42 States of
the American Union and having a iree intercourse between
49 commonwealths irstead of seven. I think the argu.
ment is one that he cannot fail to see the f>rce of. If
the removal of trade restrictions is good for seven common-
wealths it is better still for 49. If the seven Provinces
derive advantages from unimpeded commercial transactions,
the widening cf ithat circle and the introduction of a greater
number of commonwealths to that circle, through which
free communication was the rule, would haeconferring still
greater advantages than those he pointed out in the case of
the provinces comprising this Daminion.

The position of our CanLdian Provinces with regard to
the United States is a peculiar on3. Thete is a stretch of
conterminous line from occan to ocean. There is no moun-
tain barrier between the two countries, there is no natural
tarrier of any character whatever, but they lie facing each
other, and the very:rivers and inland seas that spread along
a porticn of this line instead of being obstructions and bar-
riers invite .trade, and serve as highways for inter-
communication from one to the other, and in spite
of all these restrictions do secure an enormous burden
Of commerce betweon these two great countries. Now,
Sir, if you hook at the map, you will find that the
Dominion of Canada is divided into four distinct geographi
cal sect,*on. The Maritime Provinces are soparated from
Quebtc aed Ontario by a wde stretch of rocky, uninhab.
ited country; Ontario and Quebec are separated from the
fertile belt of the North-West by nearly a thousand miles
of wilderness which is almost worthless for agricultural
purposes; the fertile region of the North-West i separated
from British Columbia by a wide stretch of plain and moun-
tain. These four geographical areas are distinct from each
other; and in its geographical affinities each one is more a
part of the United States for commercial purposes than a
part of this Dominion. Take, for instance, the Maritime
Provinees : The State of Maine projects like a wedge
northward, sep)arating them from the rest of Canada, and
almost¿rer ching the St. Lawrence. To carry on trade
transactions between New Branswick or Nova Scotia aud
Quebec we bave to use the Intercolonial Railway for hun.
dreds of miles; while theee Provinces can reach with facil.
ity such markets as Portland, Boston, New York, Philadel.
phia and Baltimore for a tithe of the cost which is to-day
required to reach Quebec. The potatoes of Prince
Edward Island can be laid down in Boston for five
cents a bushel, or a little more; coal, lumber and all
the other productions of these Provinces can be carried very
cheaply to the great seaboard cities of the United States. The
natural geographical atlinity between these countries com.
pois trade, notwithstanding tariff restrictins and com-
mercial hostility; and if these restrictions wero removed
an enormous trade would be the result. Thon, we take Que bec,
possessing the gateway of the great lakos, the natural out-
let ef the vast country to the west; and but for commercial
hostility and restrictive tariff the trade of that country
would bave gone down the St. Lawrence to the sea, and
300 miles of artificial water communication between Lake
Erie and the Hudson River would, perhaps, never have been
built. Before the construction of that water route, all tbe
trade of western New York, Ohio and the west wenti-
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down the St. Lawrence; and Montreal might have con.
tinued to enjoy that trade, and might have been one of the
great commercial centres of the continent to-day ; but for
commercial hostility it might have been the imperial gate.
way of the mighty west. But Montreal stands to-day on
the St. Lawrence, with all its magnificent advantages and
its magnificent site, a third-rate city. Quebec bas easy
access to the gret commercial centres of the United States;
by the Richelieu River, Lake Champlain, Whitehall Canal
and the Hudson River to New Yo:k, and by railway lines
she can easily reach Portland, Boston and New York. Ali
these great centi es are at lier very door; these are ber natural
markets; her geographical affinities are with the Middle and
Eastern States. Then, if we come west to Ontario, we find
that conditions compelling trade with the country to the
south are still more potent. We find this great Province
resting upon four great inland seas, with the waters of
Ontario, Erie, Huron and Superior, wahing ber shores
from Kingston to Port Arthur. We fiud this Province
projecting like a wedge 420 miles south into American
territory, from the 49th nearly to the 42nd parallel. We
find that the commerce of Michigan, of Chicugo, and the
country west of Chicago, finds its shortest route to the
ocean across the territory of this Province. We find new
lines pushing to the Sault Ste. Marie, and leading acrose
this Province to the sea. We find linefs from Minneapolis,
f ron St. Paul, ftom Duluth and from Pembina con.
verging at the Sauit; and we find, on looking at the
map, that the shortest possible route from northern
Michigan, norLhern Wisconsin, Minnesots, north and
south Dakota, Montana, and a portion of Nebraska, to
the seaboard, is right across the territory of this Province,
from the Sault Ste. Marie eastward. Why, it is the
geographical key to the energetic zone of this continent,
that country lying between the 38th and 46th parallels of
latitude, with its great centres of population, development
and wealth. Ontario, I say, possesses the geographical key
to this great region. She can reach with her productions,
by means of this great lin. of inland sous, and with ber rail-
way lines, the great markets of this continent, with the
utmost facility and ease; and her position for reaching these
markets is botter than the position of Michigan, Indiana, or
any portion of the American territory to the west of these
S.ates ; and notwithstanding iepression and restriction, she
ias a vast commerce with the great Anarican centres of
population. Why, within a few hours' ride of her eastern
border in New York, with 3,000,000 inhabitants within 20
miles of its city hall; two or three hours further on is Phila-
delphia, with a million inhabitants ; a few hours further
to the east is Boston, with 300,000 or 400,000 people; close
by is Buffalo, with a quarter of a million, Rochester with
100,000, and Albany with 100,000; just across Lake Erie
is Cleveland, with 300,000; just across the boundary of her
western peninsula is Detroit, with 175,000; and within easy
reach of ber western territory is Chicago, with 900.000
inhabitants. I repeat that ber geographical position enables
her to obtain access to all these centres of populaticn with
greater facility than any of the Western States, except Ohio.
Now, Mr. Speaker, am I to be told, is any sane man to be t.ld,
that this great Province, with its 200,000 square miles ef
territory,with its immense sti etch of sea coast, with its agri-
cultural, its mineral and its timber resources,'would not be
vastly benefited by sweeping away those restrictions that
separate it froin its natural market ? Why, Sir, it is pre-
posterous to make such an assertion. To consider the
question for five minutes is sufficient to convince any reason-
able man that vast advantages would be secured to this
Province by free access to the markets to the south of us.
Thon, we pass on to Manitoba and the North-West, and
here again we have to pass through a wilderress of a thous-
and miles which separates that eountry from the settled
portion of the Dominion to the east. Here we find a coun-
try which is a natural part of the Mississippi Valley. Al*
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most a rebellion was provoked in Manitoba because its
people were not able to secure access to the markets lying
in the south. Their trade naturally tends to such cities as
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Chicago; and notwithstanding all
the restrictions placed upon it, an immense and evererow-
ing trade bas sprung up between Manitoba and the orth.
West and those cities. And when we pass on to British
Columbia, what do we find there ? Why, nature decrees
that British Columbia must have extended trade relations
with Washington, Oregon and California. These are com-
monwealths in the same geographical group as herself.
To carry on commerce with the east necessitates crossing
five ranges of mountains and a thousand miles of plain at
grceat cost; the incurring of this expenditure for transporta.
tion is unnatural. Trade by this outiet must be forced, and
natural corfditions compet British Columbia to trade exten-
sively with the three American States on the Pacific slope;
and to remove all the restrictions existing between British
Columbia and these States would be to confer untold
benefits on the former. Take these four geographical
groups of the Dominion-the Maritime Provinces, the
Provinces of Qaebec and Ontario, the Province of Manitoba
and the Territories of the North West and British Colum-
bia-nature bas decreed that each one of the four shall
trade more naturally and on more advantageous terms with
the country to the south of the line than with any other
geographical group in the Dominion. Now, I say in each
nature asserts itself, notwithstanding the policy of my boh.
friend and his party, as shown in our trade returns of last
year. Our imports for consumption from, and our exports
to the United States and other countries in 1888, were as
follows:-

United States................... $91,053,913
Great Britain.... ..... ......... .......... ........ 79,383,705
All other countries.......................22,612,482

$193,050,100
Our imports for consumption during the same year were:

Prom United States............................ $18,481,848
do Great Britain......,,.......... ....... ........... 39,298,721
do ail other countries ................................. 15,066,531

Our exports were :
To United States...................... $42,572,065

Great Britain..............................40,084,984
All other countries......... ............... 7,545,951

$90,203,000

And this in spite of hostile tariffi-this by virtue of the
decrees of nature and geography, and in spite of the olicy
Of hon gentlemen on the opposite side6  We impor from
the United States over 89,000,000 worth of goods more
than we did from Great Britain, and we exported to the
United States $3,500,000 worth of goods more than we did'
to Great Britain, by virtue of the inexorable decrees of
nature and geographyé We had a period, as I said a few
moments ago, of twelve years tree trade with the United
States, and during that period our trade with the United
States developed to an extent which must teaoh a lesson
that cannot fail to be understood. Reciprocity was brought
about in 1854. We began in 1854 with an export trade to
the United States of 810,473,000. That was without the
stimulating effect of free trade. The next year, under free
trade, that export had risen to 819,316,000, an increase of
$9,000,000-an increase of nearly 100 per cent. in one year
under the operation of free trade; and d uring the twelveyears,
from 1854 to 1866, that export trade to the United States
increased from $10,473,000 to $39,950,000-an increase of
280 per cent. in twelve years. That included all the Pro-
vinces now comprised in the Dominion. In 1851, the exports
of Old Canada to the United States amounted to 88,649,000;
the next year, under free trade, they jumped to 816,727,000 ;
and in 1866 they reached $34,770,000, And this, without

estimating shortage in inland returns,'which were very
much less in 1854 than in 1866. Now, with an incrense of
trade between the various Provinces of this Dominion of
280 per cent. in those twelve years. with an increase of
trade between Old Canada and the United States of over
300 per cent. in the twelve years under free trade, I wish
to contrast the condition of our trade since then under the
policy of protection; but before doing se, I will say that
had the annual increase between 1855 and 186i been main-
tained to the present time, our exports to the United States
alone would last year have reached $94,000,000, and had
the ratio of increase been maintainod in the twenty-two
years following the abrogation of the troaty, that was
maintained during the twelve years of the operation of the
treaty, our exports to the United States last year would
have exceeded $150,000,000.

Mr. BOWELL. Hear, hear.
Mr. CHARLTON. My hon. friend may smile, but I bolieve

the exports would have been greater than arc indicated by
this calculation. Now, against this increase of $29,476,000,
or an actual increase, estimating the inland returns shortage,
which was 8,413,000 greater in 1866 than 1855, of 831,-
490,000 during this period of free trade-what have we to
say with regard to the increase of trade since ? Our ex-
ports last year were only 83,620,000 greater than in 1866,
or, deducting difference in shortage at inland ports between
1855 and 1868, our increase in exports in 1888, as compared
with 1866, was but $1,522,000 against $31,490,0 )0 in the 12
years during the operation of the treaty. This fact speaks
volumes, and needs no comment. If the onee policy gave
this country an increase in exports of $31,490,000 in 12
years, and the other policy gave in 22 years an increase of
$1,522,000, the two facts placed sida by side, tell thoir own
story, and noed no comment. Great as were the advan-
tages this country derived from free trade, those advan.
tages were minimised by certain currency troubles that
existed in the United States, at the olose of the rebellion.
From 1862 to 1866, the rockless gambling in gold, the de.
preciation of American currency, the redaction in the pur-
chasing power of that currency, greatly diminished the
advantages that this country would have derived from
free trade had there been stable currency in the
United States; and when the Reciprocity Treaty was abro-
gated, almost immediately following that event came a
more stable condition of Ameriean currency and a revival
of business in that country, and an improvement in trade in
consequence of that revival. We had the good effects of
reciprocity minimised by this condition of currency, and we
had the evil effects of the abrogation of the treaty for the
first few years minimised by thereturn of the United States
to a sounder currency; but even with these evils minimis-
ing the advantages in the one case and the disadvantages
in the other, the results, as I have explained them to you,
strikingly illustrate the great advantages to bc dorived by
this country from free intercourse with the United States.
What do ouir farmers remember about the years during the
years which the Reciprocity Treaty was in operation ? Talk
with any farmer who lived then, and ho will tell you of the
excellent markets we had for our produce and çattle and
stock. He will tell you that buyers swarmed in the coun-
try, he will tell you that there was an active demand for
everything ho had-and these are the days the farmers look
back to as the bright days in the history of their country,
these are the days they desire to sec come again, and these
are the days they are going to vote to have come again.
These are the days that my hon, friend's resolution
promises shahl come to them again, and they will try that
resolution, eat ail events, before they are convinced that
they cannot have them again.

My bon, friend in his speech the other night
showed, I was sorry to soe, that ho did not know
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anything of a dofinite nature about the volume of our
internai commerce, He told us it was great, I believe
it is great. Internai commerce is naturally very much
greater than external commerce. We have a large rail-
way mileage, we bave an extensive business done on
those railways, we have extensive transactions between
the various Provinces of this Dominion and also between
various portions of the same Province, and I have no
doubt that the internal commerce of Canada is a very
large one, and I have no doubt further that, if the area
over which our commercial transactions exist was ex-
tended, those transactions would be inercased over that
area, and I think it is easily demonstrated that the in-
ternal commerce of the United States is in proportion
very much greater than our own. In the report of Mr.
Switzler, the chief of the Bureau of Statistics in the
United States, the last report made, we find a rather
astounding calculation. I confess it startled me. It rnay
be exaggerated or not, but it is made in an official
document of the United States, and that statement is
that the internai commerce of the United States in
1887 amounted to #32,874,000,000. That is 360 times
greater than the commerce of Canada with the United
States, it is 170 times greater than the commerce of Canada
with all the world. It is true that this is an enormous figure.
It is two and a half times larger than the export and import
trade of the world in 1880. It is twenty-five times more
than the import and export trade of the United States in
1886. Whether it is closely correct or not, it shows how
vast is the volume of commerce which courses through the
business veins of that great country, and enlivens and vivifies
the great industries within its borders. If one will stop to
consider how grand a theatre for unfettered commercial
intercourse is furnished by the northern part of the Amer-
ican continent, he can never for a moment imagine that the
policy of our hon. friend opposite is a policy conceived in the
interest of the country. Take this vast country, stretching
from the Gulf of Mexico to the Arctic Ocean, with its
great sweep of sea coast-the Mexican Gulf sea coast, the
Atlantic sea coast, ail along the States and along Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick, along the coast of Labrador
and up to the Arctic Ocean, and then the line of coast from
Behring's Straits to the State of California-take that great
country with ita intercommunication by means of its rivers
and inland sea-the Mississippi system with its 16,000
miles of navigation, the rivers flowing into the Atlantic,
the St. Lawrence, the Mackenzie, the Yukon, the inland
seas and all those great arteries of communication stretch-
ing throughout that country in every direction, and fur-
nishing the means of intercommunication; take alltthe
range and varieties of climate which exist from the sub-
tropic climate to the Arctic; take its variety of products
and consider that every known production on the face of
the globe eau be obtained within its boundarices; take its
mines, its forests and its fisheries, its railway development,
and estimate what will be the future of this great country
and its future population when it has a population to day
of sixty-seven millions. It is destined to be the seat of the
greatest empire the world bas seen, the home of civilisa-
tion. Thé best hope of humanity are centered upon this
great land; and the future development of the wealth and
population of this country will be beyond our knowledge
and beyond our imagination. We are now outside of this
union, and we bave been invited to participate in the advan-
tages which may result from the intercourse which should
take place between us; and I say that every consideration
of selfWinterest should induce us, if nothing else would, to
break down the trade barriers which exist between us. Let
those barriers be broken down, and the ever-expanding and
cumulative forces of trade intercourse cannot stop at the
boundary but will go on increasing for the advantage of
both parties to the agreement. We have nothing to keep

Mr. CHARLTON,

us apart in connection with race distinctions. The French
in Lousiana and the Anglo-Saxons in the other States get
along easily enough and without difficulty; so also we trust
will the French of Qnebec and the Anglo-Saxons of North
America. We bave substantially the same institutions as
they have. We have a c'>mmon language. We have simi-
lar laws, We have religious affinities with our neighbors.
There is nothing toprevent these two countries from living
together in peace and amity, as far as their commercial
relations aro concerned. What are the forces which fight
against the continuance of the barriers which impede trade?
What are the forces which forbid that these two countries
shall remain in a state of commercial hostility with one
another ? They are geography, nature, racial affinity,
business intereet, common sense, and the intermingling of
the two peoples. We have now at least a million native
Canadians in the United States, we have from a million
and a quarter to a million and a half of the descend-
ants of Canadians in that country. Do they exercise any
influence on the opinion of that great people ? We have
perhaps half a million of foreign immigrants who have
gone there after coming to this country, and that is
a mighty force which je drawing these two countries
more and more together, and is impressing on the mind
of both countries the desirability of free commercial
intercourse and the absurdity of maintaining the con-
dition of things which now exist. I assume, then, that
free intercourse is desirable, and perhaps I will enter a
little more fully later into some particular reasons why
it is desirable.

I assert now that the Government of this country
show practically no sense of the importance of this ques-
tion. I assert that they are triffing with the people
of this country, that they arc making an assertion that
they have bought diligently to obtain free commercial
relations with them, when they know, and every man of
sense knows, that these overtures were made in a direc.
tion that they knew were fore-ordained to failure. They
have professed to make overtures for free trade relations
upon lines which they have been told again and again
would never be accepted, they have studiously refrained
from making overtures upon any line which was likely to
be successful, and they have shown clearly and unmis-
takably that they do not want to have free trade relations
and would not take them onu any obtainable terme; but
they Feek to allay the feeling in the country in favor of
this exehange of trade by professing that they are seeking
for and are desirous of free trade relations, and that they
will obtain them as soon as the United States will grant
the u on reasonable and equitable terme. Well, Sir, they
will never get them.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. They will never get them, because
they will not sacrifice the interests of a smail minority of the
population of this country that are bleeding the majority,
they will not sacrifice their interests for the interesta of the
millions of this country. They have been placed in power
by a little clique of manufacturers, by a smali favored ring,
for whom the Government legislate, and whose interests
are paramount, in the estimation of this Govern ment, to the
interests of the farmer, the lumberman, the ship owner, the
fisherman, and the laborer; and for that reason they will
never get it because they will never seek for it on terme
upon which they can obtain it. They have been invited to
come and get it. 1 have in my hand an invitation from the
monthpicce of the American nation, from their Minister of
Foreigù Affaire, to an hon. gentleman who no longer has a
seat in this louse. A plainer and more urgent invitation
to open negotiations with a view to obtaining freer trade
relations, never was proferred by one country to another,
a letter of Mr. Bayard, Secretary of State of the United
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State, written on the 31st May, 1887, to "My dear Sir
Charles."

Some hon. MEMBER3. Oh, Oh,
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes; it is a bad pill for our friends,

and I do not wonder that it extorts from them that express
sion of agony and pain. Mr. Bayard says:

"it is evident that the commercial intercourse between the inhab-
itants of Canada and those of the United States bas grown into too vast
proportions to be exposed much longer to this wordy triangular duel,
and more direct and responsible methods should be resorted to. Your
own able, earnest and patriotic services in the Government and Parlia-
ment of the Dominion are well known, and afford ample proof of your
comprehension of the resources, rapidly incresing interests, and needs
of British North America. On the other hand, I believe I am animated
by an equal desire to serve my own country, and trust to do it worthily.
The immediate difficalty to be settled is found in the Treaty of 1818
between the United States and Great Britain which has been questio
vexata ever since it was concluded, and to-day is suffered to interfere
with and seriously embarrais the good understanding of both countries
in the important commercial relations and intereste which have come
into beig since its ratification, and for the adjustment of which it is
wholly inadequate, as has been unhappily proved by the events of the
psut two years. I am confident we both seek to attain a just and per-
manent settlement-and there is but one way to procure it-aud that is
by a straightforward trestment on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of
the entire commercial relations of the two countries. I say commer-
cial because I do not propose to include, however, indirectly, or by any
intendment, however, partial or oblique, the political relations of
Uanada and the United States, nor to effect the legislative indepen-
dence of either country."
Now, 1 ask, Mr. Speaker, is not that an overture inviting
this country to enter upon negotiations for the purpose of
securing a modification, at least, of the trade restrictions
existing between the two countries ? I ask if that is not
an overture that sbould have been responded to, if we had
received it in a proper spirit, by an attempt, at toast, to
secure this modification of trade restrictions ? Sir, I assert
that it was an overture whieh was not met in the right
spirit, and that no attempt was made by the Government of
this country to meet Mr. Bayard on the lines that would
have secured a modification of these trade restrictions-
I assert that broadly. On the contrary, this Government
bas pursued towards the United States a policy of irritation,
a poliey of irritation characterised by the mode in which
the fishery regulations were enforced, which I do not need
to allude to more particularly, as it has been alluded to
already. This spirit of irritation has been manifested in
other respects; it bas been manifested in the treatment of
the question of canal tolls. We have imposed upon vessels
passing through the Welland Canal a toil of 20 cents a ton,
and we have granted a rebate to those vessels going to the
port of Montreal of 18 cents a ton. We lave discriminated
against the American commerce passing through that
canal to the extent of 18-20, and that in face of that fact
that our shipping las been permitted to use the Sault
Ste. Marie Canal, an expensive work, costing over five
million dollars, entirely Iree of charge. For years, ever
8ince the construction of that canal, the United States Gov-
ernment has kept it in repair, and furnished a force to op.
erate its locks ; and every Canadian vessel that las pased
through that canal has done so without payment of a cent.
The same with the St. Clair Flats Canal; the same with the
improvements of the Lime Kiln Crossing, and its expensive
works which the American 1Uovernment have permitted us
to use entirely free of charge. In return for this neighborly
conduct, we levy upon their commerce passing through the
Welland Canal 20 cents a ton, and we discriminate against
commerce going to their ports, by rebating 18 cents of that
20 cents a ton to all vessels going to Montreal. Sir, that is
Dot neighbrly treatment. Then, when we granted the free
admiesion of fruits, we destroyed entirely ail evidences
Of friendly feeling and kindliness of spirit in this
matter by that poor little contemptible- tax of one
cent a basket on the baskets in which the fruit
cemes; and the collection of that tax, I am told
by fruit importera, in some cases led to serions loss on
wholear loads of fruit. They were side-traoked, in order to
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go through the formalities of a customs entry; the owner
in Bome point in Ontario would be required to come down
and enter them, and by the time he had got through the
entry and paid thoeone cent a basket on his purchase, the
fruit, especially in the case of peaches, would be badly dam.
aged in consequence of the delay. I have a letter in
my pocket to that effect. No doubt this tax cannot yield
anything of any consequence; nevortheless it is irritating
in its character, more so perhaps than it would be if an
amount of revenue of any consequence was realised from it,
and it seems to me that nothing could have been more ir-
politie than the petty cheese-paring spirit manifested. We
had this spirit manifested the other day in respect to a few
ourlers coming over from Butfalo to engage in a friendly
game with another party at Toronto, and bringing with
them au illuminated address. They were required to give
bonds that their curling stones would fnot be kept in Canada
but would be carried back, and they were charged $1.75
duty on their illuminated address that they were going to
present to the curling club in Toronto. Well, it is 81.75
gained for theC Government and bad feeling engendered. I
do not think this is wise conduct; I do not think we
are making enough, in the shape of revenue, to compensate
for the effect upon friendly relations between the two
countries, by these small affairs. Then we have the raising
of invoices. I know of one case whero a party who
wished to import certain malleablegoods, went to the parties
producing the goods in this country and offered them the
cost of these goods with the entire amount of duty added.
It was refused, and he imported the goods, and the Customs
placed its own valuation upon thoso goods and made him pay
duty on-00 per cent. more than their cost. This is not the
kind ot policy that produces good feeling, it is not a kind
of policy that, is commendable or politic. Thon we are
greatly interested in sending fresh fish to the United
States firee ocf duty. We import a small amount of fresh
fish from the United States, and we impose a duty of half
a cent a pound on this fish, jeopardising the whole vast
trade of tùis country with the Un.ited States in fresh fish-
another specimen of the wisdon of the Goverument in
their management of international relations. Tnere has
been, I am sorry to say, an unfriendly spirit manifestel in
many things. 'lie Americans believe that spirit its un-
friendly, and these manifestations have provoked resent-
ment ot a very serious character. IL is bolievod in the
United 8tates that we have purposely made our fishery
regulations opprussive and troubleso me for the purpose of
extorting trom them concessions, and, naturally, they say
. We will see you further before we will give you any con-
cessions auder these circumstances." If our friends will
ret6d Msop's Fables-

Mr. BOWELL. We are hearing them now.
Mr. CHIARLTON-there is an instance related where the

wind concluded that it would make a man open lis cloak.
It blew upon him with greit force, and the more the wind
blew the tighter the man wrapped his cloak around him.
It was found impossible for the wind to compel that man to
throw open his cloak. Well, it ceased its efforts, and then
the sun shone out warm and benignant upon the man, and
after it had shone a few minutes he unbuttoned his cloak.
Warmer and warmer it got, and finally the warmth of the
sun compelled him to remove his coat. And so it will be
here. It is said molasses will catch more flies than vinegar.
i believe it is true; and if we want to obtain concessions we
do not want to provoke unfriendly conflict by 8eizing
American vessels, charging one cent a basket on their peauh
baskets, aduty on thoir illurnated addresses and make
,bem give bonds on curling stones. These are things we

should not do. On the contrary, we want to treat them in
a broad, generous and friendly spirit and thus engender
that wordial feeling whioh will lead to trade conooesions.
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Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Finance the other night
took the ground that our progress had been in the highest
degree satisfactory, that we had, I understood him to assert,
very little to wish for, that, under ail the circum-
stances, we could not have expected to have progressed
more rapidly or to have occupied a more favorable
position than we now occupied. If our growth and de-
velopmentb have been eatisfactory, why thore is no great
reason to require change or modification of our com-
mercial relations; and I piopose to inquire briefly and in a
very candid manner whether our growth and development
have been of a satisfactory chiracter. First with respect
to increase of population. In 1871 we had 3,635,000 ir-
habitants; in 1881, 4,324,9100 inhibitants, the increase
being 689.000 souls, an increase of e bout lS¼ per cent, I
turn to the United States and find the incroase in that
country in the decade commencing one year earlier and
ending ono year earlier was 30 8, as against 18u in Canada.
This is not satisfactory. Here we have a dificrence in the
increase of population of the two eountries of more than 1l
per cent. against ourselves, and thero is no reason for it.
This is a sirong vigorous race in Canada, a race whiuh
would naturally increas3 more rapidly than the population
in the United States, and if our increase in population was
Il per cent. leýs than that of the United States our ratio of
progress and developiment is shown to be unsatisfac'ory by
that one fact. As I stated a while ago, we have probably in
the United States to day one million of Canadians; last cen-
sus showed 712,000 ani the ratio of increase that obtained
between 1870 and 1880 would give within a fraction of one
million. Ali these facts prove that our progress has not
bccn >atisfactory. There is another matter which' shows
this fact still more clearly.' The United States have
develuped in excess of Canada in many respects.
They raised last year $700,00',000 worth of corn, a larger
quantity of wheat than we raised per head, an enormous
quantity of wines aid fiuits, of which we raised compara-
tively nothing, a larger quantity of wool, more sheep, a
vastly larger nun ber of swine, in proportihn to population ;
and of articles that wo do not produce, tobacco to the value
of 843,372,000; cotton to the value of 6354,117,000; sugar
145,000 hogeheads. In manufactures, where Canada pro.
duced in 1881 to the value of $309,676,000, the United
States producel in 1880 85,369,667,000 worth, or equal to
tive-tentbs per capita in excess of our pioduction. All
industries, according to Mulhall, reached, in the United
States the value of £%,281,0»0,000, Canada £167,000,000, or
equal to two-tenth'. per capita in oxcess of our production.
Mulhill gives the wealth of the United States and other
countries in 1l80 in pounds sterling, that of the United
States being £9,495,000,000, and that of Canada £550,000,-
000, a per capita excess in favor of the United States of fivo-
tenths. This shows a vast development in that country as
compared with Canada.

In regard to public debt, not withstanding the plausi-
ble explanation of the Minister of Finance, our posi.
tion is a most unsat.iacLory one. Our ùobt on the lst
February, 18f9, tvas $2dt,370,564, or equal to $I.33
per bead-I thirk the làlinister of Finance made it a few
cents less. The debt of the United States on the same
date was $L,121,845,973. The Pacifie Railway debts it
is fair, under our mode of calculation giving the net debt,
to deduct as good and valuable assets. They are about to
make some arrangements by wh:ich they wili amply secure
the United States on a 3 per cvnt. 50-year Joan, at whicb
rate the Government can bortrow the money. Po i1eicting
the Pacifie Railway debt, the principal and interest of the
United States debt, February lst, 1889, was 81,009,982,000,
or 816.82 per head on a basis of population of 60,000,000,
against 647.33 per head in Canada on a basis of 5,000,000.
If we add State debts, as the hon. gentleman said we should
do, the net amount of whieh is 8170,000,000, this makes the
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total equal to a per capita charge for national aud State
debts of $19 67, as against $47.33 in Canada. That is not a
satisfactory con lition of tbings. The hon, gentleman, at
great length, compared the exponses of this country with
the expenses of the United Sites. I have prepared some
statisties on these heads. I find our debt bas increased,
since Confederation, 8160,941,923, or three fold. The in-
crease of our debt in the last ten years was 896,308,495.
White our debt increased three fold, the American debt was
reduced from 82,508,151,9,11, in 1867, down to 81,121,845,-
973, February lst, 1889, without deducting the Pacific
Railway assets, which are, in round num bara, 8î11,000,000.
In the period since 1878 the United States have reduced
their debt by 8511,636,306, while during that period we
have incrased our debt by $96,000,000. So in the matter
of public debt, the comparison is a very unsatisfactcry one
for this country. Then we were told by the hon. gentle.
man that the United States pays no judges except a few
Supreme Court jadges, and bas no immigration and quar.
aitine charges, no governors to pay, no militia to sustain,
no penitortaries to keep up, and that if our expenditure
had been on the same basis as that of the United States,
instead of having a debt to-day, we would have had a sur-
plus of $4q,0U0,000. I would ask the hon, gentleman how
that calculation was worked out. I would ask the hon.
gentleman what would have been the position in this coun-
try under circumstances such as those encountered in the
United States from 1861 to 1864, when a supreme struggle
for existence occurred during which the American people
accumulated their great debt ? Why, this country would
have been ruined. The expenses under the following heads
in the countries respectively, were as follows.-

United States Pension Charges, 1888........................
Per capita, $1.33

Can'.da Pension charges, 1888............. ........
Per capita, 2·4

United States Military Establishment...............
Per capita, 51-4

Caiada Militia and g[ounted Police..............................
Per capita, 42-7

United States Naval Establishment.,.................
Per capita, 28-2

Canada Ocean and River Service,..................
Per capita, 4·2

United States Congres.. ..............
Per capita, 9

Canada Legislature................ ..............
Per capita, 16

United States Judiciary .......... ...............
Per capita, 7-6

Canadii a Administration of Justice................. ...... ........
Per capita, 13J

United States F'oreign Intercourse ......... ....... 1................
Canada, $A,000

United States Interest............................
Per capita, 74J

Canada Interest .... ................ . ....... ,.
Per capita, $1.964

United States Cuatom .........................
Per capita, $3.65

car.ad.. ..... ...................... ,.
Per c pita, $4.42

United Statta Customs and Excise...... .................... ......
Per capita, $5 72

Ganala cu.t..tms and Excise.............. ........... .....
Per capiti, $5 63

Customs and Excise ia U S , 1838 ................. $343,388,014
Payment on Pablic Deb, year ending 1838...1t1i63,781

Per capita, $3 85

$ 80,288.508

120,333

39,522,436

2,136,143

16,926,437

211,462

5,892,115

807,424

4,581,828

678,814

1,593,461

44,715,007

9,823,303

219,091,173

21105,926

343,388,044

28,177,413

231,224.266

It must be borne in mind that the Unitel States, last year,
reduccd their debt by 8112,163,000. That came out of their
excise and customs duties, and that leaves thoir expenses
at $231,000,000, or a per capita expense, aside from the
payment of the debt, ot $3.85 per head, as against $5.63 in
Canada. If we add to that, as my friend probably claims
we should do, the per capita taxation for States of $1.08 per
head it would make for both of those $1.93 as against
85,68 in Qanada, or still au exoess in our case of7 '0 cents

486



COMMONS DEBATES.
per head. The United States pays 180-6 per head for pen.
sions more than we do. It is an abnormal and not a per-
manent charge, and if we set this aside it would leave our
Per capta expenditure 82 greater than the expenditure of
the U9nited States and the various State governments
combined. I do not think the comparison is a favor.
able one to us. The lesson furnished to us is a sug.
gestive one, and that lesson is that my hon. friend
the Minister of Finance does really need to practice
economy for we are on the high road to difficulties.
The hon. Minister draws a rosy picture of our condition
because he is able to point out that our debt per capita is
not so mach as it is in France or Belgium and other Euro-
pean countries, which are ground down to the earth by the
expense of maintaining vast armies. These countries are
continually preparing for war and practically live in a state
of war every year. Their population is ground down by
all the burdens that can possibly be imposed upon them;
and yet forsooth, the Minister of Finance says we should
congratulate ourselves because our condition is not quite so
bad as theirs. I do not know that i need waste more time
on this question, I had some more figures bearing on it but
I may say that the conclusions drawn by my friend the
Minister of Finance will not bear investigation, and that
our condition as compared with the United Statu in matt ers
relating to the finances of the two countries is an unfavor.
able one.

Mr. FOSTER, Your figures and mine about taxation are
just the same,

Mr. CHARLTON. I am aware that in some respects
they are, but you attempted to draw conclusions from them
that were in no wise warranted by the facts. Our railways
show-a still greater disparity in the development of the two
countries. We carried in 1b87 upon our railways 16,156,335
tons of freight ; of this freight 2,580,000 was carried by the
Canada Southern, and 6,45.8,0O0 by the Grand Trui k 1tailway.
It would be a moderate estimate to assume that 3,000 000 of
this freight was freight in tiansit through Canada from one
part of the United States to the other, leaving the actual
transit of freight in Canada about 13,300,000 tons. Tihat
same year the United States railways carried 552,074,75
tons, and we have therefore this result, that the carriage of
freight in Canada was 3-27 tons per head and in the United
States it was 9-12 tons per head, or about three times as much
freight on the railways in the United States as upon Cana.
dian railways. The number of passer gers carried upon the
railways of Canada was 10,608,638, and the passengers car
ried upon the United States railways amounted to 428,225,-
573, or 2.14 in Canada to 7 per head in the United States,
again about three times the volume of passenger trade in
the United States that there was in Canada. The total
earnings of the railways in Canada was $38,842,000 and on
the United States railways $931,385,154, so that the railways
in Canada earned $7.75 per head as compared with 815.52
in the United States. We have the advantage of the
United States in our railway system in one respect, for we
have 8129,810,000 of Government money in our railways or
$26 per capita, while in the United States they have only
$65,000,000 invested, or $1.08 per head, and that is not
a subsidy but a loan. The statistics which I have quoted
must prove pretty clearly that in the matter of the
development of our trade, in the matter of increase of
population, in the matter of debt burden, and in all the
particulars which 1 have mentioned the comparison be-
tween the two countries show that it is not favorable to our
country, and that a condition of things prevaila bere which
we should not desire. I do not parade the fact for the sake
Of deriving any satisfaction from it, but it is necessary for
us to face the situation, and to know exactly our condition,
and in making our calculations we should know what is
necessary to be do., We want to know exactly the basis

upon which our calculation should be made, and reognising
the necessity for this knowledge It le perfectly proper that
we should examine the question in this sense.

I referred a short time ago to the vast internal commerce
of the United States, and I referred to that as proof of
the great advantages derived by that country from unre-
stricted commercial intercourse between ail those States.
No more striking proof of this can be had than the
statement made in the report that the internal commerce
between the States was two and a-half times greater than
the total export and import trade of the entire world in
1860. It was twenty-five times greater than the foreign
commerce of the United States, import and export, which
in 1886 was $1,314,960,000. It was thirty times greater
per capita than the commerce between Canada and the
United States. I say that this vaut internai commerce
is one, wbich if we are wise, we should desire to enter into
and to obtain the benefit of.

Mr. HAGGART. Where did you get those figures as
regards the internai trade ?

Mr. CHARLTON. From the report of Mr. Switzler,
Chief of the Bureau of Statistices of the United States on the
Inernal Commerce of the United States for 1887, page 570.

I have just one more ittm of comparison to make between
the trade of those two countries. My hon. friend the Mini.
stor of Finance was kind enough to refer to me the other
night in very friendly and kindly terms in connection with
mlby labors on the Min.ing Commission of Ontario, and he
ttedas was true, that in that capacity I bad heeni able to

have my ideas as to the great extent and cspubilities ofthis
country, in a mineral sense, very much enlarged. 1 had. I
found that we bave enormous minerai resources. I was glad
to see how widely they are extendc d and how gruat they were,
and I found ont another thing also; I found from Ottawa to
Port Arthur, wherever I went, one universal cry-and there
was not a dissenting voice to that cry-on the part of every
man inteested in minerals, copper, iron silver, gold, and
structural materials. They ail said :'IlGive us access to the
American markets, we are languishing for the want of a
market; we are cribbed, cabined and confined; our energies
are repressed and we can do nothing. Right across the line
are unlimited markets for the products of our mines, but we
are debarred from that market by the trade restrictions
that exist between the two countries." I heard this complaint
so often repeated that I firally bocame aware- and I am sure
that a very few mon of this country are fully aware of it-
of the vast importance of this question as regards the min-
eral development of this country. No other great interest
in Canada is suffering so severely or would be benefited so
greatly by the removai of trade restrictions as the mining
interests of this Dominion. Now, what is tho stace of our
minerai development as compared with that of the United
S!ates ? In Mr. Coste's report we find it stated that the
mineral production of Canaàa lastyeuar was 815,000,000; but
he includt s in that statement brick, coke, iron, steol and tiles.
As iron, he gives both the ore and the ion ; one is a dupli-
caie of the other. The American report gives reither iron,
nor coke, nor steel, nor tiles nor brick ; and when we elim-
inate these articles from Mr. Coste's report for the sake of a

comparison on a fair basis, we find that our minerai pro-
duction last year was $12,113,000, while the minerai pro-
duction of the Uniied States was $542,284,000, or a per
capita excess in the United States over Canada of 3•75, or
nearly four times as much as ours. In these circumstances,
we cannot flatter ourselves that our minerai production is
on a satisfactory basis. Going into particulars, I find
that the Americans produced per capita 12 times
as much iron ore as Canada, 21J times as much
pig iron, 1iO times as mu h lead, 4-0c times as much coal,
16,15 times as mach coke, b.07 times as much building
Stone, 3-2 times as mach brick and tile, 4-25 times as much
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lime, and 8 times as much cement as we did. Conse.
quently I arrive at the conclusion-that our mineral develop-
ment, compared with that of the United Sttes. is by no
means satisfactory. And when [ come to mum up the com-
parative development of these two countries, I ind that in
increase of population in a decade, our increase amounts to
1875 against the United States' increase of 30-8. In agri-
cultural products their production exceeds ours greatly in
corn, wheat, wool, sheep, swine, fruits, wine, cotton, tobacco
and sugar. In mannfacture they exceed us by 5-10 per capit a,
in1 the products of industry they exceed us 2 10,in wealth they
exceed us by 5 10 ; in debt we exceed them in the ratio of
$17 33 against $t6 82 per capita. In railway commerce
they exce<d as by 9-2 against i27 per capita; in passengers
they exceed us in the ratio of 7 against 214 per capita; in
earnings they exceed us by $15 52 against 81.75 per capita.
Their internal commerce is 360 times as much as our com-
merce with them, and 17(j times as much as our commerce
with the world ; and in minerai development they exceed us
according to the statement I have given. Now, from these
facts I arrive at the conclusion thut our progress is not
satisfactory as compared with c eii in any uf tie respects
that go to make up the growth of a great state. I assert
that but for the exodus, this country to day would have had
a poculation of 8,000,000 in place of à,000,000, and the
Province of Ont ario would have had a population exceeding
4,000,000; and let any man picture to himself the condi-
tion of ihit gs that we should have seen to-day if the
Dominion had a population of 8,0(O,000 in place of the
condition we find actual'y prcvailiug. Now, Sir, what isî
the caue of this state of things? l it lack of energy and
rigor on the part of the race that inhabits this country ?
No, Sir, it is not. There is not a more vigorous or energetic
race on this continent or in this world than the population
of Canada. Canadians in the United States are everywhere
making their way, and are considerel the most valuable
element almoSt lin the population of that country. Let
two young men go to any buiness house .in Chicago
or any other part of the west, having equal
education and equal advantages, a man from Canada,
and a man fiom the Middle or Eastern States,
and in nine cases ont of ton the Canadiai will get the
preference, simply because ho is a Canadian, because of
the reputation Canadians have in the Uiited States for
energy, vigor and intelligence Well, Sir, is it on account
of bad laws or institutions ? No, Sir, it is not. The laws
of this counry are good; the institutions of this country are
good. It may be that they have been badly administered in
some casee ; I think they have. It is our busiue-s very often
to criticibe the administration ot affairs; but on the whole,
considering the circumstaices suriounding us ard the
difficulties confronting the administration of this country,
the administration of affairs bas not perbaps been so very
much worse than we might suppose was inevitable. But I
assert that the laws and institutions of the country are in
no wise responsible for the case I present tothis House and
the country Well, Sir, is it for lack of natural resources ?
No, it is not. Our natural resources in our fisheries, our
timber, our mines, our mineials, and our soil, are enormous
-resources sufficient, Sir, for one of the greatett na-
tions of the globe. It is Lot from lack of resources, from
want of energy or vigor in our people, it is not from any
fault in our laws and istituions, that this country bas not
progressed as iti-hould have done. Well, what is the cause?
Why, Sir, it is defiance of natural lawi; it is defiance of the
requirements of geographical affinity ;it is defiance of race
affinity; it is defiantce of the requirements of common
sense; it is becausu we shut ourselves out from our natural
markets ; it is the want of continental free trade ;-that is
the tiouble with this country.

We .re toid that the National Policy is a grand institution.
Our friendthe Minister of Finance told us the other day that

lMm. CHAlILTON.

ho could not sacrifice that one little feature of our policy on
any consideration whatever, He told ns that if we cooldget
commercial intercourse with the United States in natural pro-
ducts, bsut out their manufactures, and continue to foster our
National Policy, we should be all right ; but as for sacri.
ficing the National Policy, it was not to be for one moment
thought of; and in connection with that, the hon. Minister
made an assertion that seemed to me rather astounding.
He was descanting on the desirability of opening up foreign
markets, and he told us in explicit terms that our cotton
mills were able to find a profitable market for their products
in those neutral markets where they must meet British
competition an equal terme. If thatbe true, if they can find
a profitable market in China, India, and Japan, where they
must sell in competition with goods from Manchester with.
ont any advantage of tariff on their side, I want to ask why
they cannot do it here-why it is necessary to have from
25 to 35 per cent. duty against those goods coming into
Canada. I would like to know how that is; and I am afraid
that if that is the case. this arrangement made by Senretary
Fairchild, Sccretary of the Treasury of the United States,
against the protective tarif of that country, bas a vast
arnount of truth in it which will apply to this coun'ry. The
Secretary of State says in this anniual report for 1888:

" Beside the vexed :economic question asuto whether a country can
make itself prosperous by a tariff, whether it can increase the relative
average comfort of its wholp people by diverting a portion of its labor
ani capital from the employments which could be most profitably fol-
lnwe'l under natural conditions, thereby making certain of the necessar.
ies of lfc more ciptly than they wouNt be otherwise, there is a higher
m.al question which m y wIl be ask-id, and that is, can a government
be kept pure and free whieb, througrh the agency of its laws, offers vaut
pecuniary temptations to some kinds of business?

" There are maüy indications that this question muet be answered In
the negative. There are many proofs that large classes of our business
men have come to depend for success upon their skill in manipulating
Governmental agencies, rather than upon industry, intelligence and
honorable competition."

Does the hon. the Minister of Finance know anything about
that ?

"la it not possible that eagernese for the money which men assume
comes to thom only through governmunt, may lead them to use an
overgrowing proportion of their gains to posese and influence the sup-
posed source of their wealth. And will not the endlaavor to make men
rich soon becomi the chief function tf our government ? la not this
hlraly the case ? If these dangers exist, if they are not overestima'ed,
then cen it be doubted that the true welfare of our reople calls for the
rescue of the government from th--m as speedily as may be ? This can
only be done by severing goverunment from private business ; steps
should at once be taken in that direction, always, however let me re-
peat, bearing in mind interests which may have become esiablished
under present laws; to the end that they may net suffer unduly while
beneficent reforme are made."

Now, I fear that is the case in this country. I fear that
these interests which seek to control the government do, in
a large measure, control it ; and instead of relying on their
own energy, skill and capital, rely on undue favors from
the Government for the profits wbich they setk to
make. In fact, i am certain this is the case. But
supposing we concede the National Policy is all it claims
to be, conceding that it may actually create a home
market in this country and will serve the purposes it is in-
tended to serve, conceding ail this, we have to the south of
us a country that has been engaged in the same business of
building up a home market for the last 25 years. During
ibat time they bave imposed heavy duties on their importe,
they have fastered and created to some extent a great
manufacturing interest, and I hold it would be the part of
wisdom for Canada to seek access to that great market,
created by the taxation of that country for 25 years, rather
than undergo the expensive and not very desiable process
which that country has undergone in the creation of that
market. Break down the barriers, and instead of waiting
25 years to create a market in Canada, let us get acces
to the American maiket which ie already created. If the
National Policy is a correct policy, here is a short out to
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the very resait you are striving for, and which otherwise it
will take you 25 years to attain, and which when yon have
attained it will not give you one-thirteenth the market that
will b. opened to you by the adoption of the policy of free
trade with the United States. I commend this policy to
the hon. the Minister of Finance. It will be a stroke of
genius on hi@ part, and obviate the difficulties which beset
the delusive course the Government have adopted.

Mr. POSTER. It would be a great Hit I
Mr. CHAIRLTON. It would be a very good Hitt indeed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWWGHT. t is the best way to
Foster a market.

Mr, CHARLTON. I wish to say a few words upon
a very important branch of that part of my subject,
wbich relates to the desirability of securing access to
the American markets; that is the bearing which con-
tinental free trade would have on the mineral develop-
ment of our country. List year we producel in Canada
î6,330 tons (f iron ore, wbile the pioduotion of the United
States amounted to 11,300,000 tons. We exported last year
from Ontario 13534 tons of iron ore, and from the whole
Dominion 13,544 tons, ani the total export of ore from
Ontario since 1869 has been 524,511 tons. When we com-
pare this trade with the volume of trade for a single year
from Lake Superior, we will be astounded at its imal propor-
tions. It must b borne in mind that we have etnormous de-
poits of iron ore, mi),es that are accessible and easily reached
by railway, at quite conven'ent di-tances from lake navi-
gation, and it is supposed we are capable of placing an
unlimited amoant of ore in the American market. The ship-
ments of ore from Lake Superior ports to Lake Erie ports
la.t year amounted. to ,023,479 tons, and that ore was
worth at the point of shipment about 820,000,000. In its
transportation about $6,004,000 was paid for freight. That
volume ef oie 1omn Lqke Sulperior was 250 times greater than
the entire export frum Outario for last year, andi nine aud
a halftimes greater than the entire export from Ontario
bince 1869-nine and a-half times greater in one year than
the whole exports of OnLario daring twenty years. We
have enormous quantitiem of ore. We have discovered wst
of Port Arthur the Mîinne.uta iron rango pr. jecting into our
teriitory, of unknown extent, whikh it is botieved contains
suffiLient ore te supply the whole consumption of this conti-
nent for centuries. That ore can be easily reached, yet,
omder th depressing policy of this Governiment, we have
only a begga!ly showing of 15,534 toný exported from On-
tario while 5,023,000 lorg tons have been exported from
Lake Superior. Irom the port of Two Harbors on Lake
Superior the shipments from the Vermilon mine on this
range, in 1884, amounted to 62,L:4 tons, and reached, in
1888, 511 5 39 tons. There are vast possibilities for the
developme3nt of this trale, but it can be developed only on
the condition that the duty shall be removed, and this oread-
mitted to theAnerican market free. LasIt year we produced
24;827 tons of pig iron, and the United States produced
6,411,000 tons. The charcoal production of Michigan was
180,000 tons. If the duty were removed we could supply
the whole of that trade as advantageously as Michigan. We
cotild pr oduce enormous quantities of iron in Nova Scotia. I
am told by men conversant with the business that there is
but one point in America where iron can be produced at a
cheaper rate than at Pictou, and that is at Birmingham in
Alabama. With free access to the American market, there
is no reason why we should net see an enormous production
of iron in the mines of Nova Scotia, and of charcoal iron in
Ontario, where the timber is contiguous to the ore, and the
iron eau be cheaply manufacLured.

In coal we produced 2,3b8,891 tons last year, while the
United States produced 116,049,604 tons of anthracite
and lituminorns. We exported from Nova Scotia to the
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United States, 92,176 tons. Now, when I look at the
position Of Nova Sotia mines, they being the only
coal mines on the Atlantic seaboard, being the moet favor.
ably situated for supplying every port on that sea.
board,-when I look at the position of these mines, I am
astonished that the exports should b. but 92,000 tons in one
year. The New England States roquire, aocording to a rough
estimate, 4,000,000 tons of bituminous coal a year, and New
York requires a large quantity also. Wore these duties
removed, there is no doubt that Nova Scotia could sell to
the New England States and New York three million tons,
or thirty times the amount of the present export. There
cannot be any doubt that an enormous development of the
coal business of Nova Scotia would result from the removal
of these duties.

Then, with regard to copper, we have many mines of
copper in this country, but many of them are Dot large
enough to warrant the erection of smelting works, and
capper mine owners tell mo in every case that it would b.
of great importance if they could ship thoir copper to the
American market. At present, they are charged five cents
per pound duty on the copper contained in their ores.

Thon there is the question of salt. We have in the Lake
Huron basin probably an extent of 1,200 sqnare miles of
a salt district producing the best salt on this continent. The
product in 1887 was 425,000 barrels, while the product in
Michigan was -1,900,000 barrels. Were that market open
to our producers, and wero the- duty on coal slack removed,
there is no reason whatever why wa should not compote
with the Michigan producer, or share withhim theenormous
prodiet of 3,900,000 barrels a year.

Thon, as to building satone, we have at various points in
Ontario mar ble, granite, freestone, and sandstone of the most
excellent quality. At Nepigon Bay, on Lake Superior, ther.
are immense quarries of freestone of a quality which stands
the test of fire and frost better than any freestone in the
market. We bave mountains of marble. The Comnissiun
visited one mnarble quarry near Sault Ste. Marie, which was
close to navigation, where vessels could load the stone
without difficulty. It wis 5,00j feet wide, and bLO feet
high, and it went down into the bowels of the earth below
the possibility of reckoning, and it went back into the
country for several miles. But for the duty on marble,
the manager told us that ho could do a very large trade in
that atone, and would, if the duty were removed, erect a miIl
for sawing and polishing that would employ 300 men. In
1P87, the United States produced $35,000,000 of building
atone and marble, while Canada produced only 8558,491
worth. The exports of Canada to the United States of
stone amounted to 865,300, of which Ontario exported
821,224. There was the beggarly amount of 821,000 worth
of Stone of all kinds exported to the United States from On-
tario, as compared w:th the produce in the United States of
825,000,000 worth. The quarries of Ontario are so situated
that marble, granite, freestone and sandstone could be ex.
ported, if it were not for the duties, at the least possible c st
to Chicago with its 900,000 inhabitants, to Milwaukee, De-
troit, Cleveland, and Buffalo -all first-class cities which are
using great quantities of atone in construction every year ;
and we, with the fac:lities for conveying that atone by water,
combined with ithe superior quality of our stone could defy
competition but for these duties, though, as a matter of fact,
we only exported this small amountof $l1,00) worth. Thon,
as to brick, cement, lime, and so on, Canada produoed in 1887
$1,6',3,525, while the United States produced $15,561,000.
of this we exported $ 38,625, of whieh Ontario exported
$21,217. There ais a great chance of development in this
trade, and we have just as good a chance for reaching thes.
great cities with this class of production as wO have with
atone, provided the duties were removed, and we oould ex-
tend our communication with more distant parts of the
United States by means of the Brio Canal and other means
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of communication. In the production of these structural
materials, the opportunity opening for trade with a free
American market is without limit. The business might
employ millions of capital and tens of thousands of la-
borers but for the tarifE The total export of minerals from
Ontario during the years from 1869 to 1888 was of the
value of $17,675,391. Of that, $14,332,497 went to the
United States, $3,340,317 to Great Britain, while 82,577
went to all the rest of the world. We have vast mineral
resources in Ontario, as well as in British Columbia and
Nova Scotia. ,We bave silver and gold in this country.
The Commission visited a silver district west of Port Arthur
which, I believe, will prove to be the finest silver district on
this continent. I believe my hon. friend the member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) will bear me out in the statement
that that it is likely to be the most productive silver region
known on the American continent That district would re-
ceive a vast development from the removal of trade restric-
tions. It is true that there is no duty on silver ore, but, if
we could obtain the introduction of machinery free of duty
and could attract the attention of American capitaliste to
that region, we would obtain a great impetus to the
development of the silver resources west of Port Arthur and
the gold resources near the Lake of the Woods.

I recently visited the south, and I saw that mil-
lions of dollars were pouring into that country, that
a magical era of development had commenced, and that
a new south was being created. Birmingham, Alabama, is
a town of 50,000 inhabitants, which has grown up, I
rnight say, like Joiah's gourd, in a night. I saw another
city, called Bes"erner city, with great furnaces and rolling
mills, where not a tree was cut twenty months ago. I saw
towns being built up, cities springing into existence, rail-
waVrs nder construction or recently built, and agriculture
berefited by the vast amount of capital which was poured
into that country, and I asked myself : Why do we not share
in this swelling tide progress ? The answer is that the
duties keep the capital out. Americans look upon Canada
as a foreign country. The truth is that the duties deprive
us of the advantages which we might otherwise obtain,
and of the millions of capital which would corne in here, the
railways which would be constructed, the cities which would
be built, and the vast development of our interests which
would result if those duties were removed. I believe that
in five years, with free trade with the United States, our
mineral production would receive a development equal to
$20.000,000 a year, and that would involve an expenditure
of $12.000.000 per annum for labor alone. I want to
know if the laborers of this country are not interested
in a poliey which, in minerals alone, would add, in all
probability, 8i2,000,000 a year to the expenditure for
labor.

Now, I wish to call attention to the Provinces in
this Dominion whose exports of the produce of Canada
to the United States exceed their exports to Great
Britain. First, we have Ontario, which in 1888 ex.
ported $23,074,733 to the United States and $4,000,360
to Great Britain. Nova Scotia exported $,l15.6Il to the
United States, and $1,823,832 to Great, Britain. Prince
Edward Island exported 8915,951 to the United States and
880,626 to Great Britain. British Columbia in the same
year exported $2,228,385 to the United States, and
$1,029,110 to Great Britain. So that, from those Provinces,
there were 829,334,710 worth of exports to the United
States, and $6,933,928 to Great Britain. What does that
teach ? Here are four of the seven Provinces that export
to the United States almost five times more than their total
exporta to England. Wben I come to the classification of
these exports, the produce of Canada to the United
States and the exports to Great Britain, I fiad the follow-
ing ;
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U
The Mine ...... .... ... ,............. ...........
Th e Fisheries............. ........... ..
The Forest . .... ...................... . .

Agricultural Pioducta .. .... ........
Mis3ellaneou Article....... ..............

United Stateu.
$ 3,341,808

3,123,853
10,622,338
10,306.278

701,616

t28,095,393

Great Britain.
$ 478,260

1,544,901
8,932,177
4,292,640

66,840

$15,814,318

This shows the vast volume of our trade with the United
States. and the character of that trade; it shows that four
Provinces of the Dominion have enormously greater trans-
actions with the United States than with Great Britain.
In the items of agricultaral produce exported from Canada
to the United States and Great Britain, I find the following,
and this is a table worthy of careful scrutiny :

United Stat.s. Great Britain.
Bores............................
Sheep........... .. ..... ......... ................
Poultry...... ...... ..... . . . .........
Eggs.......... ................ .....
Bides, horas sud skins.....................
W ool............ ...................... 0........... ......
Barley..... ............ ......... .............
Beans.. .........................
Hay ....................
lait ..................... .....

Po tatoýe* ................. ,.......
egetables..................................

$2,402,171
1,027,410

122,222
2,119,582

511,220
223, 125

8,468,317
124,214
800,612
154,145
357,570
93,102

$14,427,900

$ 36,750
211,881

1,962
262

25,631

64,781

259

$848,220
Sir, these returns require no comment. They show how
vast our trade is with the United States, and they show that
in all these important productions our trade is almost
exclusively with the United States; and the constructive
loss of the country through being debarred of access to that
market that we enjoyed between 1854 and 1866, is actually
and poqitively beyond computation or belief. Now, the
duty paid on our exporte of $37 323,161 to the.United States
last year amounted, at a rough estimate, to 85,750,000, of
whioh 82,500,000 was upon our agricultural products. It
is an interesting question, and i referred to it last year, it
is indeed a matter of prime importance, to understand the
bearing of the case-who pays this duty-of probably
$5,750,000 on the productions of Canada that went into the
United States, on which duty was collected in that country.
Now, I propose to examine the proportion that our imports
to ttie United States bear to the total production of that
country in the same line:

Mine ...................
Fisheries .............
Forest ..... ............
Horses ..............
Hurned cattle.
Swine .................
Sheep..........
Egg ...............
Hides and skins.
Wool............
Barley ..............
Wheat ........
Ha...... ..... ..........
a ....................

Potatoes........

Cana<iian
Export.

$ 3,341,308
$ 3,123,853
S 10,622,388

No. 19,925
No. 40,047
No. 1,276
No. 353,999
doz. 14,147,739

$ 515,220
Ibo. 954,189

bu h. 9,360,521
bush. 777,698
tons. 84,068
bush. 193,1, 4
bush. 2,486,441

United States
Production.

512,284,000
42,536,000

291,585,000
13,172,936
49,235,000
44,346,000
43,544,000

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

60,000,000
457,218,000

41,796,000
18,273,000

168,051,000

Proportion.

zig

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

il

J,

Now, Sir, under these circumstanues, with the small volume
of our importations to that country as compared with the
production of the same article in that country, it is prepos-
terous to suppose that the duty levied upon these articles
depressed the price of the enormous bulk of these several
articles in that country to whose amount the volume of our
impoitations bore such an insignificant proportion. We
paid the duty. We receive for our horses, fer our coal, for
our barley, for every article upon that list that we exported
to the United States, juest exactly the amount received in
that country, less the duty taken from it. In fact, that is
not a fair statement of the case, bocause we lose more than

490
il



1889. COMMONS DEBATES. 491
that. The purchaser of an article for importation into the1 Because the former treaty did not work to their advantag.
United States, if that article is for sale, and ho expects 'or satisfaction. What was the volume of free importa.
to make a profit upon it, will add his profit te the: tions each way during the 12 years from 1855 to 1866 ?
amount of the duy, as it is a part of the cSt. Thon The free importations from the United States to Canada
the existence of trade re4rictions all oporates to prevent amounted during that period to $124,872,283. The free
competition and to keep ont a certain class of buyers. importe to the United States from Canada amounted to
Whenever a purchase is made for importation to the United $239,792,284, or almost double. The treaty did not work
States, the purchaser must take out a consul's certificate ; he satisfactorily to the United States. Everything we wanted
makes the entry at the Customs and rune the risk of to sell to the Americans we sold to them, but we did not
seizure. There is a large class of purchasers who do allow them the privilege of sending to us the products
not care to embark in trade under these conditions, and and manufactures they could exchange for our natural
we aie suffering from these disadvantages in the duties. products, and it was not a fair roi procity treatv. And,
First of all, we lose the amount of the duties; thon Sir, if we wish to have a fair reciprocity treaty now,
we Jose the profit that the dealer importing these articles it must be unrestricted reciprocity, a treaty permitting
to the United States receives upon this duty, which unrestrictcd interchange of commodities of overy nature
is part of the coet; thon we lose the bonefit of that and character botween the two countries, and that is the
active competition which will exist in this country if the kind of reciprocity troaty the United States are willing
purchaser is free to trade without any restrictions or any to grant and it is not the kind of reciprocity which our
customs regulations to doter him. I believe it is a fair friends on the Govornmont bonches are willing to accept.
calculation that there is a loes in these three respects of not The next objection is, that wo cannot got unrestricted
less than 810,000,000 a year on the importations from reciprocity, that it is no use agitating about the matter or
this country to the United States. That is the amount talking about it or holding out inducoments to lead the
that would be realised under the present system of import. people to believe that it is a feasible project. I deny it.
ations from the United States as measured by the returns of I think we have abundant reason for saying that this is not
last year, to say nothing of the increase of trade that would so. We have as a reason the resolution of Congress passed
ensue if the duties were removed. The rate of duty paid the other day by a nearly unanimous vote, and which only
upon our various exporte to the United States are, on coal failed to ho taken up by the Sonate by a technical objection
and iron ore, 15 cents per ton; canned fish, about 20 per baing raised by a single member to its immaediate con-
cent.; lumber, 81 to $2; shingles, 35 percent.; horses, cattle, sideration, although it had been unanimously reported by
swine and sheep, 20 per cent.; wool, 10 cents per pound; the Committec on Foreign Relations. But for that circum-
barley and wheat, 10 cents per bushel; malt and flax seed, stance we would have had the resolution of the House
20 cents per bushel; peas, 10 cents per bushel; hops, 8 passed by the Sonate.
cents per pound; butter, 4 cents per pound ; hay, $2 per Mr. McNEILL. What was the resolution?
ton; potatoes, 15 cents per bushel, &c.

Let us see what we buy froin the people of the United, Mr. CHARLTON. It was a resolution of Mr. Hitt in
States. Among other thing we bought last year, in large favor of commercial union, It indicates, on the part of the
quantities, coal, iron and steel manufacturings, tools, United States, a willingness to troat, for unrestricted reci-
pianos and musical instruments, paper, coal oil, printing procity is one of the outcomes of commercial union, and
presses, watches, clocks, furniture, books, cotton goods, commercial union is one way of arriving at unrestricted
cordage, glassware, plated ware, boots and shoes, India- reciprocity, and another way is that which we prefer, and
rubber goods, castings, hardware, iron, sewing machines, we are warranted in the belief from the passing of this reso-
straw goods, bats, jewelry, &c. We paid in duty last year lution, that a good opportunity is presented to enter into
$7,131,000 on dutiable goods of the value of $37,0q7,680, negotiations for the attain ment of our object, and that they
imported from the United States, and imported from would be willing to grant us terms somewhat different to
the same country free goods amounting to 821,384,Z68. those which they now propose. At all events it is worth
We paid in addition profits upon duty as part of trying. This objection that we cannot get unrestricted
cost amounting to $3,000,000 more, and between the reciprocity is negatived by the passage of this reso-
tos to this country on importations from Canada into the lation, and at least we are warranted by its passage
United States and on importations from the United States in attempting negotiations to secure unrestricted reci-
into Canada on dutiable goods, we were $20,000,000 worse procity in a different way from that in which it is pre-
off than we would have been under free trade. So much senited to us by the resolution passed by the House of
for the advantages which would be derived from the re. Ropresentatives. The feeling in the United States, and I
moval of the present restrictions between the two countries. saw it evinced in Washington when I was there lately,

I am occupying the time of the House longer thani is an unmistakable desire on the part of American
i had intended, but I wish before resuming my seat public men to cultivate friendly relations with Canada,
to refer briefiy to the objections raised to this policy to impross upon Canadians who visit their capital,
Of unrestricted reciprocity. I desire to meet, as well their desire to treat us fairly and in a friendly spirit,
as I can, any and all the objections raised by hon. and to show that they are ready teoenter into a reci-
gentlemen opposite or by their friends in the country with procity treaty on a fair and equitable basis. There can be
respect to it. First, they tell us-and I have met this objec. no doubt we can get it if we desire it, and the assertion
tion in a measure before-what is the use of this agitation; that we cannot get it is not borne out by the facts.
in what respect is your position different from our own ? The next objection is, that it is disloyal. To whom is it dis-
We are in favor of reciprocity with the United States, you loyal ? If a policy is calculated to benefit the great masseof
have not a monopoly of that principle, we are in favor of it the people of this country it is not disloyal to them, because
I deny it. Hon. gentlemen opposite are not in favor of it, the highest requirement of loyalty is to be loyal to your own
because they pergistently refse to make advances to secure people and to promote thoir best intorosts. It may be a
it on terme wh:ch they know are the onlyadmissibleterms, disloyal policy if you tako into consideration exclusively the
and if they will not accept admissible terms but insist on benoits accruing to a smali ring of manufacturers in this
seeking to secure impracticable terme, it is no use of their country. It may be disloyal if you take into consideration
talking about being in favor of this policy. It cannot ho the interests of another ring of manufacturers in Great
sectired on the terms they propose. Reciprocity in natural Britain. Our importe from Great Britain last year amounted
products the United Stateo will never grant, Why ? to the value of 839,000,000. We will assume they wore all
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raanufactured goods. I do not believe unrestricted reci-
procity would diminish that trade; it would ircrease our
prosperiîty and our purchasing power, and the tendency
would be to increase rather than diminish the trade
with Great Britain. But we will suppose that trade
was obliterated, that wo blotted out the entire importa.
tions to the value of $39,000,000, what interests would
be affected? low much capital is invested to pro-
duce those goods ? Not more than $20,000,000. How
many operatives are employed ? Not over 26,000; at least
not over 100,000 are directly or indirectly employed
in connection with our importations from Great Britain
last year. Is our policy disloyal which would benefit five
millions of Canadians at the expense of the owners of
820,000,000 of capital, and at the expense of 100,000 people
in England employed in manufacturing the goods we import ?
My sense of the requirements of loyalty would lead me to
prefer the interests of 5,000,000 here to 100,000 people in
England. My sense of loyalty would Jead me to pr-efer the
interests of English capitalisis who have invested $600,000,-
000 in Canada to the interests of British capitalists wbo
have invested $20,000,000 in manufacturing English goods
imported into this country. The true loyalty is such as
promotes the interests of our own people at bome, and that
is the object of the policy we advocate.

Thon we are told that England would not sanction such
an arrangement. I do not know about that. England did
sanction a treaty called the Brown Draft Treaty, which
amounted almost to unrestricted free trade, which put a
very large number of articles on the free list. Here is an
incident which bas a bearing on this case:

" la 1874, when the Reciprocity Treaty was being negotiated by
Minister Thornton, the English Governîment instructed him to modify it
at ihe suggestion of the Canadian Ministry and make such additions to
the list of American goods to be adimitted free into Canada as the
Canadianus desired."

tionist because he desires to see this tarif walil broken down
and he sees no other mode of obtaining that object than
annexation. Give to that man the advantages that follow
from the obliteration of those tariff restrictions and you give
him ail he wants and he ceases to be an annexationist. Just
as in 1854, following the manifesto of 1849 which was
signed by many of the friends of the party opposite, the
existence of the annexation party ceasedi when the reci-
procity treaty of 1854 was agreed upon, and we heard
no more of annexation during the continuance of that
treaty. We would not hear of annexation now if we
had unrestricted reciprocity with the States. Iu any
event I am disposed to take the prosperity that wilI
result from this arrangement and run the risk. The
future will take care et itself. Nature bas destined these
two countries to live on intimate terms, nature has decreed
that we should be geographically and commercially very
closely allied with each other, and the endeavors of our
friends on the opposite side to prevent the consummation
of this decree of nature reminds me of the reported efforts
of Mrs. Partington who one morning went down to the
Atlantic beach and attempted to keep out the tide with her
broom. You cannot keep back this tide of commercial
free relations between the two countries. You cannot pre-
vent these two peoples from securing free intercourse with
each other. Your efforts in this direction will be surely
unavailing. The people are bound to have this continent
open to free play and interchange ot these mighty agencies
that have vivified the United States and made it the great
nation which it is to-day. The population of this Dominion
w.il be satisfied with nothing less than this and those
paltry objections that are raised by the party in power
will be swept away by the people as cobwebs disappear
before the brush of the sweeper, and the tide wili roll in as
it did that morning down at Long Branch when Mrs. Par-
tington stood on the beach and tried to keep it oat with

He did so and made out a long list of American articles her broom.
to be admitted free of duty, so long that it was almost free
trade. Not one of these articles coming from England was Mr. FOSTER. That was a fable,
to be admitted free of duty. This draft of a treaty was Mr. CHARLTON. Not so much a fable as it is an illustra.
sent to Lord Derby, who answered that the whole proceed- tion of the puny eflorts of man to counteract the forces and
ing was approved, and the English Government assented oppose the decrees of nature.
to the arrangement admitting American goods free to a The next objection that is raised to unrestricted reciprocity
British colony, where a tariff of 20 or 40 per cent. was to is that it will lead to direct taxation. Well, this was a serious
be laid upon the same kind of goods coming from Englana difficulty, and although as I have shown we will save in this
or any other country than the United States. That was arrangement twenty millions a year to the people of this
done by Lord Thornton and Lord Derby in 1874, and in cour try besides the prospective profits resulting from greatly
view of that precedent, I do not think we have any reason increaied trade, yet the people would not hesitate I presume
for saying that if we desire unrestricted reciprocity with the if they thought that these twenty millions of dollars were to
United States and arrange the basis of a treaty, that Eng- be purchases atthe expense of direct taxation of two orthree
land would refuse assent to that treaty any more than she million dollars a year. But I do net believe that direct taxa-
refused assent to the Brown draft treaty of 1874. ton would be the result, and I know that perhaps this in the

The next objection raised against this treaty is that it only really plausible and strong objection to the consumma-
would lead to annexation and it strikes me that the Govern- tion of this arrangement. Now, Sir, I wish to-night to
ment party are a little inconsistent in tbis matter, when they indulge in a little theory in regard te this matter; a little
state that this policy will lead to annexation, that the theoretical speculation upon a branch of the argument that
Americans want annexation and that the Americans will is not exaotly pertinent to the subject. We have from
not give us a treaty. There is au apparent contradiction the United States a proffer of commercial union, and it is
there. The charge that this treaty wIl lead to something that is not expressed in the resolution before
annexation implies a good deal. It implies that the you. We expect if we make this arrangement te get
treaty will work so well and that the prosperity it on a different basis, but as a mere matter of theory
of the country under this treaty will be so great that Cana- and to get into a region of speculation I wish to enquire
dians will want more of it, that they will want to go the for a moment what will be the probable result to
whole figure sand not only have commercial union with the us as regards this question of direct taxation if unrestrieted
united States but political union as well. Now, I think, Sir, reciprocity is secured upon the basis of coin mercial union-a
that the fact is that unrestricted reciprocity would give us basis be it observed which as I have said we do net propose
just exactly what those who want annexation would desire, to accept, a basis upon which we are not proposing a treaty,
that is iree trade relations with the United States. I do not but it is only fair to give some degree of attention to this
believe there is one man in a hundred in this country who proposal so as to enquire what its effects would be. The
is an annexationist because he is dissatisfied with car poli.1United States oustoms last year amounted to $219,091,173,
tical institutions or because he believes that American poli. their exoise tax $124,296,871 or a total of 8343,888,044.
tical institutions are superior to ours, but hg ie an annexa. Our oustomsand excise amounted to 828,177,412, Under com-

Mr. CHARL TON.
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mercial union the total customs and excise of each cou n try
would go into a common fond. Now on the supposition that
this arrangement was talked of that common fund would
have amounted last year to $371,55,456. This arrange-
ment would have however involved a sacrifice of the duties
collected by the United States upon Canadian imports as
well as duties collected by Canada upon United States im-
p orts, amouniting to an rggregate of thirteen million dollars.

lie consolidated fund would be diminisbed by that sum, and
deducting that the total would amount to $358,565,456.
The percentage cost Of collection woild be some-
what reduced on this fund by the taking away
of the interior line of castoms liouses in both
countries. This common fund would be divided on the
basis of population, giving to us one-thirteenth, or we
would lose one-thirteenth of the total loss that resulted from
the los to both countries of the revenue derived by each
from the importatione from the other, and it would leave to
us a share, on this basis of division, after deducting this
813,000,000 fi om the consolidated fond of $27,582,000, or
$595,000 les& than the revenue derived last year from cus-
toms and excise. But if the United States should reduce
their tariff, as they propose to do, to the extent of 840,000,-
000 and we should deduct from that consolidated fond
840,000,000, in addition to the $13,000,000 joint loss of
revenue, we should thon have, as our share of this revenue,
824,500,000. That would be the financial aspect of the case
under commercial union. Now, we must always bear in
mind that our tariff on importations from outside countries
would be somewhat increased. We must also bear in mind
that these two countries are expanding rapidly, that our
expansion would be much more rapid than it is now, so that;
tbe tendency would be to have a largely increased revenue
year by ycar. But if we were limited to the same rate as at
present, we should have $3,675,000 less revenue from cus-
toms and excise taxation under the circumstances ramed
than we have at present. Could we make good tbat
deticiency? We must bear in mind that we would save
the cost of our whole interior line of costoms bouses.
We cruld easily make a large saving in our militia
appiopriations; living on terms of peace with our neigh-
bors, we would not require to prepare so fully for war.
We could make a large saving in expense on public works,
In subsidies, in the cost of the civil service, in the cost of
the franchise. Then, we would ertjoy an increased pros
perity in trade, and the extension of business would
produce a great increase in the traiffle on Government rail-
ways and consequently a lange expansion in their earnings,
enabling then to wipe ont that annual sum which we have
to contribute to make up the defieiency in their expenses,
and probably produce a surplus in their earnings. Under
this proposed arrangement of Mr. Hitt, if we were to nego-
tiate on that basis, I assert that if it were carried into prac.
tice, there would be no revenue difficulty whatever to meet.

Next, I corne to the consideration of tbe question of
unrestrieted reciprocity. This is more difficult. Last
year we had a revenue of $28,117,000. If we should
enter into this arrangement, we would sacrifice the duty on
American importations, amounting to $7,131,000, whic1;
would leave us a revenue of $21,100,000. Well, that is a
considerable sbrinkage. Of course, we have to consider
that the new arrangement would greatly increase our
population, our resources, our trade, and our wealth, and
that the exodus would be stopped.

Mr. WHITE (Henfrew). Would it not increase Our im-
portations from the United States? There would be no
revenie from them.

Mr. CHARLTON. It might increase Our importations
Pkom tihe United States; if it did not, it would be of very
lîttle ue. It would doubl uand treble our importations
a=m tbe uet &tats. The jrofit deed by er hArnrs

from their trade with the United States would be three
times as great as it is now. The ability of our people to pur-
chase would be vastly increased, both from the United States
and from ail foreign nations in the world, and that would
increase our revenue ; there is no doubt of it. Our hon.
friends opposite will insist on looking upon Canada as the
country it is to-day with 5,000,000 inhabitants, increasing
at the rate of 18 per cent. in a decade, instead of Canada
we would b. then, with rapid expanmion, rapid growth,
rapid increase of population, importations and wealth. But
can we make this revenue up? We can. What was our
revenue in 1880? It was $1w,479,000, and we had a deficit
of $1,513,000, making our expenditure in that year
820,022,000. Now, how rapidly did we increase that ex-
penditure from 1880 to the present time ? Ought we to
increase it faster than our population has increased ? I
think not. I think our expenditure to-day sbould bear
that proportion to the exponditure of 1880 that our popula-
tion to-day bears to the population of 1880; and if that pro-
portion had been maintained, our expenditure to-day
would not have been increased more than 20 per cent.,
or $4,000,000, which would have left the revenue from
Customs and Excise last year at $24,022,000 instead of
$28,177,000. Now, can we raise that $24,000,000? Can
we get our expenditure back to that figure ? I think we
can); I know we can ; but to do so there would bave
to be a greater inducement than that which reste on
tho Minister of Finance now, something more than a bare
desire; it would have to be the imperative inducernent of
necessity, and under that pressure the thing could be done.
How could it be done? We could save $200,000 in the cost
of the collection of customs revenuo, because we woid not
need> o many custom bouses as we bave now. We could
abolish such custom houses as that recently established at
Ragersville for the benefit of Mr. Montague. We would save
$100,00 in tho cost of the collection of excise revenues;
we could savo $3.00,000 eofihe expenditure on immigration,
or for the matter of that the whole cost of immigration; we
could save 8500,000 in the cost of militia; in our appropria-
tions for public works, we could save $1,000,000 or 81,500,-
000; we could save on civil service, and superannuation, if
necessary 8250,000 at least; we could arrange our tariff
on sugar so as to take the money we put into the
pockets of the refiners at present and put it into the
revenue, and at the samo time secure to or people their
sugar as chcaply ai they get it now; in that way we could
save po-sibly 81,7 >0,000. Thon, the increased earnings on
Government railways, owing to increased business, would
probably amount to $750,000 a year. And ail these items
would sum up to about $5,000,000. I think we could meet
the expenses under the rigid economy which would ba
necessary; the tbing could be done, and it would be a benefit
to the country. Our expenses to-day are enormously great.
The United States in 1840, with a population of 17,000,-
i00, spent but $24,000,000 a year on the army, the navy, pen.
sions, Indians and miscellaneous appropriations-everything
in connection with the administration of the Government;
and we are told that we cannot get down to the same limit
with a population of 5,000,0000, a population less than on.-
third as great. I do not believe it; I bolieve the thing can
be done, and done easily. Then, other sources of revenue
could be discovered. If necessary we could readjuet the
tariff. There are articles in the tariff on which duties
could be. imposed, if it were necessary to subject the country
to that deprivation. Then, it must always bho borne in
mind that there would be an enormous saving to the cotin.
try in the cost of goods imported, and in enhaneed prices
received for gooda exported, besides prospective gains re-
sulting from large operations in trade.

The next objection is that the Yankees would make our
tariff. WeII, that would be rather humiliating. But they
ortuinly wel mt mak. ti unde il nradm moted eapmeoity
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the only basis on which we propose to secure this arrange- In some of the pricpal cities of tho wes, the incoea in
ment. It gives us perfect control of our tariff, and the only production of manufactures from 1870 to 1280 is as foi-
concession we would make to the Americans would be the Iowa
admission of their goods free of duty. That dismiLses the Louisville... ....... ........... s 35,00090W
charge, so far as the scheme before the Housn is concerned. Chicago............... ................... 249,00,000
But even under commercial union, the Americans would not Milwaukee............ .................- 4%000,000
necessarily have control of our tariff. In the arrangement St. Louis . ... 17,00,0
of that treaty, there would be two parties to be consulted, Birmingham.............. . .. 50e000,000
and each party would possess exactly as much power as the I arnot very mueh alarmed about the manufactures
other, One party will be Canada, the other the United of this country. I do fot take any stock in the doctrine of
States. The smallest iota of difference between the two Cnnadian inferiority. I do not bolieve in it. I believe that
powers with regard to that treaty will prevent the consum- wîh equal chances we eau compete with the Americans. I
mation of it. We must consent to every feature of that believe thatwe have the energy, we bave es cheap capital,
tariff. We must have grauted to us such terms as we and cheaper labor, and I see no reaon under Heaven why,
would require with regard to any future changes in that witi the whole market of this continent open to our
tarif. We would be one of the contracting parties with the manufactures, we should not have an equal chance with the
same power and weight as the other; and unless that Amerijans. It is certain that thore would b. a great
power be conceded, it Ùs not necessary to make a treaty. h impetus in certain natural linos, For intince, the produe-
je preposterous to say that we will delegate to the United tion oflumber could not fait to be greatly incresed. In
States the power to make our tariff under such an arrange- the production of planed lumber, the Americ.n tarif abso-
ment. In our own bande will be the regulation of every luLelv prevents our engaging, while if the dutywere re-
detail of the treaty and of every detail regarding the mode ineo
which changes shall be at any subsequent time brought about. this country. ln the production of doors and sashes, bouse

The next objection is that it will ruin our manufactures trimmiuws, we are precluded by the American tarif. Yet
I might say with justice and truth that our manufactures are this is a vast business which w. would otherwise naturally,
ruining us. I might say that they are bleeding our pro- to a great extent, control. In the manufacture of furniture,
ducing classes in this country. I might say that they wooden ware, leatber, for which we have special advan-
are a great octopus which is sucking the life blood tigf4, we would inevitablv vastly increase our business. We
out of all except the small favored ring, and 1 wouId increase the manufacture of iron and wootlens, and
do not know that I would sympathise very much with thore je one brarch where the chances for expansion are
those mon if they were punished. I do not believe, limitieseyibat je the manufacture of paper fromn pulp. We
however, that it would burt them; and if it would, I do have the facilities for this brancb, in the possesion of
not know that I would sacrifice the interests of the farmer, imitless quantities of the poplar and othor woods required,
the lumberman, the fishermen, the miner or the laborer
even to save the manufacturer. I would proceed upon the ahe buinss in wB uld hmon entwiliso ar
sound old adage, of the greatest good to the greatest num- ahe busihes no fear a0 int ofmirientradonlthe
ber, and if the policy was to benefit a thousand men andbusiness in this country. Here and there
only injure ten, I would not feel bound to do any more for perbaPs a littie exotie industty, pampered into existence by
the ton than extend them my sympatby. But I do not be- a high tarif, wou!d bo swept away, but as a whole our
lieve it would injure the ianufacturers. I find a remark- manufactures wonld vastly extend their business under tbe
able tendency in the United States to expand in manufac- operation of free trade.
tures in the newer districts. I find by the census returns Now, some of our friends opposite-for it is not a
from 1871 to 1881, that the increase in manufactures in the party issue at present-propose an offset, and this pro-
Dominion was 40 per cent., and that in Ontario the increaseposition is at least an indication that there is a feeling
was 38 per cent. in those ten years. I find that in theolder o unrest in the country. It indicates that there is an
manufacturirg States, the increase in manufactures, in the acknowledgment of the desirability, if noV the necessity
ton years from 1870 to 18:0, bas been as follows:- of som change in the condition of Canada. That sheme

Massachusetta...................................................14 per cent. propsed by them is Imperial Adoration. I have no doubt
New York ...... ................................................. 37 do that in some respects a oser union of the colonies with
Connecticut...... .... ........... ............................ . 15 do
New Jersey ......................,....... ............... 50 do England would b advantageous t the colonies, based how
Pennsylvania .................................... da ever upon one absolutely neoessary concession upon the part
Michigan................ . ..................................... ...... 59 do of England, and that is the enactment of disriminatory
fllinois ...... ..... ...... 1 ... ............... lot d
Wisconsin....... ................................... 67 do duties in favor of the colonies. If ngland wil give us the

innesota...... ..... .......................................... 228 do corn laws again; if she will place duies upon food and
Iowa ...... ........... ...... ......... .... .. ..... .. ........ .. ... .1 ... daios ,. ....... .............................7 do lumber, wool and raw materials imported fromany country

(Jaliornia... .. ..... ... 74 do bsides thueloî~ and admit th.j productions of the colo-
lIn every one of the newer States tb. proportion of increase nies freo , we wotild have advantages in the English market
bus been vastly greater than in the old manuiacturi ng States. vory great as coonpared with other countries, and iL migbt
The figures showing incrense for a decade are as folows :- b. worthy of our consideration whethor we wonld not go

1871 to 1881 into sueh an arrangement. But bave we any reason to
Canada.........................$000,000 40 per cent. suppose that she willHave w.oteery reaon to suppose
Ontario .......... ......... 43,283,000 ts 4 that se will not ? Have w. not the express declaration of

1870 to 1880. f ber leaders, not of on. but of bth parties, that England
Massachusetts ........ .. ***' ........ .77,223,000 14 44 will neyer consider for a moment the propriety of levying
New Yok...... ..... - 295,502,000 37 do
Connectcut .................. 24,632,000 15 daties upon the raw materiais and th ' food ofthe people.
New Jersey ....................... ..... 85,143,000 5 tg She t-evt3r will, and if sfio doe., not, thon the soherne ham no
Penasylvtrnit ... .... ............. 32, 984,000 ttatonfrus ewolàav u brefinrasdb
Chio.............. ........ 78,586,000 8( 4 atato3o0s ewul aeorbrosicesdb

Indiana ......... .. .. ...... 39,389,000 36 tg this arrangement, w. would have an undue and undesirable
Miaig........ .... 66,000,000 69 interferenco widi our antomony, and it wonld net b. desirable

Illinois .......................... ....... 209,224,000 101 foras te have our affaira sottled ythe Parliamnent at West-
Mnnesota ....................... e....052,955,000 228 " frb
Iowa ..-. ... et*... ** al,oo q " minster in whioh w. had a sgalsi reprosontation of twntY
Oswîorna 9"0 0999en ,%34,o. T or thwty memaisW. woul4 nor oomut t oo * a tibi.u
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W. want no shire ln paying the expenses of England's
fbreign wars; we do not want to assist her in fighting the
Afghans in Afghanist an, or the Arabe in the Upper Egypt,
or the Zulus in South Africa. We do not want to bear a
share of the expense Of maintaining her army or navy. Snoh
an arrangement would largely increase our burthens. We
might be called upon, if England required it, to furnish a
large quota of troops to help her, and we would prefer to
run our own concerna, attend to our own business, and trade
on equal and unrestricted terms with our neighbors to the
south.

I am happy to say I am about through, and I feel as
much relieved as my friend opposite. I have indulged
perhaps in some criticism that may not be palatable to my
hon. friends opposite, and if I have, I entreat them not to
" bring in the Sepoy to shoot me in my tracks." I have
spoken, as I believe, in the intereste of the people of this
country, and I believe I have advanced sentiments and
opinions which will carry the vast majority of the people.
If thereis common sense, if there is a deep apprecia-
tion of what appertains to their best interests, this policy of
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States must and
will commend itself to the great majority of the people of
Canada. Our friende on the other aide may hoot, they may
scout it, they may laugh it to scorn, but the logic of eventzi
will convince them that they have failed to interpret the
signs of the times. If this arrangement is consummated,
if tbese two great peoples are brought into more intiimate
commercial relations with each other, if the Darriers that
keep back the forces which have advanced the United
States so greatly in their course are removed, and we are
allowed to have the unimpeded play of those forces upon
us, we will reach the position which we hope to see. With-
out the play of those forces upon us, without the inter-
course with that people and the influence of the forces
which have made the United States a people of sixty-two
millions and the richest nation in the world, we wlI con-
tinue in the way we have been plodding on. in a ratio of
progress which is unsatisfactory and slow. The bearing of
thie question as between England and the United States, were
this arrangement consur.mated, would bu most salutary.
T. only eanse of trouble that t cati see at prement existing
between these two c' untries is likely to arise in Canada i(selt,
and, with free trade relations with unimpeded commer-
cial intercourse, with perfect amity which the removal of
these causes of dissatisfaction and irritation would bring
about, the relations between the United States and Eng-
land would naurally become more amicable, and would
therefore be more conducive to the prosperity and weil
being of both of these great branches of the Anglo Saxon
race and of every other Anglo Saxon community on the
face of the globe. Those two great countries produced last
year 63 per cent. of all the iron that was produced in the
world; 69 per cent. of all the steel that was produced in
the world ; they had one-half of all the exports and importa
Of the whole globe; they had 68 per cent. of the shipping,
and 60 per cent. of the manufactures of the world. These
two great powers, acting in concert, with amicable relations
between them, are able to sway the destinies of the world.
The idea of Anglo-Saxon unity is a magnificent dream, but
I believe it is destined to become a mighty reality; and witb
the United States, with its vast capabilities, its vast power,
and its enormous wealth, creating, as it is, a mighty navy,i
with England commanding the approach to the Mediter-
ranean and to the Red Sea,and swaying one-fifth the popula-
tion of the world, with an Empire in India, another Empire
at the Antipodes, and a third founded in South Africa, I say
that these two nations acting in concert woald promote the
best interests of civilisation and relise the highest hopes of
humanity. And the most pregnant step towards that union
would, in my opinion, be to bring about uninterrupted, un-
impeded tzrade between the seven commonwealths of the

Dominion of Canada and the forty-two commonwealths of
the United States of America. We can promote that great
end, and at the same time promote our own intereta by
bringing to bear the forces that will msake this country
populous and wealthy, with its mines developed, with its
agricultural resoirces developed, with its commercial re-
sources developed, with the prairies covered with pros.
perous towns and thriving villages, and brought under
cultivation by millions of people who will then populate
them. The coming of the time when these results will be
fully consumrnated will be greatly accelerated by the adop.
tion of this proposed measure which forme tho cardinal plank
in the policy of the Liberal party of this Dominion. Believ.
irg it to be my duty to further that result as much as can,
I beg to second the motion of the hon. member for South
Oxford and to pledge for the promotion of it my support la
this House and outside of it.

Mr. WHITE. (Renfrew). Mr. Speaker, rieing, as T do,
at this late hour of the night, to discuss the motion placed
in your hands, it is not my intention to occupy the time of
the House at any very great length. The able exposition
which the hon. the Minister of Finance bas given of the
fiscal position of Canada to-day, and the brilliant speech de.
livered this afternoon by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries are, in my opinion, a suffiolent defence of the
Government's policy, and the whole case of the Conser-
vative party might well be left to them; but, after listening
to the speech of the h >n. gentleman who bas just spoken
on the other side of the House, I deem it my duty as a
Canadian to raise my voice in opposition to the views which
that hon. gentleman has put forth. In listening to the.
speech of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Charlton), and to the
manner in which h decried the position of Canada and
landed the position of the United States, I thought that the
speech he delivered to-night would have been more
appropriately delivered on the floor of Congress. It is a
rugretLable circumstance that a gentle:nan who is charged
with the mandate of a constituency owing allegiance to the
British Empire should have given expression to the
sentiments to which that hon. gentleman has given
expression to-night. It is not my intention to follow
him through all the intricacies of figures and statistics
with which he regaled the Housa, but I shall endeavor,
as concisely as I Can, to present my views as to the
position of Canada to-day and the possibilities of obtaining
a larger measure of trade reltions with the people of the
United States, and what would be the position of C.nada or
the advantagis to be gained by such a larger measure of
trade. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), in the speech he delivered here the other
night, followed the course which h lias adopted from 1879
to the present time. He began by decrying this country.
Ie continued, as he has done on former occasions, by de.
claring that the people, by supporting the policy of the
present Administration, had given evidence of their folly
and stupidity. I have listened to that statement every Ses-
sion since the time when the people in their might hurled
the hon. gentleman and the Government of which h. was
a member from the position which they occupied from 1873
to 1878. Now, the hon. gentleman deolares that the coun-
try is in such a position that it requires some drastic mea-
sure to remove the evils under which it is labring, and
in support of that he said that we were snffering from an
exodus, that we were suffering from a depreciation in the
value of our farming lands, and that we were sufer-
ing in various other ways of which lie spoke. I do
not propose to deal to-night with the question of the
exodue, but I would call attention to this fat: We all re-
member with what volubility the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Carthwright) Session after Session
laid before Parliament what he was pleased to eall the
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sohoolstatistlcs of the Province of Ontario. And that he
deduced from these school statistics the fact that we were
losing instead of gaining in our populations. I am glad to
see that the hon. member has on this Occasion,at al1 events,
abandoned the arguments which ho used in that respect,
and the statistics whichh h bas been using during several
Sessions of Parliament heretofore. But he has declared
upon the authority of the statistician of the Province df
Ontario that farm lands in that Province have been decli-
ning in value, and that he declares to b. an evidence of the
decadence of the wealth of this country. Sir, I do not pro-
pose to call in question the honesty of the compiler of the
statistices of the Province of Ontario, but I think that any
body who looks at the report that gentleman bas made, and
which I hold in my hand, must come to the conclusion that
the information upon which these statistics are based, can-
not be possibly correct. Lot us sec what te says:

"Â comparison of the totals for thelat six years indicate a very vari-
able course throngbout in the value of farm lands. In 1883 the high
figure of $654,793,025 was reached, but In the next year it tumbled to
$625,478,706; 'again in 1886 the $850,00),000 was nearly attained, only
to drop back to $636,883,775 in 1887."

I ask any member in this House from the Province of On-
tario whotber ho believes that from 1883 to 1886 there bas
been these variations that are recorded in this report of Mr.
Blue, the statistician of the Province of Ontario, in the value
of farm land in that Province. 1 believe there is no one
within the sound of my voice who knows anything about
the circumstances of the Province of Ontario, who will dis.
agi ce with me in the statement which I make, that there
cannot have been any such a variation as that which this
gentleman declares to have occurred in the value of farm
land in that Province. But, Sir, suppose it were a fact ; and
suppose that the statements made by this gentleman were
true, and suppose the value of farm lands was declining in
the Province of Ontario, as the bon. gentleman opposite de-
clares, what do we find to be the caso in the United States,
that country to which theso hon. gentlemen look for a
remedy for the evils under which they declare Canada tobe
laboring at the present time ? Sir, if you take theb statistics
furnished by the census returns of 1870 and 1880, you will
find that the improved farm lands, including buildings, in
the whole United States, in 1870, were valued at 839.32 per
acre; in 1880 they were valued at $35,42, or a diminution
of about $1 an acre throughout the whole United States be.
tween these two years. If you come to the great state of New
York, which lies alongside of the Province of Ontario, you
will find that that diminution wasfrom $65.18, on the average,
in 1870, to 659.61 in 1880. So you will find in regard to
many of the States of the Union, that there was a diminu-
tion in values between the returns as furnished by the
census of 1870 and that of 1880; there was a diminution in
the value of improved farm lands in the United States
greater than any that has been exhibited in the Province
of Ontario. And let me say to my hon. friend that in
making the calculation and the comparison which I have
made, I have taken into consideration the fact that in 1870
gold was at a prermium of 2503, and I have deducted
from the valuations of 1870 the excess that was shown by
the premium upon gold in that year as compared with 1880.
l addition to the statement which my bon. friend made in
regard to the diminution of the value of farm lands in the
Province of Ontario, he also put before the louse the state-
ment-and it Is a truestatement, I do not pretend to deny it
-that thorecwas a diminution in the trade returne of Canada
from 1873 to 1888. As I find by the Hansard report, he took
the whole volume of the trade of 1873 at $317,900,000; but
in making his comparison with the trade in 1888, h spoke
only of the importations that were entered. for consumption
in the latter year; so that in that respect, at ail events,
the comparison whioh the bhon. gentleman made was not
perfectly correct. But there is no doubt that the volume
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ottrade in 1878 amounted altogother to$2l7,801,000, WliiUt
in 1888 it had failen:to4201,017;000. But it seemi wie
somewhat singular that the hon. member for South OCib'd
(Sir Richard Cartwright),in making these comparisons re.û
pecting the diminution-in the volume of trade in Canada,
invariably selets Bthe year 1873 instead of the-year 1878.
What do we find to be the condition of things In 1878? We
find that whilst those hon.gentlemen came into oRee with
a volume of trade of 217 millions, when they left office in
1879 the volume of trade had fallen to 158 millions. I do
not pretend to say that that was due altogether to the
maladministration of the then Government, but I do say
that the hon. gentleman, in making bis eomparison to
show the decadence of Canada, ought to take into-ounsider-
ation the circumstances that existed during that time, par.
ticularly as that hon. gentleman-made his eompmrisons for
the purpose of denouncing the Conservative party amd the
Government that bas held office since 1879. I say, then,
that in all justice to the Conservative party and ta the
Government whose maladatinistration ho denounees, be
ought to make his comparisons, not between 1873 or 1874,
when the present leader of the Government held ofce, but hé
ought to make bis comparison between 1878, the last year of
the administration of his Government, and the present time.
Now, let me point out this important factin connection with
the volume of trade between the years 1878sud 1888. The
whole of the imports and the exporta of both these years I
have included in the comparison which I have made. If
you will look at the returns you will Und that in 1878 the
importe and exports of coin and bullion amount to06,854,000
as against $2,193,000 in 1888, and if yon will eliminate
these figures from the returns of this ear-whichdhotild
not properly enter into these returns, ecause they do not
form any part of the volume of exportsand imports-if yu
eliminate these sums from the consideration of the volume
of trade in these two years, you will find that the diminu.
tion has not been so great as these hon, gentlemen pretend
it has been. But, Sir, we are told to look to the United
States, and if you take the trade returns of that country you
will find that from 1881 down to 1887 almost the same
course of events ias occurred that have occurred in the
Dominion of Canada. For instance, you will find that in 1880
the volume of trade in the United States amounted to 1,503
millions, in 1881 it amounted to 1,545 millions. In 1882 it fell
to 1,475 millions; in 1883 it raised again to 1,547 millions;
in 1884 it fell to 1,408 millions iin 1885 to 1,319 millions, and
in 1886 to 1,314 millions; or a diminution in the volume of
trade between 1885 and 1883 of about 200 million dollars,
showing that not alone in Canada has thore been a diminu.
tion of trade during those years. Not only is that the case,
but if you go back to the returns of the United States-.
that country to which we are told to look -as a remedy for
all the evils under which we are suffering--you wilI fnd
the volume of trade in -that country in 1886 amounted to
8335,390,546, in 1813, just seven years later, the 'whole
volume of trade, exports and importa, amounted to $79,727,-
59 , or a diminution during those six years of 1255,900,000.
Bat did that circumstance induce 'the people of the United
States to decry their country, did it make the people of 1he
United States despair for their.fature? Not by nymeans.
But the amount of the foreign trade of a country, of its ex-
ports and importa, is not always, if weareto believe theeate-
f ment of the lieutenant of the hon. member for South Ox-
ord (Sir Richard Cartwright), the gentleman who bas juit
spoken and who ias seconded the resolation-if we are to
believe the statement of that hon. gentleman, the amount
of foreign trade is not always th measure of a ooutrfy's
prosperity. Letme say that the first ides in favor of the
principle of protection.Iimbibed were imbibed $o a oon-
siderable extent from.a speech made by he hon. member
for North Norfolk -(Mr. Charlton) on the foor of Parlia-
ment in 1876. That hon. en$lman tl egitd th#
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advantage to be obtained from a protettive policy, and not
only did be do that, but he made this statement:

"We have at our own doors ail the illustrations and experience of
Srotection and its benefits required for our government and guidance.

he United States have adopted a protective policy under which their
manufactures have been fostered and promoted, until in 1870 their pro-
ducs reached the sum of $4,253,000,000, giving employment te 2,000,000
operatives and distributing over $775,500,000 in wages."
But this next paragraph is that to which I desire, more
particularly, to draw the attention of the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). The hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) continued :

" It has been charged that protection has prevented the extension of
foreign commerce in that country. That may be true ; but It is esti-
mated that the domestic commerce of the United States reached the
enormous proportions of 200,000,000 tons, valued at $1o,000,000,000.
What is the foreigu commerce of that country compared with the vast
domestic trade that goes on increasing without the fluctuations or risk
of foreign trade."

I commend to the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) the statement made by the hon.
gentleman who has seconded bis resolutien, and 1 ask him
to consider whether the vast impetus given to interprovin-
cial trade by the adoption of the National Policy las not
benefited the country to a very considerable extent, even
though at the expense of our foreign commerce. I wish to
draw attention to the further fact, that whilst the volume
of trade in 1873, imports and exports, amounted to a con-
siderable sum greater than in 1888, yet the excess of imports
over exports in 1873 was $38,221,000, whilst in 1888 it only
amounted to $20,691,000. So there was a diminution in
the excess ef our importa over our exports as between those
two years of about 18,000,000, which was more than the
d:ffererce of the volume of trade, including exports and im-
ports during those two years. I desire to say a word or
two as to what the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) said in reference to the effect of the National
Policy upon the farmers. He declared that the effect of
the National Policy was to make this the dearest country
for the farmers to purchase in and the cheapest in which to
sell their farm produco. I have here the statement which
that hon. gentleman made in 1876, and unleas he has
greafly changed bis views since that time, I think it will
he shown that the position he takes now-and I do not
know that he bas ever recanted the position he took in
1878-is not at ail in consonance with the position he took
in that year when ho was advocating before Parliament a
policy ot protection. ie said:

"1I believe the interests of the nation at large will be promoted by
judicious protection. I believe that the agricultural interests of the
Dominion would be promoted by protection, and that the manufacturer,
being brought te the door of the farmer, would afford a market for a
great many articles of produce that would not be saleable if the market
were three thoneand miles away. With a home market of this kind
established te man.facturers by protection, the agriculturist can benefit
hie soil by producing a rotation of crops. The purchasig power of
money is not a correct measure of the purchtsing power Of labor. A
farmer raises a bushel of corn which ho selle for fifty cents in a foreign
market, and with the proceeds he can buy three yards of cotton; but,
supposing the manufactures are brought te hie door, and the better
price which it creates increases the price te 60 cents or 70 cents per
bushel, and although import duties are levied on cottons from Manches-
ter so ie te add largely te its price, etill he may be enabled te buy four
yards of cotton witt hie bushel of corn instead of the three yards it was
able to purchase before, as the purchasing power et his labor is in-
creased."

Sn I place Mr. Charlton of 1876 against Mr. Charlton of
1878 in regard to the views which ho thon and now expressed
as to the effect of a protective policy upon the interests of
the farmers. But in addition to that, I1think I am able to
show that a protective policy has been beneficial to the
people of Canada is this respect. I find upon examining the
Trade and Navigation Returns that in 1878, before there was
an impost duty upon agricultural products coming into
Ca4nada. we imported for home consumption $13,575,825 in
value of agricultural products, that in 1888 we imported for
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home consumption 81,909,000 worth, or a reduction ofnearly
$ 12,000,000 during those years. I am quite free to admit that
the Trade and Navigation Returnsof 1878, compiled as they
were without any regard to duty, would leave the impres-
sion that ail the agricultural products imported during that
year were entered for home consumption, while many of
them were exported. In view of that fact, I take the whole
exportation for 1888, including the whole quantity entered
for home consumption and what was brought in for
export, and the total importations of agricultural products
amounted in 1878 to $13,575,825, while in 1888 it
amounted to 67,392,363. In addition to that I am able to
quote from the Globe a comparison of prices the day before
yesterday of certain agricultural products in Toronto and
Buffalo. I find in Toronto red wheat was $1.09; Buffalo,
$1.04; oats, Toronto, 36e. to 37c.; Buffalo, 31c.; rye,
Toronto, 60c.; Buffalo, 54c. to 55c. Yet we are told that
the obliteration of the lines between Canada and the United
States would be a benefit to Canada. It becomes us in
dealing with the question to consider not only what bonefits
would accrue to the people of Canada, but as to whether we
in Canada can without sacrifici ng our position as a colony-
if you choose to call us such-withotit, sacrificing our future
as owing allegiance to the Crown of Great Britian, whether
we can secure from the people of the United States that
which those gentlemen declare to be the remedy for all
those evils under which we labor. It has been attempted
to be proven by the hon. gentleman who has just taken his
seat, that there are no difficultics in the way of our soeur-
ing reciprocity with the United States, or indeed com-
mercial union, if such be the position which they take up,
without sacrificing our independence in the slightest way.
Before I corne to this point, however, let me consider the
question as to whother we would be materially benefited
by being a part of the United States, which we practically
would be if this policy of hon. gentlemen opposite were
adopted. It has been said by the member for North Norfolk
(Mir. Charlton), and he presented a long array of
figures to the House to prove the position ho took, that we,
in Canada, and especial ly in the Province of Ontario, to
which I think ho more especially referred, Were in a much
worse condition as regards our taxation than the people of
the United States. I will give that gentleman an extraot
from the Globe newipaper of the 10th November, 1888,
taken from an article in which I am bound to say the Globe
endeavors to prove that the position of the people of Ontario
was worse than that of the people of the United States, yet
the facts which they were obliged to present for the con-
sideration of the people are such as will lead to an entirely
different conclusion. In speaking with regard to the taxa-
tion of the -United States as compared with Canada it has
been th , fashion to compare only the federal debt and federal
taxation in the two couritries, but in this article to which I
refer not only the federal taxation but also the municipal
and state taxation is taken into account. Here let me say
that my hon. friend from South Oxford takes the ground
that the estimates which the hon. the Minister of Agricul-
ture made in regard to our population of the present time
are mere guess estimates. What else could they be ? How
conld the Minister of Agriculture estimate the popula-
tion upon any basis other than that of the previeus
census. The estimate of the population has been made on
the basis of last consus and on the accretion to population
that took place between the census of 1871 and the census of
1881, and yet my hon. friend opposite takes the ground
that that basis of calculation is entirely inaccurate and
and that no credence should be given to it. The Globe in
this article to which I have referred gives the popula-
tion of Canada at 4,800,000, and the population of the
States of 60,000,000, and there is a foot note to that state-
ment as follows : "The present population is slightly un-
derestimated in both cases," that is both in the case of
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Canada and the United States. Taking this as a basis of
calculation, they bring about the following result:-The
taxation por head in Ontario is : federal, 85.98 per head;
municipal and state taxation per head, $4.70; total,
810.68. In the State of Ohio the taxation, per head, is:
federal, 85.60; municipal and state taxation, per head,
88; total, $13.60. In Michigan tho taxation per head is:
federal, $5.60; municipal and state taxation, per head,
85.27; total, $10.87. The Globe goes further and makes
a comparison between the taxation in Ontario at 810.68
per head, and in the whole of the United States at
811.62 per head, thus showing that the taxation per head in
the United States, including federal, state and municipal,
amounts to nearly 81 per head more than it does in the
Province of Ontario, notwithstanding that hon. gentlemen
opposite have been telling us that we were loaded to the
ground with taxation in this country. Our hon. friends on
the other side, both the member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) and the member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) have told us that if the people
of Canada have pronounced in favor of the policy
that the present Administration have faithfully and hon.
estly carried out from 1879-in accordance which their
previous promises-up to the present time, that it is not be-
cause of the force of that policy, but because of the Gerry-
mander Act and because of the revising barristers. I do
not propose to deal with those questions at any considerable
length. We have heard from hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House every possible excuse for the position in
which they are placed, except the real and true one. We
have heard it explained that they were in continued
opposition because of the Gerrymander Act in the Province
Ontario, but I should like to know by what means the present
Administration could have given to the Province of Ontario
the four additional members which they were entitled to
by the Act of Confederation without having to some extent
as those gentlemen declare gerrymandered the consti-
tuencies. I say, Sir, that the basis on which the present
Administration readjusted the representation ofthe Province
of Ontario was a perfectly correct basis, and that they only
readjusted it on the basis of population.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do not try to defend that
act?

Mr. WRITE (Renfrew). My hon. friend dissents from
that, but notwithstanding the fact that ho thought the Gerry-
mander Act was going to relegate him to private life, so
popular was ho with the people of his constituency that we
find him heore with his genial countenance ready to attack the
Government on every occasion. Hon. gentlemen opposite
say that the revising barristers were instrumental, to a very
considerable extent, in bringing about the result of the
election in 1887. I do not see my friend the member for
North Yorkl(Mr. Mulock) in his seat at the present moment;
but if ho were I would recall to his mind certain statements
ho made in reference to Judge Morgan in the county which
ho represonts, and in which that hon. gentleman declares
that although Judge Morgan had been attacked by the
press of the Liberal party throughout the Province of
Ontario, the course pursued by him in the revising of those
lists was one of utmost impartiality and was to his entire
satisfaction. Sir, not only is the taxation in the United
States greater than it is in the Province of Ontario, but we
have the additional fact that in many parts of the United
States the condition of the farming population is very much
worse than it is in the Province of Ontario. I take from
the Globe newspaper of the 15th of Decomber, 1888, the
following statement :-

"A rebellion against mortgages has achieved success in western
Kansas, to the extent that a legislature has been elected purposely to
deal with the eatern 8hylocks. During the lait few years a number of
companies dealing with western farm mortgages have been launched.
Most of themu do respectable business, but some of them are the veriest

Mi. Wm (.Enfrew).

sharks. All of them profess to lend only to one-third of the value, ye
there have ben thousands of oreclosures after the mortgages had en.
dured two or three years and the farmu have been fonnd insufficient te
satisfy the mortgages. Part of this failure is due to the crops having
been destroyed by drouth for three years in succession, and part to in-
equitable laws. The new legislature is pledged to pais an Act allowing
a mortgagor three years lu which to redeem property that has been fore.
closed upon. This, however, will not effect a revolution in the elimate.
The long and the short of it is that the arid belt is played out as a place
for settlement."

That is what they say in regard te the State of Kansas, a
State which I have heard lauded on the floor of this House
by leading members of the Opposition time and time again.
I could give other statistics te show the condition of the
farmers of the United States, which I think would inevit-
ably lead te the conclusion that the people of Canada,
especially in the Province of Ontario, are not in the dire
straits that these gentlemen would lead us to suppose. But,
Sir, suppose it were necessary for the people of Canada to
look for some solution of the difficulties under which they
are laboring. Could they find that solution, I ask you, Mr.
Speaker, and every calm and thinking man in this House,
by making overtures to the people of the United States?
Lot us consider for a moment the course of events connected
with past negotiations between Canada and the United
States regarding trade relations. We had the Treaty of
1854, under which it is alleged both Canada and the United
States prospered to a very considerable extent. The
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) stated
that that treaty was not favorable to the people of the
United States, that it was an unfair treaty, because free
goods were imported from Canada into the United States
te double the value of goods imported into Canada from the
United States during the existence of that treaty. Well,
Sir, the hon, gentleman surely forgot that the population
of the United States was ton times greater than the popula.
tion of Canada, and it was only natural that there should be
a larger importation of goods from Canada into the United
States than from the United States into Canada; so that the
only illustration the hon. gentleman gave of the alleged un-
fairness ot that treaty does not show unfairness at all. Well,
the time came when that treaty expired by limitation of
time. The people of Canada did not give the United States
any intimation that they wished it to be abrogated. That
intimation came from the United States, and not only that,
but all the efforts made by Canada-efforts which were
denounced by leaders of the Reform party, and notably by
the Globe newspaper, at that time-were wholly unsuccessfl
in securing any renewal of reciprocal relations with the
United States. Moreover, an American, holding an official
position in Montreal at that time, actually reported to his
superiors in the United States, that, by withholding from
the people of Canada a renewal of that treaty, they -would
force us into annexation with the United States. Sir, the
same condition of things exists to-day, but I am sorry te
say that the opinion which prevails in the United States
that by withholding from us equitable and fair trade rela.
tions with that country will force us into annexation, is
stimulated by the expressions of members of Parliament
on the floor of Parliament and elsewhere. Sir, I think I
have the best evidence of the fact that the people of the
United States are not prepared to give us any measure of
reciprocity unless it is conditioned upon our becoming
politically united with that country. I hold in my hand a
report of an interview whioh is alleged to have taken place
between the Washington correspondent of the New York
Sun and Senator John Sherman, and which is reproduced
in the Toronto Globe of 3rd December, 1888. Mr. Sherman
is reported as follows

" I studied the proposal for commercial reciproeit only to be con-
vinced that it was illusory ai impracticable. A keciprocity Treaty
with Canada would be accep&able to the Dominion, but would never be
tolerated by our people. The bargain would be too one sided. We
should offer them a free market of 80,000,000 people for the raw
mateiial in exchange for a free market of 5,000,000 for our manufac-
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tures. That is what our people look at. It is of no use to discuss the
theoretical advantages of reciprocity. The American people won't
have it, and the question may as well be dismissel at once. Political
union is another thing The advantages it offers are more equal.
Canada would gain aIl the advantages reciprocity offers her, would re-
tain all the political freedom she now has, and would reach the addi-
tional advantage cf almost unlimited American capital to develop her
material resources, build up manufactures and exploit her indastrial
and commercial possibilities generally. This would attract immigra-
tion which is now drawn into Canada by constant effort on the part of
the Uovernmeut, only to drift over the frontier into the United S;ates."

I presume the hon, gentleman took his inspiration from the
statement made by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) on the floor of Parliament in regard to
that matter.-

" American capital and immigrant labor, aided by free connection
with American railroads, would develop the country at an incredible
rate. They understand this perfectly in Canada." * * 0* 0
The advantages of: political consolidation with Canada to the United
States are no less palpable and obvions. Unless immediate, they will be
even greater in the long run. At the outeet we shall add $300,000,000
to our present debt of 1,400 millions-a mere bagatelle,-"

I recommend that to the consideration of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), who considered
the present debt of 8236,000,000 as bearing upon the people
of Canada with such an enormous pressure that they were
unable to withstand it:
" -in return for which we shall not only add five millions to our tax-
able population, but acquire valuable and extensive public works, whose
title s now in the Dominion Government, railroads, canais, public build-
ings, fortifications, &c. But this present gain is not worth considering
in comparison with the future advantages to accrue to the American
Republic from the vast extension of her territory. I doubt if we toresee
these any more adequately now than the Americans of Jefferson's time
saw the potential value of the Louisiana purchase. The material wealth,
undeveloped resources and industrial possibilities of the great British
North-West are, even yet, only dimly understood."

Here is another paragraph I would like to commend to the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright):

" The most extravagant estimate of its productive capacity and
power to support a thriving population is probably below the reality."

I think I heard my hon. friend the other night ridiculing
the estimate which had been made by the ex-Finance Min-
ister (Sir Charles Tupper) in regard to the productiveness
of that country.-

" The most extravagant estimate of its productive capacity and power
to support a thriving population is probably below the reality, that
union with the American republic, free connection with the American
railroads and opening to American immigration and enterprise would
reveal and which wili be revealed in no other way."

Mr. Sherman says that the development of our country will
be furthered in no other way than by political union with
the United States, and I am quite sure he was led into that
belief by the statements which have been made by leading
members of this Hlouse upon the floor of Parliament and
outside in discussing political affairs. There is another view
to be taken of this question as regards the farmers. We
are told that reciprocity with the United States would be of
the greatest possible benefit to the farmera of Canada. Well,
when we come to consider that the farmers of Canada would
be brought into competition with a people who export agri-
cultural products in vast quantities, the great advantage to
our farmers will not be so manifest. 1 find, on examining
the Trade and Navigation Returns of the United States,
that the Americans exported agricultural products to the
extent of $500,840,000, or 73-23 per cent. of the whole
quantity of their exports. Now, I presume it is unfair that
we should include in that calculation all the exports of
agricultural products from the United States, such as cotton
and tobacco, and perhaps we should, for the purposes of
comparison, limit ourselves to the exporte of agricultural
products fron that country, such as are produced in
Canada. But we find that the Americans exported
8283,000,000 worth of agricultural products similar

to those produced in Canada, so that our farmers
would be brougbt into competition, if we were a part of the
United States, if we had free admission into their markets
and they into ours, with a people who exported 8283,000,000
worth of agricultural products, or about 40 per cent. of the
whole export from the United States to the whole world.
A good many things were said by the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) to which I would like to draw
the attention of the House, but the time at my disposal
will hardly allow me to enter so fully into these matters as
I should like. I was going on to say that the people of the
United States in 1886 abrogated the treaty which had ex-
isted from 1854 down to that time, and that all the efforts
made by Canada to renew that treaty were wholly unavail.
ing. We found however it was possible to live on this
American continent without beooming part and parcel of
the United States, and I venture to say that from 1866 down
to 1873 the prosperity of Canada was as great as at any
other peried of its history. In 1874, after the Mackenzie
Administration had obtained power, they deemed it proper
in the interests of Canada to secure a renewal of reoipro.
city with the people of the United States, and the Hon.
George Brown was sent to Washington to negotiate a treaty.
That treaty was promptly rejected by the Senate of the
United States. It has been alleged by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that in the treaty nego.
tiated by the Hon. George Brown, in 1874, it was proposed
to admit goods from the United States free of duty into
Canada, which would be taxed if coming from Great Britain.
On that point I wish to draw attention to Mr. Brown's own
statement, made on the floor of the Sonate, and subsequent
to the negotiation of the treaty. He said :

" The first of these objections Io that the treaty discriminated against
Great Britain in favor of the United States. Nothing could be more
unfounded than this. It was perfectly understood from the opening of
the negotiations that no article could be free from duty in regard to the
United States that was not also free with regard to Great Britain, and
nothing else was ever contemplated for a moment."

There was nothing contemplated in that treaty with regard
to admitting products from the United States into Canada
free, which were not admitted free from the mother country.
That treaty having been rejected by the Senate ofthe United
States, matters went on until the celebrated letter was
written, to which the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) referred to-night. He told us there never was
any more complete, any more frank offer to open enlarged
trade negotiations with the United States than that which
was made in the letter addressed to Sir Charles Tupper by
Mr. Secretary Bayard. Well, what was the result ? It was
true the letter indicated a desire on the part of Mr. Bayard
for enlarged trade relations, but when the Commission met
in Washington, and when an offer was made by the British
Plenipotentiaries to start upon the basis of enlarged trade
relations, that offer was promptly rejected by Mr. Bayard.
Not only was that offer rejected, but when the treaty
which the American Government of the day, declared to be
a fair treaty, was submitted to the Sonate of the United
States, it also was promptly rejected, and we were told in
effect that no treaty negotiated between England and the
United States, which had for its purpose the settlement of
any dispute between the United States and Canada, would
be accepted by the Sonate of the United States. Did
the President of the United States hold to the position
which he had taken.with regard to that treaty. On the
contrary, ho sent to Congress a Message in which, after
having declared his view that the Treaty with England,
which had for its object the settlement of the disputes which
existed between this country and the United States, was a
fair treaty, yet, because the Sonate of the United States had
rejected it, he proposed to impose additional restrictions on
the trade between Canada and the United States. I pointed
out the opinion which was held by Senator Sh3erman anci
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if we continue to hold our allegiance to theCrown of Grear Mr. BOWELL.
Britain, as I hope we shall, to induce the American people were to call a m
to rcmove 1he birriers which had been set up, not at our papers which had
intance but at theirs, as to accomplish anything which is Sir RICHARDutterly impossible of acomplishmtnt. The position we things besides thehold here in Canada is one of which we ought to be prond. Mngs Eet
We are told by the hon. gentlemen on the other side of the Mr. BOWELL.
House that the 1 e>ple of Canada are equal to the people of day.
any other nation in the world. We are told that we have Sir HECTOR L
unlimited rescurces in this country, which only iequire de- on Tuesday by thvelopment to make us a great country. But what is the Sir RICHARD
price which they propose that we shail pay for the develop- thin A
ment of our natural resources ? It is nothing les than the
giving away of Our country to a foreigm nation. That is their Mr. BOWELL.

Mr. WETrE (Renfrew).

The instructions left to the chairman
eeting of the Comrnittee as soon as the
been moved for were ready.
CARTWRIGHT. There may be other

a papers.

Well, I will see that it is called for Tues-

LANGEVIN. The room will be occupied
e Railway Committee.
CARTWRIGHT. Well, say Wednesday,

Very well.

500
the opinions which were expressed as to the negotiation of position. I think it is an untenable position. I, as a native
a reciprocity treaty between the United States and Canada, Canadian, as a man born in Canada and having lived all my
but I find the opinion of a much more prominent gentle. life in this country, am notprepared to subscribe to such a
man than Senator Sherman, Mr. Blaine, the present Secre- doctrine. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
tary of State in the United States, and he says : stated that, when the American colonies revolted, the people

" I have here an official cop of the Mille Tariff Bill as it passed the of Canada chose to continue their allegiance to the British
Democratic House, and as it les on the tables of the Republican Senate. Crown. Not only was that the case, but there were in those
If I were to give it a name locally befitting its character, I should say thirteen colonies a considerable number of people who heldit was 'a Bill for the destruction of the material intereats of Maine.' It e.
is a Bill to throw open our American market to our Canadian neighbors their allegiance to the British Crown so dear that they left
without any consideration or recompense or exchange, but absolutely their homes and came to this country and settled in what was
free of.ail charge. (A voice, 'they shan't have them.') It invites the then a wilderness. I believe that the sentiment which pre-Canadians to bring in, without duty, every form of timber, hewn and vail - se people who left the thirteen American
sawed and squared and sided, and every other fori which wood is manu- ed with tho
factured at the saw mill. Lest one might escape they put in a general colonies when they revolted from the British Crown still
clause which covers everyossible article. The Bill then provides for prevails in the minds of a large majority of the people of
admitting free of d rty aniods of fari produets, graine and vegetables Canada. I believe that the people of Canada are able toand fruits and flowers, and for admitting ail tbeir wooh, every forn cf
atone that can be quarried, their meat of aIl kinds, their milk and their work out their own destiny on this American continent. I
sggs, their poultry, their game. In fact the IDemocratic House says to believe they will be able eventually to develop theirOur Canadian neighbors: ' If you want our American markets without own resources, and to become a power on this con-cost and without price, you may have them, for everthing that comes
from your furest, from your farm, from your orchards, fromyour gardens, tinent; and, for my part, I hope the time will never
from your dairies and your flocks. Ail your meats and your poultry arrive when we will be so abject as to sue at the feet
and your game, the stones from your quarries and the bricks from your of the people of the United States not only for reciprocalyard. If you have grown weary waiting and wishing for the markets
of the United States, 1, Grover Cleveland, President, therefore propose trade relations with them, but for what that involves in the
to relieve your fatigue, and to ask you to walk in and ait down and minds of the leading statesmen of the United ates, politi-
make you self at home in our highways and our byways, and especially cal union with that country. I admire the people of then our maket lace.' My friends, this.-giving away of our markets Uni
trikes me aIl te more remarkable because the very men who passed U ed States, I beheve they are a great people, they are
his Tariff Bill in the House have been nrging us for vears to renew the Anglo-Saxons, they spring from the same race as ourselves,
eciprocity treaty with Oanada. For the last twenty-two years since and while I quite admit the greatness of their country andt expired many efforts have been made in Con gress to reopen the nego- them tdiation for a reciprocity treaty, and having got tired, I suppose th e magnue of their trade, I believe, Sir, that we are
Democratic party now proposes to establish a reciprocity treaty ail on able, on this North American continent, to maintain our
one aide, and without asking the Government of the Dominion to give autonomy, and I, for one, am opposed to the amendment ofway to a single point, without asking them to concede any item or line the hon. gentle
r word in their tariff. This Bill gives away almost every material in- man,
erest in Maine. Why, gentlemen, viewing that merely as a trade, as a Mr. ARMSTRONG moved the adjournment of thewap, I should be utterly ashamed of any decent horse jockey in Maine
hat could not do better. There is not a horse jockey in Maine who debate.
would not lose his standing with his fellows if he traded hie horses on Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
s poor a basis as the Democratic administration proposes to trade with
Danada." Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
And further on ho says: the louse.

" The value of a day's work, the protection of our industries, the Motion agreed to; and fouse adjourned at 12:20 a.m.,
reservation of American rightu, are al larger questions than party Friday.rganisation or party triumph. You pay your taxes in Maine; you pay
your taxes in the United States; you yield obedience; you owe alle-
glance; you observe the laws, you live under the flag. You stand ready
o fight for the national union, as you have already fought. Beyond
he frontier, across that river, our neighbors choose another govera-
Ment, another allegiance. They are subjects of Queen Victoria, they HOUSE OF COMMONS.
are loyal to Her Majesty. They live under a foreign fiag. They do
mxactly as they have a right to do., I neither dispute their right nor FRDAY 8th March 1889
envy their situation It ie their right to choose for themselves, as it is* * *
Dur right to choose for ourselves. But I am opposed, teetotally opposed,
o givieg the Canadians the sentimental satisfaction of waving the The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
British laeg, paying British taxes and the actual cash remuneration of
American markets. (Great applause ) They cannot have both at the
same time. If they come with us they can have what we have, but it PRAYERs.
.s an absolute wrong against the rights of American citizens that mil-
ions of men who owe the United States no allegiance, and who have PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMIT1EE.
no part nor lot with ns, who are not of us, but choose to be foreign to
ns; it is an absolute wrong for a Democratic congress to say that they
hall have exactly the same share in our markets and the same privi- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not see the
eges of trade under our flag that we have." Finance Minister in his place, but before the Orders are
T7hat is the expression of opinion of a gentleman who holds called I would like to suggest that it would be desirable to
now the position of Secretary of State, the first position in have a meeting of the Public Accounts Committee called.
he Cabinet at WashinTheho Cainetat Wahington. I say it is as impoile for us carnt i o ee



OOMXONS DEBATES.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. member for North

York ()Ir. Mulock) stated yesterday that ho had called for
the original papers. I wish to read to the House the motion
which he himself placed before the committee:

" That there be laid before Public Accounts Committee at its next
meeting, ail aceounta and vouchers for militia clothing supplied during
the fiscal year: also, ail contracta under which sch clothing has been
supplied; also, ail invitations for tenders to supply aIl or any of such
clothing, and whether by advertisement, notice, letter, telegram,
cablegram, or otherwise, and of aIl replies thereto; also a classified
statement (having regard to the respective kinds of clothing supplied)
of ail expenditure for militia clothing during such year; and that
Lieut.-oOls. Powell, Panet and Macpherson be requestel to attend this
Oommittee at its next meeting."

I read the motion to show that the demand made was not
for the originale, and in any case I was not going to supply
the originals. They will b. brought before the committee
when the proper officer in charge of them can take charge
of them there. This order was placed in the hands of the
officers of the department, and they immediately went to
work to have the papers copied, and I hope they will be
oompleted by to.morrow.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The bon, gentleman will re-
member that the hon. member for North York, in the
remarks ho made on his motion, said that ho would like to
have the original papers, and aiso to have the officers of
the department before the committee to be examined with
regard to them.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I did not so understand. The
hon. gentleman stated that ho was anxious to have the
officers named in thie motion before the committee to be
examined; but ho never, to my knowledge, mentioned any-
thing about originals, because, if ho had done so, I would
have told him just what I have said to-day. The motion
does not refer to any originals, and the ordinary practice is
not to send originals to the committee unless the proper
officer in charge of them is to be examined.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) I suppose, now that the hon.
gentleman knows what the desire of the hon. member for
North York is, he will have the originals.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, I will have the originals,
but I was not going to send them up.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think the hon. Minister of
Militia bas made much of a point, further than to prove
what a slow institution his department is. Hie said ho
would have obeyed the order of the committee, if ho had
to supply copies. If so, ho has had ton days in whieh to
comply with that order, and, so far as I know, up to this
moment it bas not been in the slightest degree complied
with. He may have put some cleiks at work in his offi.-e,
but we will see, when these papers are produced, whether
the explanation ho offers is a ufficient explanation for bis
not having been able to get these papers copied by the ninth
day after they were ordered, or whether this is a sham ex-
case lhke many other excuses of the hon, gentleman. The
Pirst Minister shakos his head, but that does not change my
opinion. I have seen too much of the tactics of the Minis-
ter of Militia notto know how ready he is to give excuses
which are not justified by the circumstances of the case.
However, I reserve any further remarks until we sec
whether the papers to b produced are sufficient to justify
him in saying that ho could not, with all the force at his
command, bave got them ready in less :time than nine
days.

before the officers of my department, and upon that order
the necessary papers were being prepared, and they will be
ready by to-morrow. Whon the hon. gentleman gets the
papers, ho can make any further remarks ho likes. I am
perfectly ready to meet him and bis remarks whenever he
chooses to make any.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not tink-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.

Mr. MULOCK. I just want an opportunity of replying.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. The hon. Minister of Militia muet
certainly be wrong with regard to the mode of procedure
in the Public Aucounts Committee. Whon an order is
passed there for any documents, the originals are always
produced. This is the seventh Session that I have been a
member of that committee, and I do not remember any oc.
casion on which the originals of any documents ordered
were not produced. The roason for producing the originale
is that it is much more easy to produce them than to make
copies. It would be an endless task, if the officers of the
various departments were called on to make copies of every
document the committee asks for. The Publie Accounts
Committee ought to be called together more frequently.
Here we are in the sixth week of the Seosion, and we have
not yet had a meeting for the prosecution of business, and
the orders which were passed ut the last meeting for the
production of papers have not yet been complied with. If
the committee is to be of any use at all, it should not be put
off from week to week until the close of the Sestsion before
it cen examine accounts, whon it will ho too late to do any-
thing.

Mr. MoàMULLEN. The hon. the Minister of Militia has
said that ho is having his accounts copied for the purpose
of placing them before the committee. I have been a
member of the committee for some years and have never
yet known of copies of accounts being brought down. We
have always had the originale. Last year an order of the
committee was passed to bring down the accounts in refer.
ence to Rideau Hall, and the originals were brought down.
I cannot understand why an exception should be made in
this case. What we want is the original accounts, and those
are what we ordered.

Mr. MULOCK. The fact is that the Department of
Militia has broken down. When the Miister of Militia
asks this flouse to accept bis explanationis, Jet me remind
him of our last experience with him. He said, a few even-
ings ago, when asked to explain certain expenditures, that
the vouchers would be oun.d with the Auditor General, but,
at the very first meeting of the Public Accounts Committee,
ho had to admit that there was no foundation whatever for
that statement. We always find that it is bis wicked
partner who is at fault. lie always lays the blame on hie
clerk.

Mr. SPEAKER. It will be apparent to the House that
it is very inconvenient to break the Rules in this way, and
I shall insist on the Rule being followed in future that no
debate can take place at this stage of the proceedinge.

PRIVILEGE.-CAUGRNAWAGA RESERVE.

Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) Before the Orders of the
Day are called, Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to draw the attention
of the Government to a fact respecting the survey of the
Indian reserve at Caughnawaga, in the County of Laprairie.

Sir ADOLPIE CARON. I think the hon. gentleman The survey bas been executed by Mr. McLea Walbank.
has no right to speak here of any sham excuses. There is Last year I had the honor of questioning the Government

no reason why I should sham, and the bullying of the hon. on several occasions in the matter of this survey. The sur.

gentleman, which is almost continuons, is not called for, as vey was begun in 1882, and we are desirous-the Indians

I try to be civil to him as well as I can, and much more more particularly-of havin gthe report of Mr. Walbank.

thae I aught to be. I told the hon. gentleman exactly When I made my inquiry of the Ministry the last time, I
what the facts were. I placed the order of the committee asked whether it was their intention to lay before this
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House Mr. Walbank's report when he had finished his sur-
vey. The Hon. the First Minister answered that there
would be no objection to laying before Parliament the
report of the surveyor's operations whenever this report was
received. Lately, I had the honor of inquiring of the
Ministry whether the survey had been completed, and
whetber the report of Mr. Walba.k had been placed in their
possession ; after receiving an affirmative answer, I looked
for and still look for the laying ot this report before the
House, in order that we can take communication of it. This
action of mine is fair enough, it is now nearly seven years
since this work was commenced; and the survey of some
twelve or thirteen thousand acres of land has already cost
the country the sum of $22,000. I hope that the hon.
members of this louse will understand our anxiety to pro-
cure this report. I wait for an answer from the Ministry
in this matter.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) The Hon.
the Minister of the Interior not being in his place, I am not
able to state when the report will be laid before the louse.
I do not know whether the First Minister has promised that
this report should be brought down.

Mr. DOYON. (Translation.) I have already stated that
last year the First Minister had answered my inquiry by
saying that the report would be laid before the loue so
soon as received.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) I shall draw
the attention of the Minister of the Interior to what the
hon. member has stated, in order that he may make him-
self acquainted with the case. I am persuaded that no
difficulty will be raised.

RULES OF COURT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill
(No. 55) respecting rules of court in relation of criminal
matters.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and House
resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN THONIPSON. It as been held incompetent
for Local Legislatures to authorise the rule-making power in
relation to proceedings which partake of a c-iminal nature,
or even of a quasi-criminal nature, and, therefore, I have
brought in this Bill to give the judges the requisite author-
ity to make the necessary rules.

Bill reported and read the third time, and passed.

OORRUPT PRACTICES IN MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill
(No. 71) respecting corrupt practices in municipal affairs.
Ife said: This is a Bill from the Senate, and it proceeds on the
principle that it is expedient to declare the law as to offences
against municipalities, and to enact penalties in respect
of such offences. The principal offences the Bill deals with
are attempts to influence the votes of members of municipal
councils, and the acceptance by members of such councils
of a consideration for such votes, either in council or in
committce.

Mr. EDGAR. Will the Minister of Justice tell us whether
this is based upon similar penalties already existing in re-
gard to the legislative bodies of the country, or whether it
specially provides for the punishment of these acts in muni-
cipal bodies, and whether it goes further than the present
law in regard to legislatures ?

Sir JOHN THIOMPSON. I think it does not go further
than the common law in regard to legislative or municipal
bodies. The Bill itself deals with such offences in regard
to municipal bodies only.

Mr. Dorou.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and House
resolved iteelf into Committee.

On section 1,
(In the Committee.)

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seems to me that this is
rather a stretch of the criminal law in dealing with these
bodies. The municipal bodies are under the Provincial
Legislatures. They exist altogether by the legislation of
the Local Parliaments. They are created by them, and
they may be wiped out of existence at any moment.
They owe their existence to the action of the Local Legis-
lature, and it seems to me that, when the Local Legislature
is authorised to accompany any statute it may pass with
the penalties which may be necessary to carry itinto effect,
the Local Legislature has power to provide for this case.
For instance, I have no doubt that the Local Legislature
has power to provide that a local returning officer should
hold an election in a particular way, subject to fine and
imprisonment if he should be derelict in his duty, or if
anything irregular or disorderly should take place. They
can provide the means by which their own laws shall be
enforced and obedience to them secured. I do not mean to
say that, if it were found by experience that the powers with
which the Local Legislatures are invested were inadequate,
we might not act here, but it seems to me that, as far as
the discharge of official duty by any officer of the Local
Legislature is concerned, the powers with which the Local
Legislature is invested are sufficient to secure respect for
its authority. That seems to have been the intention of
the law. The powers of the one Government are not
enlisted merely for the purpose of enforcing the authority
of the other. Suppose, for instance, that they were to pro-
vide the mode by which the local elections should be held,
and that any party who stole the poll book should be
punished by hard labor for a number of years. I have no
doubt they are competent to pass such a law, and I think
that is wholly distinct from the general provisions of the
criminal law. We recognise this fact here, that although
the power to deal with the subject of property and civil
rights is vested in the Local Legislature, nevertheless
where a power is specifically conferred upon us, although it
comes within the definition of property and civil rights, we
have exclusive jurisdiction so far as that specifie power is
concerned. We have here conferred upon us generally
power to legislate upon the subject of crime, but that
general power given to us in respect to crime, no more
limits the specific powers given to the Local Legislatures,
to provide for a provincial crime, than does the granting
of powers on the subject of property and civil rights, prevent
as from dealing with the specific class of cases falling
within the definition given to us here by the British
North America Act. Now, I think that is perfectly clear;
and that being the case, why should we deal with the class
of cases which the hon. gentleman proposes to deal with
here ? If there were great and notorious offences com-
mitted in the way here described, and it was found
that the provisions made or which might be made by the
Local Legislature were inadequate for the punishment of in-
fractions of the law, and for the offences which were con-
mitted by this particular class, then I think there might be
some warrant for our interference, so far as the expediency
of the question is concerned. I do not think there has been
any statement given to us showing that it is expedient for
us to act. I point out, as a matter of principle, that we
ought not to deal with it, becausé, as a matter of principle,
the Local Legislatures are expressly authorised to provide,
by fine and imprisonment, for the punishment of sncb
offences as may be committed against their local authority.
Now, that being the case, it seems to me that the hon.
gentleman will require to make out a very strong case

f ho can interfere with the exercise of that power
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given to the Local Legislatures, and deal with the subject
under the general power of criminal law. It bas been
well said by a Chief Justice of the United States, in an
important case, that under any federal system the boundary
which separates the federal authority from the local
authority is as clear and distinct as if they were separ ate
and distinct political communities-distinct nationalities.
When the certain powers given to the Local Legislatures
are exclusive, let us for a moment suppose that the Local
Legislatures possessed these powers outside of the Dominion
altogether, that it was a separate territorial entity, as well
as a separate personal entity or corporation, and you will
see at once the impropriety of undertaking to extend the
powers of your criminal jurisdiction to a class of cases
such as this.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think the hon.
member is quite correct in stating that municipalities are
unknown to this Parliament. It is true that tbey are
not created by this Parliament, they are created by the
Local Legislature, but, inasmuch as every one of the Local
Legislatures in Canada has, by competent authority, estab.
lished these municipalities all over Canada, I think it is
rather a refinement to say that this Parliament cannot take
notice of the existence of these municipalities. Now, in
proposing legislation of this kind, we are not seeking to
interfere with the law relating to municipalities, we are
not constituting municipalities, we are not delegating to
them power, we are not increasinig their powers. We firid
these municipalities existing all over Canada, and we
simply say that it shall be hereafter a crime to attempt to
corrupt a mem ber or an officer of that municipality, ard that
it shall be a crime for a municipal officer to accept corruptly
a consideration for his vote, or for any act as a municipal
officer. i take it that we have precisely the same right to
protect municipalities against the bribery of their officers,
as to protect them against a breach of trust in their officers.
We have a right to protect their property, and we have a
right to pass a Bill relating to criminai law and say that it
shall be a crime to steal the property of a municipality,
and we have the right to regulate the mode in
which a person who steals the property of a municipality
shall be indicted, tried and convicted. I do not dispute
for a moment the proposition that the Local Legislatures
have power to enfoice the regulations of their municipali-
ties, but I say this is not a question of enforcing the
regulations of any municipality, nor is it legislation to in-
terfere with municipal law. We propose by this Bill, if
the common law does not do so already, to raise to the rank
of a crime, by virtue of our power over the crimiral law,
the offence of bribing an officer of the municipality, and
the offence of accepting a bribe on the part of such officers.
Now, it seems to me that that is a matter which it is quite
incompetent for the Local Legislatures to do, and it is a mat-
ter which, in my humble jude ruent, the common law does
already reach, but, inasmuch as it has been supposed that
this law does not reach members of municipalities in various
places who are guilty of these acte, I think it is wise that
this House should legislate, and that we should say that if
there be any doubt upon the subject as to the nature of the
common law, that doubt shall be set at rest, and that if it
were not a crime before, it shall hereafter be a crime to
destroy the existence or usefulness of a municipality by
corrupt acts.

Mr. AMYOT. I am very glad this measure is brought
down. I do not look upon it as diminishing the power of
municipalities, but as sanctioning their power. We do not
declare that the elections shall be voided-this would belong
to the Local Legislature, which has power to make it a crime
to be guilty of bribery, corruption or intimidation. But
I think we should extend these provisions to every corpora-
tion that is created by law, either by the Federal or by the

Local Legislature; and that in respect to every corporate
body the elections should be beld according to the principles
laid down in this Bill, so that the purity of the elections may
be protected. I entirely concur with the views of the Minis.
ter of Justice on that point. I think it is sanctioning the
powers of the local municipalities, and ail the corporations
existing in virtue of the Local Legislatures; but I wish the
hon. member would make this Bill the common law of the
country for any election beld by a body corporate and
politic.

On section 2,

Mr. MILLS. ls there any special reason that this House
should legislate on the subject of municipal bodies, and not
legislate in regard to Provincial Legislatures ? Is it a more
serious offence to commit bribery at municipal elections than
it is to commit bribery at provincial elections. The Minis.
ter of Justice assumes by this Bill, that a Local Legislature
cannot punish as a criminal offence any act, and if he
chooses to raise a particular act to the rank of a crime, that
then it is within the jurisdiction of this Parliament. But
the decision of the Queen vs. Russell by the Privy Council,
shows that that body, at all events, assumed there were
certain speci fie provincial offences which local Legislatures
were authorised to punish as crimes By calling the offence -
under an institution which owes it existence to a provincial
Act, a misdemeanor, does not change the character of the
offence. This House bas not, by the British North America
Act, any exclusive jurisdiction over words in the dictionary.
The Local Legislature may call an offence against the local
law a misdemesnor. There is nothing in the British North
America Act to prevent it. It is true the Local Legislatur<a
cannot legislate on the subject of crime generally, whether
for grave or trifling offences, but they can legislate to en-
force their local laws wbere necessary by mraking the vio.a-
tion of those laws a criminal offence. specifically, not gener-
ally. There is a disiinction between a wrong done, say by
a treasurer appropriating public funds, and wrong done by
him with respect to the discharge of some duty of a
special character; and so it is with respect to those parties
who are exercising authority under the Municipal Act.
There is a difference between the law that is executed under
the control of the Provinces and the ordinary criminal law,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I hope the hon. gentleman
wiil not doubt me when I say that I always like to heur
his views on these subjects, although I hardly ever agree
with him. I do not dispute at all the proposition that this
Parliament has no exclusive authority over the dictionary,
but we bave authorit y over the criminal law. If a Local
Legislature declares a certain offence a felony, although
that word happened to be in the dictionary, it, notwith.
standing, has an inseparable connection with the subj et of
the criminal law, and could not be deait with by the Local
Legislature. It is one thing to have it in the dictionary-
and we cannot expel it from there-but it is quite another
thing to bave it made an enaetment. I do not doubt, for a
single moment, the capacity of this Par liament to make it a
misdemeanor, or a still greater offence if they thought fit,
to bribe a member of the Legislature. The hon. gentleman
asks me why I introduce legislation· with reference to
municipalities which I do not propose with reference to Par-
liament. Ipan only say that the demand for this legisla.
tion bas been made with reference to municipalities, and
has not been made in reference to Parliament. There was
some difficulty in hearing the bon. member for Bellechasse
(Mr. Amyot), at this distance, but I understood his pro-
posal to be, to make it a misdemeanor to bribe, or to accept
a bribe, at elections for municipal councils.

Mr. AMYO. I referred, not only to municipal elections,
but to every corporation recognised by law, such as banks,
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&c. My object was to extend the law so as to make it a
common law offence.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Hon. gentlemen will see that
we would have to introduce a new subject into the Act to
deal with the purity of elections of municipal councillors.
The one subject which this Bill proposes to deal with is the
corruption of municipal councillors after they have been
elected. We would be changing altogether the character of
the Bill if we made it to deal with municipal elections,
although there is, no doubt, a good deal of force in his sugges-
tion that it is desirable to suppress offences of that kind.

On section 3,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I wish to call the attention

of the Minister of Justice to the clause in the Bill extending
the time for bringirig those charges to three years. Three
years seems to be rather a long period to have those charges
hanging over a person's head, and it might be that black.
mailing would result. I think that in the Dominion
Electiors 5 et the time is one year.

Sir JOHSN
it two years.
elections, for
iffe t.i

TIHOMPSON. I have no objection to make
I think it is a little diffirent from the case of
it may take some time to discover those

ouences.

Committee rose and reported, and Bill read the third
time and passed.

ENQUIRIES CoN<ERNING PUBLIC M kTTERS.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill
(No 72) to make further provision resrneeting enquiries
concerning Publie Matters (Frorm the Senate.) Ie said:

." To make provision for eases where the reformation of persons con-
victed of first offnoee may, by reason of the offender's youth or the
trivial nature of the offence,'be brought about without imprisonment."
It has been the practice, in Ontario at least, for the judges
to exercise to some extent this jariediction, by permitting
young prisoners charged with first ofiences to be liberated
on recognisances to appear on a subsequent day when sen-
tence might be delivered, and not to require them so to
appear or receive sentence unless they commit some other
breach of the law. I am not aware of any authority which
justifies that practice. I am aware that, occasionally, in
Great Britain, in individual cases in which the judge has
been strongly convinced that a conviction should not have
taken place, he has undertaken to exercise a similar power
to release the prisoner without sentence, on his own recog-
nisance. The power, however, has rarely been acted upon,
and only in cases in the old country where the conviction
bas been obviously improper, as the resalt of facts proved,
or bas been such a great hardship, in consequence of the
oppressive nature of the law administered, as to induce the
judge to take upon himself personally the high responsi-
bility of defeating the conviction. It is better, I think,
that the system should receive the sanction of law so far as
it properly can, and that it should have the safeguards
whieh this Bill proposes, and by which it is provided that
in the case of a subsequent offence, the prisoner can be
summoned to receive punishment. The Bill is a practical
adaptation of chapter 25 of the Imperial Statutes of 1887.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, considered
in committee, reported, and read the third time and passed.

SUPPLY-THE BUDGET.

1 do rot know whoeter this Bill requires anv explanation. House resumed adjourned debate on proposed motion of
It originated in a suggLemtion from the Government of Mr Foster: That Mr. Speaker leave the Chair for the House
Qnebec in relation Io an enqniry into a puiblc matter which to go again into Committee of Supply, and the motion of
interested th1t body. It appiears t 1 e progress of the enquiry Sir Richard Cartwright in amendmnent.
was arr<.ste d by a clirn of îinvilege on the part of a witness,
and it was apprehe'nded the s-ime wouWd be made in regard Mr. A R onSTRONG. After the able and exhaustive
to other witnesses Th purpose of the Bill is, that wit- speeches made ou both aides ef the House on the question
nesses beinL examined in the course of publie enquiries set now before us, it is not my intention to bore the flouse by
on foot by the authority of His Excellency or the Lieutenant a long speech, and in the remarks I wish to make I shaîl
Governors, shall not he privileged from giving evidence. confine myself almost exclusively to the question from the
The single safeguard in the Bill is that the witness will not farmer's standpoint. I wish to speak on the qnestion as a
be liab e to be prosented in respect to the evidence given iactical farmer, and teo ndeavor to point ou6 how ho is
thcre, unless ho be under indictment for having given false affected. About a year ago I gave a notice of motion in this
evide, ce. I Propose to amend the third clause by inserting House in favor of commercial union with the United States.
after the words, in the sixth line, "administration of justice That motion I allowed to drop. I did so for two special rea-
therein," the words "or in reference to any municipal sons. First, because notice had been given of another motion
matter,'" and in the ninth line the word "himeolf " should in favor of unrestricted reciprocity. Reciprocity was the
be " him." great object we had in view, and althongh I had a preference

Mr. EDGAR. In this clause which protects the witness, for commercial union over unrestricted reciprocity, still, pro-

the Minister of Justice refers to more subjects of enquiry vided we obtained reciprocity, I did not care so much what
than are covered by the Act in the Revised Statutes. I the mode might be Another reason was that I was afraid
suppose enquiries as to municipal matters would only, be of offeinding a few of the weak brethren. Iwas in favor of

enquired into under a provincial commission, and unless ho reciprocity then, and I am in favor of it still. I beheve it
intends that enquiries into the administration of justice s preferable to any other mode of free trade with the
shal bh enquired into by a provincial commission, I think United States which can possibly be adopted. I may, at
tha h oughit te amend the operative section cf ehapter the outset, mention two or three objections urged againstthat hpcommercial union. One of them was urged with a gi eat114 to cover that. deal of spirit last night by the hon. member for North

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not intended to take that Renfrew (14r. White), and it is the only very strong objec.
power. It is only intended to extend the provisions of the tion I have ever heard made against it. But so far as the
enquiry under the authority of the Lieutenant Governors. hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White) is concerned,

Committee rose and reported, and Bill read the third so far as others who have spoken on the subject are
time and passed. concerned, and so far as the public prints opposed

to the measure are concerned, the objection has never
CONDITIONAL RELEASE OF FIRST OFFENDERS. gone further than bald, bare assertion. The assertion to

which I refer is that commercial union would lead to giving
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved secolid reading of Bill the Americans the control of our tariff. As I said before,

(No. 91) to permit the conditional release of first offenders this is but a simple assertion, and that is no proof of a pro-
in certain cases. He said: The object of this Bill is very position, and we have never had any argument adduced to
sucointly stated in the preamble : prove that such would be the case. Why, is it not true

Mr. AMYOT:
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that, if ever an arrangement of this kind is made with
the United States or with any other country, Canada goes
into the negotiations altogether as au independent party ?
They will have the right and the power to say whether
they will or will not agree to any measures that are
to be proiosed, and, if any arrangement of that
kind is ever made between Canada and the United States,
or between Canada and any other countries, it will have to
be by the full and free consent of the Canadians. They will
be independent parties to the bargain. They will have just
as much to say in making that bargain as the other party
wil; ard is it giving any other party the control of our tariff,
simply because we agree with that party that, for a certain
period of years, a common tariff, to be mutually agreed
upon, should prevail between the two countries and the
rest of the world ? The assertion of the statement carries
with it its own absurdity and its own condemnation
The same objection might be made against unrestricted
reciprocty, and, witbout either ecommercial union or un.
resti icted i eciprocity, I confidently assert that the Ameri-
cans have in effect the control of the tariff of Canada. To
make my meaning clear, I will say this. We al agree that
the Americans have a much higher tariff, apparently, than
we in Canada have, but that does fnot prevent smuggling into
this country. Suppose, for example, that the tariff was low.
ered in the United States, say 5 or 10 por-cent., or below ours,
what would be the result? Increased smuggling into this
country, in consequence of the lowering of their tariff below
our own. The merest chili in public business can understand
that, in that case, it would take half the jeople of this country
to prevert the other half from smuggling. So, in that way,
the Americans really have the control of our tariff. It may
be objected to this that there is no danger of such a state of
affairs, that the Americans have a higher tariff than ours,
and that that tariff is likely to be continuod. I believe
nothing eau be further from the truth than such a statement.
I need not tell this House that, for nearly twelve months,
a strong agitation bas been going on in the United States
for the reduction of the tariff, for the reduction of the tax-
ation, and that a Presidential election has recently been raun
on that question, and I need not tell the House that lo,000
majority of the electors voted for that reduction. The work-
ingmen of the United States, the farrmers and all the indus.
trial classes are beginning tofeel the terrible load under w ich
they are ground down, and they are crying out for a Iower-
ing of the tariff and a reduction of the taxes. We know,
when once an agitation of that kind commences, how fast
it proceeds in a country like the United States where the
people are supreme. Once let the agitation fairly set in,
and it will go down and down with railroad speed until it
will reach the point that notbing will be collected in tue
way of taxation beyond what is necessary for carrying on
the Government of the country; and when that point
is reached, Canada cannot possibly keep up the high tarifg
she 0now bas, so that commercial union, as we un-
derstand it, a certain agreement for a certain number
of years to bhave a set tariff, is the only secu.
rity we have for the permanency of our tariff.
Another strong argument for commercial union
over unrestricted reciprocity is the fact that, if it were
adopted, we could do away with the whole of our Custom
houses along the border. The very idea of commercial
union is to have a common tarif and comnion Excise regu.
lations, to collect common tariff duties and common Excise
duties, so that there would be no need for the long string
of Custom houses which extends over our 3,000 miles of
frontier, or for the needless host of Custom house officials
whom we now have, but who could be dismissed and sent
to do something which would be of real benefit to the coun-
try. Then, another argument in favor of commercial union
over unrestricted reciprocity, is that it is altogether prac-
ticable. Â year ago, it was fashionable to say that we could
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not get commercial union, that the United States would not
grant it to us, that they were too astute to grant us any
such measure. At the last Session of the House, we had an
hon. gentleman, whose abilities we all admire, who had been
sent to Washington to negotiate a treaty, and after ho came
back, he stated from his place in this House, that sncb a
thing was practicable. I will quoto bis own words from
the Hansard of 1888, page 61. He said:

"I tell you that I did not meet a man of any party, I did not meet an
American statesman who would not hold up both hands for commeicial
union with Canada."

That was Sir Charles Tupper's statement twelve months
ago, and events that have very lately happened show
how correctly ho gauged public opinion on the other side.
It was only the other day that a resolution in favor of
commercial union with Canada passed unanimously the
flouse of Representatives of the United States. It passed
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sonate unani-
mously, and when it came to the Sonate, there was only
one man who objeeted to it, and it was, therefore, laid over
for further consideration. We, therefore, see that commercial
union is altogether practicable. Now, whether we ask for
commercial union or for unrestricted reciprocity, I wish to
say at the outset that we are not going to the Americans
asking for this as paupers, telling them that we cannot do
without it. We are going thore as an independent nation,
offering them equal priviloges to thoso we ask from them.
Wo say to the Americans, We buy a vast quantity of what
you h ave to sel], and you buy a great deal of what we have to
sel; it is for our mutual benefit that the barriers that
obstruct our trade should be broken down. We meet them
on equal terms, and offer them as good as we got. Neither
do I advocate this measure on the ground which, I am
sorry to say, has sometirmes been taken, that the farmers of
this country are a poor, miserable, halfstarved class that
cannot live without it. Aiy such statemont is a libel on the
farmers of this Dominion. Considering the industry of our
farming population, considering the intelligence and the
skill they bring to bear on their profession, it is impossible,
under present circumstances, that they can be any such
poor, miscrable class. I repudiate the idea altogether, but
1 do say that, considering the amount of capital that the
farinmers of this Dominion have had to ivest in their pro-
perty, in their plant, in tho implernents and the stock noces.
sary for fthem to carry on their calling, considering the groat
skill, the untiring industry and the indomitable per-
severance they have shown in their calling,-taking
all these things into consideration, I do assert, with-
out feur of contradiction, that the farmers are not
reaping that profit which they have a right to expect.
That is all that I assert about them, that they do not reap
the profit from their calling that their induastry, and their
skill, and the amount of capital they h.ave invested, enitle
them to expect, and we seek by this measure which is now
before the flouse to enable tbem to get something liko a fair
share of what they have fairly ean ed. Now, we are told by
almost every speoker from bbe othe eide of the House, that
we have a botter market than the United States, that
Britain is our natural markot, that we ouglt to trade with
Britain, that it is patriotie to trade with Britain, that it is
more profitable for us to trade with Britain, Well, Sir, if it
is more patriotic and profitable to trade with Britain, why
do we not do it? The reason why we do not do it, and the
reuson why we do trade with the Americans, sim1ply ls
because, for nearly the half of what we have to sell the
United States is our iatural market; that is the simple
reason why we trade with them. Sir, tbis is shown by the
large trade that we do with there in spite of the two tariff
walls that have been erected one on each side of
the line to prevent us from trading with them ;
and aiso in spite of the fact that every ounce of
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produce of any description that we send to Great
Britain, is allowed to enter that country without
the payment of a shilling of duty. We have actually free
access to her market, while we have a tariff wall between
us and the United States; yet in spite of that tariff wall,
we sell more to the Americans than we do to the inhabi-
tants of Great Britain. We see this fact more strongly
brought out in the circumstance that our trade with the
United States is constanly increasing, while our trade with
Great Britain is diminishing. Allow me to draw the attention
of the House to a few figures taken from the Trade and
.Navigation Returns, to prove this position. In 1887, we
imported from Great Britain $44,962,233 wortb; from the
United States we imported $45,107,066 worth. In that
same year we exported to Great Britain $44,571,312 worth ;
we exported to the United States $34,658,275 worth. Now
compare that with the year 1888. Last year we exported
to Great Britain $40,084,984 worth; while we exported to
the United States $42,572,065 worth. Then, in the same
year, 1888, we imported from Great Britain $39,298,721
worth; while we imported from the United States
$48,481,84S worth, a decrease in our trade with Great
Britain, in 1888, as compared with 1887, of $10,149,840worth;
and showing an increase of our trade with the United States
for the same year of $11,288,572 worth. This shows that our
trade with the United States during 1888 was greater than our
trade with Great Britain, to the amount of $ 11,670,208 worth;
and all this increase, Sir, in spite of the two tariff walls
that have been erected, one on each side of the line, to
prevent us from trading with the Americans. Our aggre-
gate trade with the whole world, in 1888, was $201,097,630;
of that, the enormous amount of 891,053,913 worth was
with the United States, or only $4,747,451 worth less than
one-half of our trade with the whole world. This has
been, as I said before, in spite of these tariff walls, and it
shows, if anything on earth can show, that trade will follow
its natural channel in spite of all the barriers that you
erect against it, and it shows, too, that the country that
tries to fight geography in the matter of trade, fights a
losing battle. Then, Sir, the importance of the United
States market to this country is further shown by the fact
-and I wish to emphasise this-that they take what we
have no market for in Great Britain or anywhere else. I
want to draw particular attention to this fact in respect to
horses, and I may say, as a practical farmer, that the rais-
ing of horses for sale is one of the most profitable branches
of farming at the present time. Well, where is our market
for the surplus horses that we raise? In 1888, we exported
to Great Britain 246 horses, of the value of $36,750.
In the same year, we exported to the United States 19.845
horses, of the value of $2,402,371. The United States was
the only market we had for these horses, and except for
that market they could not have been sold. We shipped
of cattle to Great Britain, 54,248, valued at $4,123,873. We
exported to the United States 40,047 velued at $618,178.
When the hon. member for East Huron (Mr. McMillan).
was speaking last yesr, the question was thrown across the
floor respecting the small value of the cattle shipped to
the United States as compared with those shipped to Great
Britain. The difference is easily explained. The cattle
shipped to Great Britain are principally raised in Ontario,
and consist mainly of beavy steers weighing from 1,300 to
1,700 lbe., a few of which cattle are now coming down from
the North-West; while those shipped to the States are
light cattle, cows and young cattle. There is no market in
England for them, and it would not pay to send them over.
Accordingly, the United States is the only market for our
light cattle. There is another feature of this matter. The Trade
and Navigation Returne show that a great many of the cattle
exported to the United States are sent from the Maritime
Provinces; in fact, as a general rule New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island do not raise a class of eattle fit for
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shipment to the old country. The cattle there are for
dairying purposes, and for this class we find our market in
the United States. We exported of sheep to Great Britain
30,421, of the value of $211,881. These also came chiefly
from the far west. In regard to the statements contained
in our Trade and Navigation Returns, the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) showed the other
night that they did not tally with those of the United
States authorities, and that the latter show a much larger
number of cattle, sheep and horses imported than do our
Trade and Navigation Returns, and I am inclined to be.
lieve, through no fault of the Minister of Customs, that
much stock is shipped to the United States which is never
reported to the Customs Department. According to the
Trade and Navigation Rieturns, we exported 359,353,999
sheep to the United States, for which we received
$1,027,410. Again, they are a class of sheep for which
there is no sale in England, and it would not pay to
send them there. The larger proportion of those sheep
came from Prince Edward Island, New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia, and were sent to the Boston market. They
were principally lambs and light sheep, for which we have
no other market. Next, in regard to grain. Of barley we
exported to Great Britain 1,6S7 busbels. The truth of the
matter is we have no market in England for our barley.
The attempt made to malt our barley there proved to be a
failure, as it would not make the quality of ale and porter
required. On the other hand, it makes the ale and porter
and lager which the Americans love, and the result is we
have the best barley on the continent and they buy it.
Last year they purchased from us 9,365,021 bushels. If it
were not for that market it would not pay our people to
raise a bushel of barley, for it is an unprofitable crop to
raise for feed. Of hay, we shipped to great Britain 6,044J
tons, for which we received $64,781, while we shipped to
the United States 84,068 tons. This came principally from
the Province of Quebec, it furnishing 74,970 tons. The
total value of the shipments to the States was $800,622.
In regard to potatoes, which are an important product in
some parts of the Dominion, we exported to Great
Britain 1,427 bushel;, of the value of $973; while we
exported to the Unitod States 2,484,441 bushelis, of the
value of $957,570. This is a vital matter to some of
the Maritime Provinces. An enormous quantity is
raised in Prince Edward Island, and large quantities also
in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, and for these crops
the Eastern States are their only markets. Before they
are able to reach that market, however, they have to pay a
duty of 15 cents per bushel in addition to the expense of
carriage, so, in effect, they have to give one bushel of
potatoes to bet another bushel into market. But that
does not end the matter, for, when the farmer brings
back his money, the manufacturers' "combines " go
through his pockets and take -a large part of what
remains. Is it any wonder he is dissatisfied and asks
for a change? Of wool, Great Britain did not take
from us a single ounce. It may be said that we can have
no object in exporting wool, as we import wool, and we
cannot, therefore, want to ship our wool. We do want to
ship it. We have in the west some excellent breeders of
long-wool sheep, principally Cotswold, these breeders hav-
ing brought stock from the old country, as they preferred
that to any other breed. This class of wool is not manu-
factured in the Dominion, and so we have not a profitable
market for it. In the United States it is used for combing,
and it is there we sell it. The Americans took 954,975 lbs.,
for which they paid $223,206. Another article, of which
we export largely, is eggs. We exported to Great Britain
2,879 dozon, for which we received $262. We exported to
the United States 14,147,739 dozen, for which we received
the splendid sum of 82,119,582. Our lumbering, mining
and fishing interests are in precisely a similar position as
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are our farming interests in this respect. Of those pro.
ducts we exported the following quantities: Products of
the mine, to the value of $4,110,937; of' the fisheries,
$7,793,18d; of the forest, $21,302,914. Of these the United
States took, of the products of the mine, $3,341,308; of
the fisheries, $3,123,853; of the products of the forest,
$10,622,338; of the farm, $17,902,031, We, therefore,
find that it is a matter of vital importance to all those
industries that we should have for them free access to
the American market. Now, Sir, having dotained you so
long with figures, I want the particular attention of the
louse for a tew minutes, white I deal with some of the
objections that are urged against the adoption of unrestric.
ted reciprocity. We are told, first of all, that it would be
hurtful, and even ruinous to our manufacturing industries,
and here the qnestion comes in, is it right, and proper, and
just .that all these other great industries of the country
should be hampered, and hindered, and impoverished in
their operation so that one single industry, and that not by
any means the largest, should thrive and make large profits.
That is an important question, whether it is fair that all
these should suffer for the sake of one single industry.
Now, Sir, it is hard to get a correct esti mate of the amount of
capital employed in each of the great industries of the coun-
try, but we can easily find out from our Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns how much of the products of each of these great
industries have been exported out of the country, after
supplying the necessities of our own people; that is,
how much has -been exported over and above what we
wanted to consume ourselves. In 1888 we exported of
the products of the mine, $4,110,937 worth ; of the pro-
ducts of the fisheries, $7,793,183; of the products of the
forest, $21,302,814 ; of the prod ucts of thefarm, 840,155,657
worth; making a grand total of $73,362,591 worth. Now,
Sir, how much did we export of the products of our manu.
factures after supplying the wants of our own people ?
Why, Sir, the magnificent sum of $ 1,161,282 worth. But,
Sir, there are not a few who are well fitted and able to
judge of the effect of such a measure as that proposed in
the motion of the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), who declare that it would have exactly a
contrary effect on the manufacturera, and there are not a
few of our manufacfurers, and amongst those, the very best
and ablest of them, who declare that they are not afraid of
open and fair competition with the Amorioans, that they
are ready to have the barriers thrown down and to take
their chance in any common market with the people of the
United States of America. Again, we find that the manu.
facturers are now complaining of hard times. Ttiis, Sir, is
the natural resuit of the National Policy, as it is called,
or the protective system. Its first effect was to induce
the investment of immense amournts of capital in manu-
facturing enterprisse. The result was that the business
was overdone, and not having an outlet for their actual
production, they had to prey upon the people of this
country. About a year ago, I went into the establishment
of one of the oldest established and largest manufacturera
in London. After the question, " Are you afraid of fair
competition with the United States of America, are you
willing that the tariff would be thrown off on both sides of
the line ?" the manufacturer answered: "Afraid I Why,
there were young men who learned the business in my shop
and who are in the United States of America to-day, gotting
from 81,500 to $2,500 a year, for overseeingworks; surely,
if they can hold their own with the Americans, I am not
afraid that I can do it too." The fact of the matter is, that
the protection afforded by this National Policy has confined
our market to our own people, for the moment you enter
upon a system of that kind, you eut the country off from
the other markets of the world. Therefore, I say that any
such assertions about the people of this country, as that
they cannot compote with any other oountry in the world, is

a slander upon our people. I hold, Sir, that man for man Cana-
dians are as good as any men on the face of the earth, and are
able to hold their own in any contest with any peoples in the
world. I may remark here that the principal reason why this
policy was asked, or why it was given to the country, was,
as we were told, that it would secure resiprocity with the
United States of America. The great cry that was raised
in 1878 was "let us bave reciprocity in trade, and if we
cannot have that we must have reciprocity in tariff." It
was the open declared intention to force the Americans to
give us reciprocity in trade by our adopting reciprocity in
tariff. I need not tell you, Mr. Speaker, that in this country
of ours, although we have immense resources, these are in a
large measure undeveloped. I believe, Sir, that in our forests,
and lying in the earth in the shape of ores, we have immense
resources that have never yet been developed and that in a
great measure have never yet been discovered. Now, Sir,
what we want for these is an outlet and a larger market.
In our own country we have not this larger market, We
have copper hore in almost untold quantities. I have seen,
Sir, at the Sudbury Mines speci mens of ore thrown out which
was too rich to mine and which could not be torn
off from the parent body, and every pound of copper
shipped to the other side is met by a tariff of 3j cents a
pound. That is entirely pieventing us from availing our-
selves of the bonefits of that natural market. Thon, again,
we have large and rich mines of what is known as nickle,
one of the most important metals for e3onomical purposes
that we have. The United States is our only market for
nickle and they want it there, but overy pound of it that
gaos in the United States ;s met with a tax of 12J cents.
Thon we come to the question of our iron resources. In
1887 the hon. Sir Charles Tupper, whon delivering his
budget speech, told as that ho had at last disoovered what
this country really noeded, that ho had disoovered a great
want, and that the rectifying of that wrong was about to
give this country prospority. Ho said that the groat cause
of complaint in this country, the fact which would account
for our poverty, was that we had not a scientific tariff on
iron, and ho proposed to give us prosperity by imposing such
a tariff upon us. Ho adopted that tariff, and of certain kinds
of iron ho just about doubled the price to the people of this
country. And how much botter off have we been ?
Those who had the privilege of listening to his
speech on that occasion can remember the glow-
ing torms in which ho spoke of our resources of iron. He
told us of the vast stores of iron ore lying unused in the
bowels of the earth ; ho told us of the great stretches of
forest which could be converted into charcoal; ho told as
of our great deposits of lime-stone which were necessary to
effect the fusion of the metal; and ho told us of the immense
armies of mon who would roquire to be employed to cut
down the timber and to convert it into ctiarcoal, to mine
the iron ore, and to smelt the iron. He told us it would be
the dawn of a new era of prosperity; nay, so positive was
ho of the truth of what ho asserted that ho told us precisely
what was going to be the reult in one particular. Ho said
that the imposition of this tariff on iron, in conjunction
with the removal of the duty on anthracite coal, would have
a certain effect. What was that effect? fHe aaid that the
moment-no waiting, no possibility of boing deceived-the
moment this is done, we shall have blast furnaces at Cobourg,
at Weller's Bay and at Kingston. Well, Sir, I have made
enquiries, and I have not seen an individual who has seen a
blast furnace at any of those places. I have seen many
people who have travelled throughout the country, and not
une of them has heard the wood-cutter's axe felling trees to
be converted into charcoal. They are still stand-
ing in the sun, and the iron is stillI lying in the
bowels of the earth. Now, wby was this prediction, so
confidently made, not realised ? Was it because that illus-
trious statesman had miscalculated the resources of thig
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country, or overestimated their value? No such thing.
Even his exuberant imagination could hardly overestimate
the undeveloped wealth, in those respects, which we have
in this country. Well, how is it that his predictions have
been so completely falsified ? For the simple reason that,
although we have the resources and the appliances noces-
sary for the production of the wealth he alluded to, yet the
main thing is wanting, and that is a market. We were
told that this country required to import 260,000 tons of
iron in a year. That scoms a vast quantity, but let me tell
this House that there are two, if not three, establishments
on the other side of the line, any one of which could supply
that quantity in any given year, so that it is evident that,
if we are confined to the Canadian market, the prediction
of our late Finance Minister is doomed to be still unfulfilled.
But, Sir, I may tell you where there is a market. In 1887,
according to the Iron and Mining Review of the United
States, there were 1,800,000 tons of iron imported into
the United States, in spite of a prohibitory tariff. Give as
that market, and the dream of the late Finance Minister will
be in a fair way to be realised. Another objection often urged
against any such measure is that if we were to have free
trade with the United States, while we maintained our
tariff against Great Britain, and other countries, it would
be unfair discrimination against Great Britain. Weil, Sir,
in reply to that, I say that is just exactly what we are
doing now : we are discriminating against Great Britain te-
day. In 18S- we imported from Great Britain 839,298,721
worth of goods, on which we collected a duty of 68,972,739.
In the same year we imported from the United States $48,-
481,848 worth, on which we collected a duty of only $7,-
109,233. In otherwords, we imported 89,183,127 worth of
goods more from the United States than we did from'Great
Britain, and charged on them $1,863,506 less duty. It may
be said that that is accounted for in a great measure by the
fact that we admit so many things from the United States
free of duty. But I ask again, is that not discriminating
against Great Britain just as much as if you had a dis-
criminating tariff? No matter under what guise you admit
these goods, the effect is the same so far as Great Britain
is concerned; and the question of discrimination is only one
of degree. But, Sir, Great Britain has other interests in
Canada besides those of a merely mercantile nature. Great
Britain, Sir, has the interest that a creditor bas in a debtor
-the inte est of seeing that everything is done that can
possibly be done to enable us to pay our great indebtedness
to her with promptitude. That, Sir, is a consideration
that far outweighs the question of the quantity of goods
we buy from Great Britain. According to the London
Economist, in June, 1887, our indebtedness to Great Britain,
all told, amounted to somewhere between six and seven
hundred millions of dollars, and it is a matter of the utmost
importance to the people of Britain, that we should be in a
thriving and prosperous condition, -o as to be able to meet
onr indebtedness when it comes due, and to meet the in-
terest en it until it is due. Then, Sir, there is this other
fact to be cnsidered. Great Britain is independent of
eveiy other nation on the face of the carth in the matter of
tarifs. It makes no difference what tariff wall any nation
erects to keep out her goods, she can get her goods over it,
because every nation in the world needs ler goods, and no
matter wbat duty they impose, they must take them.
Another objection-and it is the old stock objection against
everything proposed for the benefit of the country from
this eide of the HIouse-is that this measure would lead to
annexation. We were told, even by so sensible a gentle-
man as the lon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.
White), that that would b the result of com-
mercial union. WelI, Sir, all eperience, as well as common
sense, teaches that it would have just the contrary effect.
I think too much is said about annexation sentiment in this
country. I believe the people of this Dominion are loyal
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to the Crown of Great Britain, and that if ever the tie that
binds us to Great Britain is broken, it will be through the
action of the mother country herself, and not through any
action of ours. Now let me draw attention to one or two
facts. In the year 1849 there was an immense agitation
going on in certain parts of this country in favor of annex-
ation. A league was formed, in a city not more than a
thousand miles from here, called "the annexation league,"
which held regular meetings. I have seen a list of the
members, and I know that some of them were mon of high
standing in this country, men who have since been honored
with seats in the cabinet alorigside the right hon. the First
Minister. And what was it that put a stop to that agita-
tion ? It was neither more nor less than the Reciprocity
Treaty which we were able to effect in 1854, and from that
day until the treaty was abrogated not a whisper of
annexation was heard in this country. In 1865, whent the
Americans abrogated that treaty, the Government of this
country made representations to the home Government
arnd the strongest ground they urged in favor of renewal
of the reciprocity treaty was that such renewal would pre.
vent any movement in this country for annexation. Again,
in 18b9, a minute of Council was passed by this Govern-
ment and sent to the Colonial Socretary, urging upon the
Imperial Government the expediency of doing ail they
could to procure a renewal of that reciprocity treaty, and
the principal reason urged was that its renewal would pre-
vent anything in the shape of annexation feeling in this
Dominion. 1s it not, therefore, the height. of absurdity, is
it not the most childish folly, for men in this House to de-
clare that reciprocity now would have exactly the contrary
etect it has had when formerly in force? So far from re-
ciprocity stirring up any annexatikn feeling, all our ex-
perience in the past has shown that it would be the most
effective means of preventing the spread of any such feel-
ing. I do not think there is any fear of anything like an
annexation agitation spreading 'n the country, but if any-
thing would give currency to such a sentiment it would be
our being denied the privileges which we would enjoy
under unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union.
It is by debarring our people from the privileges and pro-
fits which they wouid enjoy under free trade with the
United States that an ani exation feeling can be developed.
If you want to make the people contented with the Govern-
ment, make them contented with their circumstances; show
them the Government has done everything man eau do to
procure ail the advantages within their reach-do that, and
you will take away ail desire for a change of circumstances.
The hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White) read a
long extract last night from an interview with Senator
bherman. I hardly know what he intended to prove by
that, but it provec to every thinking man in this House
one thing, and that was that the only opposition to a treaty
of this kind in the States is due to the fact that the Ameri-
cans believe once this policy is adopted there will be an end,
ut once, and Jorever, to all annexation feeling in Canada.
Senator Sherman strongly opposed reciprocity on this very
ground. He held the old Monroe doctrine, that the two
countries ought to be one, and lie objected to anythiug that
would prevent such a consummation; and ie folt that
nothing was more calculative to prevent any such consumma-
tion than to give us ail the privileges which we would en-
joy under annexation without it. I referred, at the outset
of my remarks, to a measure lately passed through the
louse of Representatives at Washington, and which would

have passed through the Senate but for the objection of
one of its members. Who was the Senator who made the
objection ? Why, it was Senator Blair, the man who ap-
peared in the annexation resolution. He did not object to
commercial union on its merits. I believe Sir Charles Tup.
per is right in saying that there is not a man of any stand-
ing in the United States who is not thoroughly zonvinoed
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that unrestricted roeiproeity or commercial un'ion would be
a benefit to both countries, but Senator Blair objected to
either solely on the ground that if such concession was
granted to Canada, it would kill, once and forever, all annexa
tion sentiment. Some time ago, in the debate on the treaty-
making power in this House, the hon. the Minister o
Finance said that the right to mnake our treaties was about
the only tie that biund this country to Great Britain. Well
if that is the only tie,.the sooner it is broken the botter, b-
canse he will find that this country is not going to submit
much longer to that tic; but I believe we are bound by ties
immeasurably stronger than anything of the kind. We are
bound by ties of affection, the ties of a common history, the
ties of kinship, the tics of common interest-we have a
share in the glories of the old Empire-these are ties im-
measurably stronger than more commercial considera-
tion, or any paltry treaty-making power. But Great
Britain has another interest in the settlement of this ques.
tion. I need not tell this fHouse that the fishery qoes-
tion is one that causes a great deal of irritation, not only
between this country and the United States, but between
that country and Great Britain, and I believe it is im-
measurably more important to Great Britain that that diffi.
culty should b permanently settled than any question of
trade, or of dollars and cents, between the two countries.
I believe that-as Secretary Bayard wrote to Sir Charles
Tupper, and Sir Charles Tupper wrote to Secretary Bay-
ard-the only permancnt settlement between the two
countries of the fisberies question can only be on the
lino of the resolution now before the House, or on the
line of commercial union, and the result in either case
would be certain. It is clearly of immense importance to
Great Britain that this question should be settled in a satis-
factory manner. I do not intend to blame the Government
altogether, or to blame them at all, for putting in force
the law in regard to the fisheries. The Government of the
day are the guardians of the rights of the people. It is
their sworn duty to execute the laws which the people pass
for the protection of their rights, so that, in protecting our
fisheries from encroachment, the Goverument weresimply
carrying out their sworn duty In protecting the rights of
the people. As to whether they were harsh in carrying
the law into effect or not, I am not now going to express an
opinion, but I will say that, whether it was harsh or not,
the Government had the laws to carry out, and on behalf
of the Goveriment I wish also to state that, although
the law provides for redress where illegal seizure or
injustice is donc, as far as I know-and I think I have studied
the question pretty closely-no one of those who were
affected by these seizires has appealed to a court of law t,
obtain redress against the action of the Government. That
is primd facie evidence that the Government have carried
out the law in a pretty judicial spirit. The law was there
and had to be carried out, and whether they carried it out
in a harsh or a mild spirit, the fact romains that, as long as
thirge remain in their present position, the grounds of dif-
ference between this country and the United States, and
between the United States and Great Britain, must remain,
and it is, therefore, of great importance to Great Britain that
this question should be settled in a pacific way. We are,
perhaps, too apt to overlook the importance of this aspect
of the case. On the other side of the lino is a people akin
to ourselves, speaking the same language, having the same
literature, having the same ancestry aleso. If we are proud
of the former glories of Great Britain, so also are they, be-
cause that is their fatherland and the bones of their fore-
fathers rest there; and we can hardly estimate what an
immensely important matter it would b to the world if these
two nations could have everything removed which obstructs
peaceable and quiet intercourse between them, so as to work
together for common objects, and what the results would b
to the w>rid at large. If theetwo great nations,

who possess the largest bare of the commerce of
the worid, and the largost shares of the sinews

s of war, the wealth of the world, were acting to-
gether in concert, bound together as they are by a cem-
mon tic, they could regulate the foreign policy of the

f nations of the world. When any small nationality was
oppressed, they could say to the oppressor : This thing muet

, stop, and it would have to be stopped. The fact is, that in
such a case those two nations could make war impossible,
and it requires no great stretch of imagination or fancy to

s sec the great boon thab would result to humanity, if the
armies of the world could b abolished, if the hundreds of
thousands of men who are to-day maintained in idieness,
and who are supported by the sweat of the poor laboring

. mon and women, could b engaged in active employmient
of a peaceful kind. Thon, consider what an immunse boon
it would be, as far as the commerce of the world is concern-
ed, if men could engage in commerce and in manufactures
in every part of the wortd, without being afraid of being
disturbed by any internai or externat commotion, what
an impotus it would give to the business of the world. It
is impossible to overestimate tbe immense bonefit which such
a proposition as this might be the beginning of, and which,

7 in future years, with two such countries combining for that
peaccable object, acting in ail matters in harmony as they
should do, would probably bring about universai poace as the
result. As I seo it is six o'clock,1 will conclude my remarks
by supporting, with great pleasure, the motion of my hon.
friena from bouth Oxford (air Richard Cartwright),

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

After Recess.

SECON D AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 65) respecting Rules of Court in relation to
Criminal Matters.-($ir John Thompson.)

Bill (No. 7 1) from the Sonate, intituled " An Act
respecting corrupt practices in Municipal Affir."-(Sir
John Thompson.)

Bill (No. 72) from the Sonate, intituled: " An Act to
make further provision respecting enquiries concerning
Public Matters."-Sir John itiompton.)

Bill (No. 91) from the Senate, intituled " An Act to
permit the Gonditionail Release of First Offenders in certain
cases3."-(Sir John Thompson.)

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 39) respecting the Hamilton Central Railway
Company.-(bir. McKay.)

Bill (No. 43) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg and
New York Railway Company.-(Mr. Rickey.)

Bill (No. 45) to revive ana amend the Acts relating to
the Saint Gabriel Levee and liailway Company.-(Mr.
Curran.)

Bill (No. 47) to amend the Act incorporating the Kings-
ton, Smitis Faits and Ottawa lRailway Company.-(M.r.
Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 51) respecting the Pontiac Pacifie Junction
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bry son.)

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate the Lac Saul Railway
Company.-(Mr. Daly.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Assets and Debenture
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Edgar.)

Bill (No. 34) to incorporate the Canadian General Trusta
Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)
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Bill (No. 59) respecting the South Ontario Pacifie Rail.

way Company.-(Iir. Sutherland.)
Bill (No. 64) respecting the St. Lawrence and Atlantic

Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Hall.)
Bill (No. 40) respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'

Bay Railway Company, and to change the name of the com-
painy to" The Nipissing and James' Bay Railway Company.'
-(Mr. Denison.)

Bill (No. 57) to incorporate the Cobourg, Northumber-
land and Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Guillet.)

Bill (No. 60) respecting Steam Vessels to be used in
connection with the Canadian Pacifie Raitway (as amended
by Select Standing Committee on Railways, Canals and
Telegraph Lines).-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 61) to incorporate the Manitoba and South.
Eastern Railway Company (as amended by Select Standing
Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines).-
(Mr. La Rivière.)

Bill (No. 33) to amend the Act to incorporate the Pres-
cott County Railway Company, and to change the name of
the company to "The Central Counties Railway Com-
pany."-(Mr. Edwards.)

Bill (No. 41) to incorporate the Calgary, Alberta and
Montana Railway Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 42) to amend the Act incorporating the Ontario
Mutual Life Assurance Company.-(Mr. Bewman.)

Bill (No. 48) to consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Ontario Loan and Debenture Company, and to authorize
them to issue Uebenture Stock.-(àir. Moncrieff.)

SECOND READING8.

Bill (No. 76) to incorporate the Northern Pacific and
Manitoba Railway Company.-(Mr. Daly.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Union Railway
Company.-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 83) to incorporate the Ontario, Manitoba and
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Mac dowall.)

Bill (No. 85) to incorporate the Mloose Jaw, Battleford
and Edmonton Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

Bill (No. 86) to incorporate the Saskatchewan Railway
and iining Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 87) to amend the Act to incorporate the Quebec
Board of Trade.-(àir. McGreevy.)

Bill (No. 88) to incorporate the Edmundston and
Florenceville Railway Company.-(Mr. Landry.)

Bill (No. 89) to amend the Charter of incorporation of
the Great North-West Central Ri.ilway Company.-(Mir.
Daly.)

Bill (No. 90) respecting the Kingston and Pembroke
Railway Company, and the Napanee, Tamworth and Que-
bec Railway Company.-(Mr. Bell.)

SEIZURE OF BRITISH SCHOONER.
Mr. WELEON (St. John). Bafore the Orders of the

Day are called, I would call the attention of the Govern-
ment to the following despatch, which appears in the even-
ing papers:-

"'BoOTH BAY, ME, March 8.-The British schooner Gleaner, from St.
John for New York, was sez3d here at noon by the customs officers for
non-entry, and is now in charge of the revenue cutter Woodbin. The
fine is$1,500."

Have the Government received any information on that sub-
ject ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have not.

SUPPLY-THIE BUDGET.

Mr. PORTER. Of the importance of the subject now
under discussion you have, Sir, otten been assured. Of the
merit displayed in its conduct I think Canadians need not
at all be ashamed. The exhaustive discourse of the hon.
the Minister of Finance, the other evening, was undoubtedly
an able setting forth of the financial and commercial condi,
tion of our country. It was a lucid arrangement of a long
array of statistics, which places that gentleman in the first
rank of those who have held the position of Minister of
Finance in this country. The hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was seized with his usual
paroxysm of financial rage when the Minister of Finance
had finished the Budget speech. He lashed himself into
the usual fury, and made a severe attack upon all the points
which had been made by the Minister of Finance, and
yet, I am glad to say, he was completely unhorsed by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. I do not desire to mal-
treat a fallen foe, and I think it is very creditable to the
ability of the hon. gentleman that now he has been able,
as bees gather around the honey pot, to get the Liberal
party to cluster round that part of his corporeal frame
which a few years ago they longed to kick. As I said,
ho was unhorsed by the Minister of Marine and Fishories.
All who hoard the brilliant attack which that young gentle-
man made on the hon. member will agree with me that he
will deserve the title of the Canadian Hotspur of debate. If
that young gentleman goes on as he promises to do, his
services will be of great benefit to his country, and he will
not only prove himself the worthy son of a worthy sire, but
will show that ho is deserving the highest credit as a scion
of the race from which he as sprung. The honè member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) denominated the matter
of the speech of the hon. the Minister of Marine as chaff.
Well, chaff is neither nutritious nor very palatable, but I
think the House and the country will prefer the diet offered
to us by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to that which
the hon. member for North Norfolk offered us-dirt pie.
The speech of the hon. gentleman was nothing but an effort
to iriduce Canadians to adopt a policy which would be in
favor of the United States. It was a laudation of the United
States. It was not an argument in favor of any commercial
arrangement, it was not addressed to the Canadian people,
but it was simply a speech in praise of the great Republic.
No matter how much the hon. gentleman may lament the
want of material wealth in this country, no matter how
much ho may depict the unfortunate oundition of our
people, ho cannot deny that the people of Canada are noble
in character and generous in spirit, for otherwise they
would never have permitted that hon. gentleman to make a
speech of the tone and sentiment which characterised
his address. This was not the fitting arena in which to air
his eloquence on that subject, but, if he bad made such a
speech in the legislative body of that nation to which he
gives so much praise and honor, I have no doubt that that
people, patriotic as they are, eminently jealous of their
national autonomy,would have invited him to take a walk to
visit the sour apple tree once associated with the name of Jeff
Davis. Not only was that speech eminently unsuitable in
what it said, but it meant more than it said, and through it
therewas a black thread of unbelief, an undertone of insincer-
ity, because, while he was portraying the glories of the
United States, he never, in ail his eloquence, descendei to
details. If the people, and especially the farmers, of the
United States are so rich and prosperous, are doing so wehl
in the world, have so many comforts in this world, if they
are so much superior in condition to our farmers, why did
he not ask them, our farmers, to go over to the State of
New York, or to Michigan, or to Illinois, why not leave
their miserable, servile condition bore, and go to the country
where they might have those rich habitations, those pleasant
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homes, that superior intelligence, greater wealth and higher having a private consultation with the hon. member for
social standing which he indicates are postessed by those North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). Mr. Murray says:
across th- line ? Because he could not. B, cause, in spite "The Canadian question, briefly stated, then, leishis: anada i
of ail he has said as to the position of the Canadian farmer, now onconnected wth those powers eand forces which commercially
I defy him, and I defy anyone on that side of the House, to and politically represent the continent. Being thus unconnected, she

.. tr heofsuffe. Hersufferings are approachinga crisis. She le casting around
point to any civilised nation-and uncivilised nations, of how to make the ueeded connections with us. She interrogates us. Our
couree, are not in question-in which the condition of the answer is-no patriotie American, who understands what the interroga-
farmer is botter than it is in Canada. I have a little more tion and answer means, can make other reply than this-Join ua."
to say in reference to that gentleman. His allusion to the What doos that mean? la not that a statement of the
might and power of England in our defence was ungraceful Canadian situation from an impartial observer in the United
and ill-advised. There is no talk of war. Who seeks a quar- States? Ho next gives his ramons, and I will read soma
rel ? Net Canadians, certainly, and the United States declare of them
themselves to be a nation of peaceful instincts. Why, then,
drag in a question of that nature in a discussion where it 1Ithink 1 do fot over-estimate the American instinct.trurbing the

is nithr sughtfornerwelladvsed? Nodonbtthesolidarily of this continent, when I declere that we, of the Republic,is neither sought for nor well advised ? No doubt, the- neer stand idly by and se a gret power built up ither on te
people of the United States are largely superior in numbers southern or northern Bide of us."
to us. No doubt, they have more population than the Are these the sentiments of the American people, or are
British Islands proper, but, if that unbappy time should tbey mot? Re refera to the action whieh the Amprican
ever come-God grant il may never come-when the poo Republic tok at the ime of the attempt of Maximilian to
ple of the United States and the people of Canada should found an empire in Mexico, and ho goos on te Bay:
be flying at one another's throats like wild beasts, the peo
ple of Canada will fight, as they have done before, for <But we ehould have done it because we have It as a policy ad a
their hearths, their homes and their altars. An emincnt ettled conviction that no foreign power under any name or gag, shah

ever divide this Continent with us, or build itsesf up eit ber to our wor-
warrior is reported to bave said that God fights with the riment or our peril. By right ofdeeds done ad blood shed, of money
largest battalions. That may be very well, but 1 thirk itspentand progresmade; by the riglts of trials numberlees bravAly
would be botter to suppose that tho God of battles would borne, of sacrifices beyond count freelv offered upon thA altar of urnational faith, and, as we beiieve, on theo citar of God. we do enln
fight for the right. If the ne, essity sbould come, wo mnlay hoîd, that we have a right to live and grow, unecked, unhindered,
find that the history of Lundy's Lane and Chateaugu'y unimperiled by anyother flag or powron the wbole Continent from gulf
may be repeated. Tbe hon. member for South Middlesex te guif, and ocean te ecemu, 'iii, muai, shcll, in the fuineas of time,sud 'ce hope by the 1mw of benevoleut attractions, corne under the banner
(Mr. Armstrong) spoke last. I thought his remarks on of the Republic, of which to be a citizen 'e hold, is better bonn than
the whole were ve:y fair. He made a mild »argument for te be e King.
nothing in particular, and no one eau take much objection "1 do not see, therefore, how we en, with due regard te our LWf

ite started out in favor of reciprocity. We aIl ultimateend higbest interert, and te our own conviction as Americans,to iL. asciet Canada te commerciil, military and politiral grestnesq, by any
agr'ee with him in that respect. I have not heard a word reciprocal mercantile arrangement under the name of Reciprocity or
uttered against reciprocity in this House, and in tbat eny other name, 'hue s, e remaine foreigu te us in fact, and hostile
respect I heartily agree with him. He went further, perbeps in policy and spirit."
and said he was in favor of commercial union. I Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman said that he dees mot believe
believe ho is in favor of commercial union, because a year that annexation would lollow commercial union; ho ssid
ago he had the courage of his convictions and put that United States people are not in favor ef annexation.
a notice upon the paper proposing that commercial union 1 ask him net te attend te the sentiments ef'newspapers
should be adopted by the people of this country. Iwho xay be gnided by party intereats, but te listen te
bave no doubt ho is incere lu that, and, nW matter the sentiments t'a man wnoll ktown te ab clever, a ntn
how mnuch ho talks cf unrestricted reciprocity, I believe outside eft te political field altc'getber, and who, I think,
that al bis arguments are reully uddressed Le Lbefurther voices the publiob sentiment in the United States, at least
anc. cf that sebeme of bis in refereuce te commercial as i? appears et me, andIaws, I tink, it appeis te every im-
union. Sir, ho otlered a refutation et several arguments partial man in the Dominion cf Canada. There is but one
wbich were addncod in opposition te commercial union. end, there is but onerobjet in view ameng te poople e the
Amongat others, bd said that iL is often argued that c sm- United States, and that is the absorption of Canada by Lib
mercial union would lad te annexation, and ho scouted Republic, ne matter how they may talk around the question,
the idea. I have mo doubt that the hon. gentleman la sin or what they may sayet Commercial Union or Upretricted
core; I bave ne doubt that in bis heart ho believes that Reeiprocity, or whatever yen may eall iL. J am convincèd,
it would net; but while I give bim credit for sincerity sud and I think every impartial h anadian ic con vinced tha
candor, I cannot give him credit for acutouesf or per. there is but this ne idea, a d tbat , as Mr. Murray ays,
ception. The hou, gentleman says that annexatien that there sha be but cne flag from the GuIt e aMexico te
will by ne means follew commercial union, aud that, the Areti Ocean. If my hon frienda on the other aside of
iudeed, the United States people do met wish anything .e flod-e will take the trouble te read this pamphlet, they
of the sort. Sir, although 1 do mot like reading extractr, will e0that ibat i the tondene cof te argument, adduced
if you wihllshow me, I 'ciip show that the en. gonale. by Mr. Murrsy,sad ho only summarises tboe. whh
man bas mot kept himself la touch with the publi senti- leading moen bave used on platfoerms in the United States
ment cf th United States, as expressed by thoir leading Sior th, bon. aember fer South Middleeex (Mr. Armstrong),
mon and their newspapers. I will read a short extract as I have said, I believe tole ab.honetand gw andid, but I dea
or two from a speech delivered by Mr. Murray, generally net give bim credit for acute perception. Going on fro
knewn as Adirondack Murray, in the Music Hall, Boston, tbe question t commercial union, h spoke f of t eexport
il, the fait cf las yoar. This gentleman ismot a polotician, and importcf Canada, and the trade between t hais contry
by profession, but ho i8 a very intelligent man, aud basbis and the United States and Great Britaioa. Well, hoanes
Views sund sentiments on political matters, ma al mon have; met expeet me. et' course, te follow those figures. or Le re-
aud net being allied with any party, ho looks at maLter Ift dhem; it is net nocessry. Lt me ask him, what
frûm an independont standpoint, aud is nut inclined te objection doest iemare to our selling horses and cattle te
Oppse or laver a question simply because it wonldhelp the pople eathe United States? ? ashe amy fait to find
bis party. Mr. Murray, speaking on this very subjo of owith us for doing se? If th. peopleof the Uited States
commercial union, referrel te the state eofthing in did net wat our hoessad catte, would they cieoniyd
Canada, and eue wonld almott think that hohaWboNobuyLhem?,I f thoy think they a do botter ore than te
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buy at home, they will come here; but if they thinir they
can do better at home, they go to Michigan, or Dak -la, or
elsewbre. It is a mere matter of business, and what argu.
ment, I ask the hon. gentleman, can be found upon the
fact we can sel] a large number of horses and cattle to the
United States? It is a matter of business. They
want them, and they come for them; if they did not
want them, they would not corne for them. Does the
hon. gentleman thir.k that the Americans come over here
and buy our goods for charity's sake ? Do they come and
give us 8200 or Mf0 for a horse just because they have an
affection for ns ? No, Sir; it is beeause they want the horses,
and if they did not want them they would rot buy them.
The hon. gentleman went on to enumerate other articles
of the farmers' produce. I will not detain the House long
witb that natter, because it would sound more like a
lecture upon a practical agriculture than a political discus-
sion. He rrentioned, for instance, hav. Well, as a practical
farmer, such as the hon gentleman is, I woul I put the
question to bim: Daes he thmnk it is good policy to sel[
hay, even though you may have a good market for it ? I bave
lived with farmers al] my :fe, and I never met an intelli-
gent fariner who believed it to be good policy, either to sell
his hay or his coarEe grains. I think years ago there was an
organisation in tbe Province of Ontario named the Grange
Order. The bon gentleman bas heard of that Order, no doubt,
I was individually connected with it myself, and was very
anxious for its succeso, because I believed many of its objects
were good. And the hon. gentleman will remember that
one of the principles laid down was, that it was better to
sell less by the busbel and more by the hoof. If our policy
in any way tended to discourage the sale of hay and coarse
grains, if we could fatten stock and sell them rather than
sell hay and grain in a raw state, the tarif would be of good
service to agriculture. Not onlv so, but there are hon. gen-
tlemen on the Opposition side of the House who bave stated
clearly and distinctly their belief that the farmer is botter
remunerated if ho uses his hay and grain to fatten cattle
rather than to sell those products to the Americans. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have characterised those manufacturers
wbo thrive under the National Policy as vipers, anacondas,
snakes, and everything else that is ugly and bad. While
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Armstrong) expressed want of
sympathy with manufacturers, he was yet kind erough to
inform the Horse that ho las great confidence in Canadian
abilitv, nerve and vim. He, as a Canadian, believes that the
people of this country can compete with any men in the world,
and that they are not inferior to any. I am very proud to
say that no one bas yet been so unpatriotic as to stte the
reverse. But this is not a question of men. The hon. gen-
tleman is well aware that the question of manufactures is
not merely a question of men. It is now, in this advanced
state of modern civilisation, more a question of capital. But
the hon. gentleman should reflec¶t how it came about that
the United States, to which he wishes to annex us, adopted
a protective policy to encourage manufactures. Was it be-
cause the Americans were inferior to the British, because
they considered that a workirgman, a mechanic, in the
Uinited States was inferior in ability, physical or mental, to
the workingman of England, France or Germany ? No,
but it was for another reason altogether different, which
the hon. gentleman knows quite well. If we protect our
manufactures and give them that measure of safeguard
which we believe is necessary for our manufacturing devel-
opment, it is not because we believe they are inferior as
men, but it is because we believe that the com-
mercial conditions render it imperatively necessary
that we should throw a wall around them to pro-
tect and sustain them until a certain period has
been reached. The hon. gentleman, as a good Can-
adian, dilated at length on, and said he was proud of, the
nataral resoarces of our country. He pointed to the min-

Mr. Poarm.

eral wealth, to the lumbering wealth, and to the weslth we
see ail around us. Of these resources we have enough for
ourselves, and enough for nearly all the world besides, and
of that we are proud. It is our inheritance, and I think it
should be our endeavor to maintain it as our inheritance.
What would be the result if the scheme which that hon.
gentleman, and hon. gentlemen opposite advocate, were
adopted ? It would be imply this, that under commercial
union the raw material would be taken from this country,
and manufactured in the United States, and the manufac.
tured articles would be sent back here. They tell us that
is ail nonsense; if you had commercial union with the
United States your country would flourish, manufactures
would spring up hore; you would have a larger market;
your population would increase in every town and city, and
your rut al population would increase ; we need fear nothing
from commercial union, so far as our manufactures are con-
cerned. Allow me to say that commercial union between
the States and Canada would be altogether different
fron commercial union as it exists between New York
and Pennsylvania. New York and Pennsylvania are com-
mercially united, but they are also politically united.
If a residont in New York State has $50,000 which he
wishes to invest in manufactures, he can invest it in Penn.
sylvania with every confidence, and under regular condi-
tions the investment would increase, for it is made not in a
foreizn country. But in the cage of an American with
8500,000, what is there to induce him to invest his capital
in manufacturing establishments in Canada ? Nothing
whatever, for ho would be investing it in a foreign country.
The investment might be ruined by tariff changes, and
even if we made a treaty for ten, twelve, fifteen years, it
would not be sufficient to induce men to advance large sume
in establishing manufacturing industries here. The only
course that would be adopted is obvions. The Americans
would take the raw material and manufacture it in the
United States and send the manufactured products back
here. Of course they would be quite safe under such an
arrangement. In the evont of the arrangement beingbroken
their trade would be hampered for a time, but they would not
lose much money. So the analogy of commercial union as be-
tween New Yorkand Pennsylvania does not apply:to commer-
cial union as bctween Canada and the Unitod Stawes Then
the hon. menber for South Middleex (Mr. Armstrong)
touched on the iron industry and waxed very indignant
that such induQtry had not flurishod immediately after the
introduction of the measure which was brought in two or
three years ago. fHe said that the ta'riff was largely in-
creased, that we were promised blast furnaces bore and
thero, that the manufactures of iron would be largely
increased in our country. The hon gentleman, I presume,
knows very well the nurture and increase of an industry of
this nature cannot he effected in a day or a year. He
knows that taking alil the iron producing countries of the
world, they ail attained to eminence in production only
under a protective tariff, and not only so, but only after a
series of years of protection. The business mon of those
countries did not rir-e and charge the Government with
being incapable bocause whien they planted the seeds they
did not immediately grow and develop. No, they waited
patiently. They sowed the seed and years after they
got the ripened ears. I have, perhaps, directed the at-
tention of the Hlouse at a sufficient length bto the remarks
of the hon. member for South Middlesex (Kr. Armstrong),
and I will now proceed to consider some of the arguments
advanced in this House why this Parliament should adopt
commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity with the
United States. The great inducement beld out to us, of
course, is material prosperity, the great argument adduced
is that if we adopted this change it would tend to the pros-
perity of the country. lon. gentlemen opposite have
employed every means in their power, every means that
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smbition euld suggest or ingenuity devise to persuade, the justly complain, But, Sir, I tell those hon, gentlemen
people to withdraw their confidence from the leader of the opposite that he who distorts a truth, or exaggerates a
Government and those who support him. They have used misfortune for selfish motives or ambitions ends, is guilty
every means to excite discontent am-ng the people, but no of a grave wrong against bis country. For the purpose
method is more to be deprecated than that which they per- of showing that the state of our country is not so dreary,
sistently employed, in endeavoring to persuade not only so melancholy or so sad, as they would represent it to be, I
our own people, but the world outside that Canada is in a shall take the opportunity of troubling the House with a few
ruinous and depressed condition and fast crumbling to figures. I know that the mention of figures to hon. gentle-
pieces. With front unabashed they declare that great men is not very agreeable, for we ail know how very unplea-
distress prevails in our borders; they say we are bur- sant it is to listen to a long string of figures which some,
dened with a weight of taxation that is hampering perhaps, can scarcely grasp, but notwithstanding it is some-
ail our energies and enterprise, they lament the de- times necessary to use figures in order to make clearer the
crease in the value of land, they say there is a huge point that you are arguing. I think, Sir, it may be laid
debt hanging around our neck like a millstone which is down as an axiom of political economy that a nation that
dragging us down to the depths of national despair. is saving money and laying by money year after year,
Sir, almost with joy they shout, that our people are fleeing, must be in a commercially sound and healthy condition.
and have fled, from our country as from a plague-stricken Now, if I can show that the people of Canada have for
city, on accunt of the provoking tyranny of an obstinate, years past been laying money by, I think that these impu-
of a wicked and an ignorant oligarchy. Sir, they not only tations of poverty and groans of distress which the hon.
tell us that, but they say that millions of money are every gentleman made with reference to our country, wili not be
year extracted from the pockets of poor men, clothcd in substantiatel. From the Public Accounts, I learn that we
rags and on the verge of starvation, and iniquitously began Confederation with a balance in Dominion saving
handed over to swell the bloated wealth of that abomina- banks to the credit of the four old Provinces amounting to
tion of abominations, that anathema maranatha, the $1,994,565.22. On lst July, 1872, this sum, with the help
manufacturer. Not only that, but they tell us that the ot Manitoba, which had lately been constituted a Province,
trade of our eountry bas not increased as rapidly as it and British Columbia admitted to the Cunfederation during
ought to have done, or as rapidly as it could have done, the previous year amounted to $10,221,393.48, of which
under a system far different; and, Sir, they recall with a 81,749,835.35 werc in cash deposits. On 1st July, 1877,
sigh of tender regret, the good old days when men, strong, with Prince Edward Island adnitted in 1873, the sum
self-respecuing workingmen, were forcel to be idle, were to the credit of the various Provirces was814,898,010.37, of
looking for work but could not obtain it, and were con- which sum $7,090,729 04 were cash deposits. On lst
demned to dine on the smell of the soup kitchen. In the fore. July, 1882, the balance in deposits was S36,575,010.69,
ground of this dark and melancholy picture, there is one of which sum $13,893,065.13 were in cash deposits.
figure which they persist in keeping there, and that is the On the 1st July, 1887, the total amount due to the thrifty
Canadian farmer. The Canadian farmer they bespatter with people of this Dominion was 853,892,122.25, of which sum
compliments which no one can regard as tincere, and thoy they had deposited during the last twelve months,
beslohber him with a fulsomeness that is perfectly disgusting $11,480,859.02. lu these figures which I have quoted, I
from its obvious selfishness. In one breath they tell us that have exhibited to this House the simplest and perhaps the
the Canadian farmer is quite able to take care ot' himself (and most accurate barometrical test which it is possible to pre.
in that opinion I very heartily agree), while a moment later sont of a nation's prosperity. Its accuracy consists in this:
they bewail his unhappy condition as being ground down that it is far wider and more exact than individual ex-
under the iron heel of a fiscal despotism. The hon. member for perience could possibly be; and its accuracy may be de-
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), a year ago, declared pended upon, becauso neither political pissions nor party
that the condition of the farmer in Canada was perfectly prejudice bas a place in the showing. Nor can it be said
deplorable; hurden upon burden was being heaped upon that our people have been saving money at the expense of
him, and he was being subjected more and more to the their credit, because, if we again turn to the statistics, we
keen competition of the markets which he had hitheito find that in the five years from 1873 to 1878, inclusive, on
controlled. In fact, so dreadfully wretched was his condi- every 8100 of notes and other debts due by our people in
tion that the hon. gentleman was forced to exclaim that the the uhartered banks of Canada we paid an average of
Canadian farmer "exista" but does not "live." Sir, the 896.48j; in the five years from 1878 to 1882. inclusive, we
summing up of this hon. gentleman, after a survey of paid $96.34, not quite as much as in the preceding peried;
the material condition of Canada, was simply this: but in the five years from 1882 to 1887 we paid 697.66.
that ninety-nine one-hundredths of the people of Canada In other words, our ab-lity to pay this class of indebtednes
were born to toil, and moil, and starve, and suffer, and fell short of complote liquidation in the first quinquennial
die-not a very bright picture, indeed. Sir, I have given period by 3.51½ per cent.; in the second period by 8.66
you a short outline of the condition which those gentlemen per cent.; and in the last period by only 2.34 per cent.
wish us to believe the country is in. I shall leave it now, I think this statement shows very conclusively that, during
for I am sure every one knows that a walk through a grave the last five years at loast, the people have been saving
yard is not conductive to bright or cheerful thoughts, and money despite al tbat bon, gentlemen opposite have to say
every man is thankful and happy to be awakened from a of their poverty and distress. It is almost impossible to
nightmare. Before I turn froim it to something that is believe tbat people who are so distressed as these hon.
more weloome to our ears and more encouraging to our gentlemen represent us to be could by any possibility
hearts, I wish to make a brief observation. It requires no manage to pay so much of their lawful debts; but it may
great ability to snarl at our present state or to belittle our be gratifying te hon. gentlemen opposite to learn that
present good and to fill the future with evil forebodings. during the period which is marked by their incumbency of
Fault finding is within the reach of the humblest intellect, office, our inability te discharge debts of the kind mentioned
because, Sir, such is the nature of ail human affairs that was at the highest point, namely, 4 59 per cent. And, Sir,
Pessimistic criticism i always possible, for as no nation or that our people are living in comfort may he inferred from
no individual is perfectly wise, so no nation and no indivi- the sums expended by them. upon luxuries and the elegant
dual is perfectly happy, and we will always find something i refinements eof life. For instance, in the year 1868, they
lu our condition as citizens or as private individualsi spent upon imported silks, satins and velvets, upon
Of whiek we may with apparent reasonablenoes jewellery and other costly trinkets in gold and silver, an4
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upon musical Instruments, $1,689,626; in 1873 they spent
$3,790,664; in 1878, under the reign of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, they spent only $2,313,227; in 1883 the sum had again
risen to $3,397,624; and in 1888 it amounted to $4,343,848.
Now, Sir, it is impossible to believe that a people
of between four and five millions in a distressed and
starving condition could expend sncb large sums of money
upon articles which are not necessary for their existence,
and we must conclude that the representations of ruin and
decay which have been made in this House are untrue and
entirely without foundation. Again, Sir, the average year.
ly amount involved in business failures from 1873 to 1879,
a period in which a revenue tariff was in force, was $17,-
887,000, whereas the yearly average from 1880 to 1888, in-
clusive, was $11,582,313, or $6,304,687 less than during the
former period, showing that the business of the country
during the last eight years was in a much more healthy
condition than during the preceding period. Sir, this part
of my argument is not intentionally devoted to a defence of
the National Policy, but to every Canadian who desires to
know the true state of the trade and business of the country,
I submit that these figures are very pertinent indeed. These
hon. gentlemen also complained that the trade of this coun-
try bas not increased as rapidly as it should have done or
as it would have done, had they, I presume, been in office.
Now, Sir, to the state of the trade of the country
I wish to call your attention for a short time.
Looking at the figures given in the Trade anj
Navigation Returns, it is quite evident that from Con-
federation up to a certain period our trade advanced but very
slightly. In fact, it seemed as if it were about to be very
seriously impaired; but, Sir, I am happy to say that, later
in our history, this fear proved to be altogether groundles.
I have divided our history into three periode of trade. I
think the principle of comparing the exports and importe
of one year with those of another is scarcely the proper
way in which to obtain a correct idea of the business of the
country. The first period I have taken extends from 186 i
to 1874. In that period the Provinces of Prince Edward
Island, Manitoba and British Columbia were brought into
the Confederation. The trade for these years shows a total
annual average of $172,834,414, and for the second period,
from 1875 to 1879, inclusive, the yearly average was $175,-
239,776, which is, perhaps, no greater than the first period
would have been had the Provinces of Prince Edward Island
and British Columbia been included. The third period, ex.
tended from 1880 to 1888, exhibits sncb a marked increase
in the value of trade that it cannot fail to arrest the atten-
tion. Whilst in the first days of Confederation our trade
had scarcely increased by a single dollar, .t the close of
1879 the average annual value of the trade was $28,000,-
000. I ask hon. gentlemen if this is not creditable
to Canada ? I ask them if it looks like rmin and decay,
and if it is a sufficient reason why they should clothe
themselves with sackcloth and ashes, rend their
garments, tear their hair, and cry ont with bitter
lamentations that Canada is going to the dogs ? No, it is
rather cause for rejoicing and congratulation, and ought to
convince the incredulous, and confirm the doubting, that
Canada has nothing to fear from the peaceful rivalry and
competition of friendly powers, but that the only thing
which can injure her growth and prosperity is treason and
cowardice at home. This statement cannot be weakened
either by referring to the decline of prices, because the
decline which took place in 1873 bas continued down to
the present time in a great many articles. I think I have
adduced sufficient statistics, varied and adequate, to prove
that the gloomy view which these hon, gentlemen take of
our condition isj ot sustained by facts. Before I leave this
subject it will be necessary to speak of the effect of the
National Policy un nthis country. Hon. gentlemen op-
posite have not only described our country as in a pitiable
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condition, and our people as very much depressed, but they
have also found a cause for it, and that cause ie the National
Policy. I do not intend to enter upon the arguments attack-
ing or defending that policy, because it would certainly be a
very bold, I should say a reckless man, who would at-
tempt to weary the House with arguing on a subject that
has been debated by the keenest intellects in the Dominion.
But while hon. gentlemen opposite are pleased to attribute
all the evils of this country to the National Policy, which
tbey consider to be the poisoned source of all our woe, I
would ask them for a moment to consider that, perhaps,
those who have opposed this policy from theoretical
views or from lessons learned from poLtical economists,
might be inclined, perhaps, to pause when I observe
that neither free trade nor protection is, in my opinion,
an essential of exchange, but that they are simply con-
ditions of trade, and before we condemn the fiscal
policy of Canada, we should study very carefully the two
different fiscal systems of the great English-speaking peoples
and the greatest trading commercial nations in the world.
If we do that, we will be less inclined to blame the National
Policy for any of the effects which we consider are not
satisfactory in our country. Under a system of free trade,
as well as under protection, there would be found large
commercial development and a sound financial condition,
and I may also say that under either system will be found
these signs and indications which show an awakening in
commercial and mechanical enterprises, and under
neither system will we find that the adoption or
the modification of either has been cither able to
banish from the toiling masses of the poor the
morbid song of oppressed poverty and the touching
refrain that we hear from those who through improvidence
are unable to look after themselves. Before leaving this
subject I wish very briefly to allude to the effect of the
National Policy on the agriculturists of this country. We
are often told that the National Policy has had a most
injurious effect upon the interests of the farmer, and in
this respect I am not at all inclined to agree with hon.
gentlemen opposite. When this policy was discussed, it is
alleged by hon. gentlemen opposite that certain promises
were made to this country; and they have repeated in
this flouse time and again that it was promised the National
Policy would bring higher prices for farmers' produce. l
fact, the right hon. the First Minister Las been charged,
time and again, with having made this promise. Now, I
consider that is a wilful misrepresentation of the facts.
It is a wilful misrepresentation both of the spirit and the
letter of all the arguments that we ever heard on this sub-
ject. All that was said in defence of the National Policy
was simply that since the people of the United States
would not admit our produce to their markets upon the
same terms as we admitted theirs to ours, and since their
farmers were driving our own farmers out of the country,
and obliging them to sell their produce in a foreign land,
then we would take a leaf from their book and protect

3 ourselves, and whatever advantage was to be obtaiied by
having a home market for the farmers, we would have.
That was all that was ever said. Now, the question to be
asked and answered in this House is not, Has the National
Policy made prices higher or lower, because no one ever
contended that it could have such an effect, but the question
is, Has the National Policy kept the Canadian market for
the Canadian farmer? If it has, then I contend that all
the objections that these hon. gentlemen on the opposite
benches make to the National Policy, in regard to its
influenco on the farming community, are perfectly ground-
les&, and that they have no foundation whatever in fact. I
shall now proceed to show you from the few statitstics I

3 have here that this conteation has been fulfilled, and that
the Canadian market has been kept for the Canadian far-
mer. In the eight years preceding the adoption of the
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National Policy, $103,330,226 worth of wheat flour and
other breadstuffs was imported for home consumption into
Canada. In the eight years succeeding the National
Policy, only $25,459,165 worth bas been imported. That
is to say, that our farmers bave sold of their own products,
in their own markets, nearly 878,000,000 worth, or nearly
$10,000,00O a year, more than in the eight years prior to
the introduction of the National Policy. Does not that
show, and prove as clearly as figures can prove, that the
National Policy has kept ihe Canadian market for the
Canadian farmer. Let me put it in another way. Of the
8128,000,000 of breadstuffs imported for home consumption
for the sixteen years from 1872 to 1887 inclusive, 80 per
cent. were obtained befere 1879, and only 20 percent.
since that year. In the presence of these facts, I ask how
hon. gentlemen can say that, in these articles at least, the
National Policy bas not kept the Canadian market for the
Canadian farmer. This policy has also contributed largely
to the advantage of the farmer in other respects in his occu-
pation, There is no question that, in regard to the dairy
interests and the cattle exportation business, which are now
forming the main interests of many farmers in this country,
the National Policy has had a beneficial effect. But it is
said that, even if the farmers are receiving a little more for
their stock and their dairy produce, if the National Policy
bas benefitted them in that way, they are being charged
more than their fair share of the burdens of the country.
That I also deny. I contend that such is the condition
of the Canadian farmer that, supplying as ho
does so many of these articles for his own consumption,
so many of the commodities which ho uses himself, ho is
effectually and salely guarded against any excessive imposts
The farmer of this country is able and willing to pay his
fair share of the amount required to provide for the good
government of the country, and he is not flattered by hon.
gentlemen who represent him as a pauper or as an over-
burdened drudge. Something bas been said in relation to
the fall of the prices of farm produce. The hon. the Finance
Minister alluded to that subject in his Budget speech.
I will for a short time examine that matter a little further,
and show how it is, apart altogether from any fiscal policy,
that the prices of agricultural products of every kind, not
only in Canada, but the world over, have fallen. When
hon gentlemen are discussing the low prices of produce
bere and the low receipts which farmers get for what they
raise, they should be honest. They should not say that it
is the National Policy that causes the fall in prices. Let
them point out any article of the farmers' produce which
they can say would have been higher in price if the tariff
were abolished. Can they mention a single article that
would be one cent higher if the National Policy were
abolished to-morrow ? Not one. Then, if the protective
tariff does not of itself lower the price of these articles,
why should they charge it and make it blameable
for all the evils which affect the Canadian farmer ? In
the year 1873, a noticeable downward tendency of prices
began in very many articles, not only in Canada, but all
over the world, and, as Canada is a country which still ex-
ports largely of agricultural products, and these have been
affected by this decline, 1 shall endeavor to show, as clearly
as I am able, how this downward tendency has affected the
produce of farmers. In 1882 we exported a certain quantity
of wheat, for which we received a certain sum of monecy.
In 1887 we exported 41.9 per cent. more wheat, and
leceived 3.6 per cent. less money. In other words, in 1882
we sold 100 bushels of wheat, for which we got $127, and in
1887 we sold 141.9 bushels of wheat, for which we got only
8122 50, the price falling in that time 40 cents per bushel.
Do the hon. gentlemen mean tosay that the National Policy
ws responsible for that, or that free trade would have been
responsible for it ? There are causes all over the world
which result in this downward tendency, but what the

National Policy las done is to allow our farmers to stand
more firmly against that decline than the farmers of any
other country in the world. Their own energy and cour-
ago, combined with the National Policy, have on-
abled them to stand more steadily than almost any
farmers in the world. Of flour we exported in 1887,
4·5 per cent. more than in 1882, and we received 19î per
cent. less money ; that is, for every 100 barrols
of flour in 1882 we got 8579, and for every 100
barrels sent out in 1887 we got only $446. We
will take also cheese, another very important article
in our agricultural industry; in fact, it is the mainstay of
many farmers in the western section of the Province of
Ontario. Of cheese, in 1887, we exported more than in
1882, by 42-04, for which we received 26-03 more money ;
that is, for every hundred pounds of cheese exported in 1882,
we got $10.80; for every hundred pounds exported in 1887,
we only got 89.60. Numerous other articles might be taken
to show how this fall of prices has affected the value of the
agricultural products of Canada, how the volume has un-
doubtedly inereased, and the value has diminished. But,
Sir, the National Policy is not responsible for that. Now,
these hon. gentlemen have found the causes of the ills,
which, they say, affect Canada, but they propose no remedy.
Well, suppose that al the evil things which they have de-
clared to exist, do really exist, then we will enquire of
them, What remedy do you propose ? What have you to
offer instead of the National Policy that will botter promote
the national sentiment, the national prosperity, the national
progress, the national life ? Have you a policy of your own,
which yon, as Canadians, can formulate and devise and
maintain, that the ever changing, every varying conditions
of Canadian life demand ? No, Sir, they have not. They
have nothing to offer as a remedy for this alleged pitiful
and mournful condition of our country. They have nothing
to hold out to us except the pity of a foreign nation
which has never been remarkable for its generosity, but
always remembered its own self-interest. Sir, a broad
line of distinction is very marked between the two great
parties that divide the political sentiment of this country.
For the alleged distress and depression of trade, the gentle-
mon have nothing to offer exoept that which they may
obtain from another country, they have nothing to present
by which this distress and depression may be removed.
Twelve years ago, when this distress and depression were
real and undeniable, did the Conservative party appeal to
a foreign power ? No; they only appealed to the intelli-
gence and the enterprise of Canadians, and Canadians only.
The hon. member for South Oxford the other evening,
while speaking of the policy of this nature which the
people of Canada had adopted, declared that the Govern.
ment were knaves and their followers were fools. Sir, the
instincts of human nature suspects a man who expresses a
supercilious contempt for his neighbor's virtue or his neigh-
bor'd wisdom. I will not call the hon. gentleman a fool,
I will not cali him a knave, but the people of this country,
by their acts, very shrewdly suspect that he is a nauseous
compound of both. Sir, I ask you, whioh is the more dignified
course to pursue: appeal to a foreign nation, or appeal to
your own nation? I ask, which is the more likely to be con-
ducive to our welfare, which is the more in harmony
with the spirit of a people, which is the more conducive to
the promotion and preservation of our self-respect, of our
rights and liberties ? Sir, which is the more likely to be
effectuai? Unrestricted Reciprocity, which these hon.
gentlemen, by the aid of their good friends on the other
aide of the border, hop to persuade the people of Canada to
adopt, is a dream which no one seema precisely to under-
stand, or, if they do, they are afraid to express it. If by
Unrestricted Reciprocity, asawe sometimes are led to believe,
is meant a treaty, an arrangement, a scheme, a bargain,
with the people of the United States upon the line of the
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Treaty of 1854, narrowed in some places, widened in others,
but which will enable us to keep full control of our tarif
with the different nations of the world, why, then, that is
the policy of the Cònservative party, that is no new policy,
and the word "unrestricted " is quite superfluous. But if, by
Unrestricted Reciprocity is meant Commercial Union, which
the hon. member for South Middlesex undoubtedly adopts
and defends, thon I say that any scheme by which that
may be brought about, any arrangement by which commer-
cial union between Canada and the United States may be
consummated, is not a treaty of trade and commerce, it is
the political surrender of a nation. Commercial union, lot
hon. gentlemen say what they please, let them define it as
they like, only means one thing, and that is for all practical
purposee we shall become an integral portion of the United
States, that we shall not only become, but be, a portion of
that country ; that we shall be regarded and treated as
such by other nations, England included. Now, I consider
that to adopt this scheme would be to do that which no
free people will willingly do. We are told that unrestrict-
ed reciprocity would not necessarily lead to annexation.
Suppose it did not; it is undoubtedly true that we would be
one in thirteen of a body to regulate our tarif. Now, Sir, I
say that no free people can give up the right to tax them-
selves. If we do so, we abdicate at least one of the attri-
butes of a free and sovereign people which we now possess.
But, Sir, not only do we give up the right to tax
ourselves, but we are compelled to tax ourselves as we
do not please, because there can b no help for it
but that we must have recourse to direct taxation, and that
system is not palatable to the people of this country. No
doubt, in the brief history of Canada there have been things
which we could wibh had been otherwise ; there is no ques-
tion that the future of our country is in our own hands, and
there can be no question, I think, that the people of Canada
are of the opinion, and have made up their minds, that they
will go their own way in the path of progress and develop-
ment, irrespective of all the blandishments of power or
wealth. For my part I believe it to be unmanly to seek to
cast our bardons upon others, I think it is cowardly. Be-
sides, Sir, why should Canadians shrink from the future ?
It is true that we may have regrets, but why should we
have fea s ? Sir, the 21 years of our short life is but as a
day's march in the long road that leads to national prosper-
ity and national splendor. If Canadians are ouly true to
themselves and true to their country, I believe they may
await with firmest confidence and highest hope whatever
fate the rolling years shall bring.

Mr. MCMULLEN. We have listened for some time to
the eloquent address given by the hon. member for Huron
(Mr Porter). I am not going to attempt, at this late hour,
to follow his remarks, but I prefer to leave them in charge
of some hon. member who will follow in the discussion in
coming days. We are engaged in a very important dis-
cussion : the trade policy of this country is always a very
important question, as it is to every nation, and it should
receive at the bands of the representatives their careful
and serious attention. We have Involved in this question
also the amendment of the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), with respect to our trade relations
with the United States. But before proceeding to take up
these two questions and discass them, I will make some
reference to remarks dropped by hon,. gentlemen who have
preceded me. The hon. mem ber for 8outh Renfrew (Mr.
White) delive red a speech last night to which I listened
with great pleasure, and I suppose that from his own
stanapointit was a fair exposition of the position of
hon. gentlemen opposite. lie referred to the speech
delivered by the hon. member for North Norfolk
Mr. Charlton), and he stated that it would have been
better if it had been 'delivered on ibe floor of Congress.

Mr. Poarm.

I have had the ploeasure of listening to the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mir. Charlton) for a great
many years, and as the representative of a constituency he
is an ornament and a decidod advantage to this House, and
his views and opinions expressed on public questions have
met with general respect -wherever they have been deliv-
ered. It, therefore, ill becomes any member to characterise
his able and very valuable effort last night in relation te
the trade question of this country by saying that that
speech should have been delivered on the floor of Congress.
Another question always raised, or a port into which hon.
gentlemen always betake themselves when cornered on the
question of trade relations, is that we are disloyai, that we
wish to band over the country, body and boues, to the
United States, that we are seeking a connection with the
United States, which eventually will result in complote
political union. It is very surprising how hon. gentlemen
opposite can at the same time blow hot and cold. On the
introduction of the National Policy in 1878 the Finance
Minister stated, not only in this House but in this country,
that the object of that policy was to secure trade rela-
tions of an advantageous character with the United
States, that ho wanted either reciprocity of trade or reci-
procity of tarif, and he declared when we entered upon our

ational Policy, our protective tarif, that a very short
time would elapse until we would obtain from the United
States the trade relations we require. Hon. gentlemen op-
posite placed upon the statute-book of the country a statute
declaring that when the United States were prepared to
enter into trade relations with us in certain named products
of our country and their country, the Government were
prepared to meet them. I should like to know if, at this
period of our history, it is considered to be disloyal to ad-
vocate unrestricted reciprocity, whether it was disloyal in
1878 for the leader of the Government to place this statute
on the statutc-book. It is standing there still, it has never
been repealed, ltis a standing offer, not on our part, but
on their part. It is an absurd idea to so characterise our
efforts to secure from the Americans more extended trade
relations than we at present enjoy, when hon. gentlemen
opposite have passed a statutory enactment declaring they
were ready to accept improved trade relations with the United
States. This question of disloyalty should be dispensed with
without further consideration. Another question referred to
by the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.fWhite) was, that
the -price of lands in the United States had receded very much.
I am glad to find that hon. gentlemen opposite, although it
has been bard work to bring them to it, are beginning to
admit that the prices of lands have fallen in Canada. The
farmers, I am satisfied, would not very much longer put up
with the persistent statement that real estate is holding its
own. Now hon. gentlemen opposite find it necessary to
admit that it is not. The hon. member for Renfrew went
on to state that in New York State real estate had fallen
in price very much. The difference between our position
and that of New York State is this: We quite admit that
the prices of real estate there may have shrunk, the reason
for which is that many of their people have gone west and
taken up new sections; but in our country it is quite
different, for when our people emigrate they go in a large
measure to the Western States instead Of going to our own
North-West. We admit that a good many have gone to
our North-West, but the fact is that in the Western and
North Western States to-day there may be found large
numbers of Canadians. We deplore that fact, we would
prefer to have our people in our own country, but
the unfortunate fact romains that they are not hore.
[n the United States Americans do not leave their
country and come here, whereas there bas been
a steady stream of emigration from our country which has
gone to fillup and develop-the WesternBStates. i rep0at
that we deplore that. We tay that a policy whih con-
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tinues sieh a state of things is a bad policy. The hon. mem. thon, again, we have a notable relative to that particular
ber for North Renfrw ( ir. White), also drew attention family who occupies the position of Commandant General,
to the faët that the hon. member for North Norfolk (Kr. Mr. Cameron, who, I thiok, was once sent to the North-
Charlton) statéd sôme years ago that ho was in favor of West on a celebrated occasion. He went there, but we
protection, and ho quoted some extraits from a speech deli- cannot say of hima, as was eaid of a noted general, that ho
vered by the hon. gentleman in 1876. There are, however, went, and saw, and conquered, for ho went, and saw, and
very few great public men who have never changed their ran away, but did not conquer. However, ho is drawing a
minds. Mr. Gladstone has done so on several occasions, as salary as Commandant General of $4,000 a year. We have
have other prominent men. But if hon. gentlemen opposite the bon. the Minister of Marine and Fiheries, who bas
want to know achange, I would ask them to remember that latoly been installed in his position, and ho is
the leader of the Government and Sir Charles Tupper wore drawing $8,000 a year. We have also a person who has
free traders up te a very short time before the introduction been brought to this country for the purpose of dis-
of the National Policy. The late Minister of Finance had charging the duties of secretary to that bon. Minister, or
on bis desk a speech prepared to deliver on the broad rather, as I have already said, performing the duty of a
question of free trade before the hon. member for Oxford wet nurse to the hon. gentleman so as to enable him to
came down with his Budget speech. He was a free trader discharge the duties of his office until such times as ho
up to that time, and then he became a protectionist. So if comes to the years of maturity, whon he will be able to
the Minister of Fisheries were present, I would ask him to carry them on himself-we have this secretary brought
put down the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Chari- from London at a salary of $2,800 a year. Looking over
ton), as a protectioniat in 1876 and the leader of the the items of law expenses last year, I find that we paid to
Government as a free trader in 1876, and deducting one a person named Wallace Graham, of lalifax, 87,365 for law
from the other he would perhaps be botter able to tell us costs, and [ understand that this man is a partner of the
the result than he was yesterday. The hon. member for hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. This all put
Huron (Mr. Porter), stated that yesterday the Minister of together nets up to the sum of $40,459 that the family have
Marine and Fsheries had unhorsed hisopponent. I watched drawn from Canada last year. The hon. gentleman told as
the delivery of that speech and the hon. gentleman's style in his opening speech that the country was prosperous.
and gesture, and I must say that it was more characteristic No doubt it is. As far as the Tupper family is concerned,
of a horse jockey than of a'Minister of the Crown. they are prospering. Talk about the country being in

Mr. HESSON. What kind of a jockey are you ? financial embarrassment. It would be absurd to expect
them to talk in that way, for as long as they can maintain

Mr. McXIULLEN. I was rather surprised at the state- this condi!Ïon of things and draw from the public Treasury
ment the hon. gentleman made in regard to the reduction the enormoIs amount they draw, they will always be willing
in the prices of land. Hie said they bad roduced 100 per to stand up for its prosperity and devote their eloquence to
cent. The next time the hon. gentleman undertakes to the continuance in power of the Government which enables
deal with a matter of that kind in this louse, it would be them to draw at the public expense $3,372 por month for
well if he had a blackboard introduced hore, se that he their particular family. Tho hon. member for South Oxford
could set down the figures, and make the deductions, to (Sir Richard Cart wright) was taken to task because ho stated
show how ho cemes to a conclusion of deducting 100 per that some of the public accounts were cooked. Any person
cent. from the value of lands, and let as see what is left. I who will carefully look into the manner in which the
can only say, from the manner in which ho delivered bis accounts in the Auditor Goneral'is Report are put togother,
speech, that ho showed considerable ignorance of public must come to the conclusion that the acoounts were cooked,
questions, and his ignorance was only equalled by his and abominably cooked, for a purpose. Take, for instance,
andacity in the manner of bis delivery. The hon. gentle- the accounta of the Inter colonial Railway for last year, and
man said he could dispose of a great many of the state- yon find in the neighborhood of $28,000 charged f1or heating
mente that the hon. member for South Oxtord had made, and lighting cars. I would like to know what that has got
and ho went on in bis own style to dispose of them, but to do with capital account. We find the sucu of $38,000
instead ol disposing of them ho actually confirmed those charged for snow fences a d snow sheds, and i would like
statements, and especially so by his admission that there to know what that also bas got to do with capital account,
was a decrease in the value of lands. I would draw the unless those items are put in for the purpose of trying to keep
attention of the House briefly to the cost that this country out ofthe generalexpenditureamounts thatshould becharged
incurs by having in our midst the family of the Tuppors. to annual expenditure, and in order to try and show the

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. country that the LIntercolonial Railway is in a botter condi-
tion than it really is. The Intercolonial Railway was

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not think there is anything looked upon as a necessity of Confederation and the people,wrong in letting the country know this. I drew the atten- supported it in order to have an outiet to the soaboard
tion of the House, a short time ago, to the amount that had without being compelled to go through the United States.
becu received by the High Commissioner last year. 1 will Since the hon, gentlemen occupying the Treasury benches
now give the amount that bas been received by the several got into power, thoy have, unfortunatoly for the country,
members of the family this year, and 1 may remark that it built branches and have added to the capital account
is rather singular that a young man who is virtually but a in connection with that railway, urtil to-day we have some-
youth, should be admitted to the Cabinet over the heads of thing like $57,700,000 sunk in that road, and upon this
older, and graver, and devoted followers of the right hon. money the people of the country have to pay an annual
gentleman who leads the Government, but still it is a fact. interest. The road is now handled in the interests

Some hon. ]ME"BER. Question. of the coal miners and for political purposes, and is not
paying its own expenses. You will not find in the history

Mr. MoMULLEN. I am speaking to the question, and of Canada anything of this kind in connection with any
I am not wandering from it. We are dealing with the other line. lit was said the o ber night by the Minister of
financial position of the country, and this matter bears Finance that when the hon. member for East York (Mr.
directly on it. The year before last, the senior Tapper, Mackenzie) had charge of the road that it did not pay
the Hon. Sir Oharles, drew 014,5.0. Last year, ho has running expenses thon, but thero is not a railway in this
drawn altogether, as I have shown from the public records country that bas in its inception aid running expenses.
iU the@ evidmnce i pr.eented to the omaittoe, 818,94; If you take thei hitory of the Grand Trunk RailwV,
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you will find that it took many yeurs to accumulate
a traffic in order to make the road lucrative. It was
the same with the Great Western and the same
with the Northern. It took then some time to get
traffe before they began to pay, and if the ILter-
colonial Railway had been managed properly and
due regard for economy had been practised by hon.
gentlemen opposite the Intercolonial Railway would be
paying running expenses to-day. In place of doing that it
is a drag upon the resources of the people of the country.
The hon. gentleman also said that the North-West would
fill up and that we could not deny that there had been an
increase in the population. That is very true, but if it had
not been for the maladministration of gentlemen opposite
the North-West would have filled up much more rapidly.
If the Government had handled the land and railway
mnatters in a manuer so as to secure the confidence of the
outside public that country would have a million inhabit-
ants to-day instead of about a quarter of a million.
Very many more settiers would be there. Their land policy
was objectionable. They allowed their friends to form ail
sorts of colonisation companies, and in many other ways to
get hold of land in that country; and the public got dis.
gusted, and the result is that we have not as many people
in that country to-day as we ought to have. The hon. gen.
tleman also spoke with regard to Mr. Mowat and Mr. Rose
having made some speeches upon the progress of this coun-
try. Well, we are glad to say that our country has progressed
and made some advancement, but that advancement has
been made in spite of the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite,
and not because of it, because their policy has been again't
the best interests of the country instead of beirg in favor of
them. He also told us that it was too late to discuss the
question of free trade and protection. I believe it i,. It
is getting late in the day to dîscuss that question, and the
reason is simply that hon. gentlemen opposite have within
the last ten years added so enormously to the debt of this
country that the necessary drain upon the people's resources
to meet the annual demands in the way of interest is enor-
mous. That drain has been seriously increased until we
are row placed in this position, that were we offered
free tiade by the United States to morrow, as was
clearly shown by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) our revenue would suffer, and we would require
in some way to provide for sums that we might possibly
lose by an arrangement of that kind. The hon. gentleman
also stated that we cannot help the manufacturers of the
country without helping the farmers. Well, it is rather
amusing to heur hon. gentlemen opposite make such state-
ments as that. It is well known that the manufacturers of
this country, particularly the manufacturers of agricultural
implements, have a decided advantage over the farmers of
this Dominion, and in many ways the farmers are seriously
suffering. Take, for instance, the article of binders. We
know perfectly well that they have been turned out of the
shops in the last season ut a cost of a little legs than $80,
while they are sold to the farmers ut 8150. What is the
reason of that? Simply because yon cannot import them
from the United States, and pay the enormous duty and the
freight. The manufacturers in this country are so well
aware of what it costs to bring agricultural implements
from the otber side that they put the price up to the outside
figure ut which they can be laid down. The same is the
case in a great many other things. Now, I would draw
attention for a moment to the losses we have sustained for
a year or two in connection with the operation of the
Intercolonial Railway. The loss in 1888 was $363,043.16,
and in 1887 the loss was $232,105.75. That clearly shows
that, instead of the loss annually getting less, it is
annually getting more; and bon. gentlemen charged to
capital account this year, including the items I have refer-
red to, 8742,385.38. Now, I was rather amused with the
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statement of the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries that
we would yet suceed in making a treaty with the United
States. He said there was a prospect now, that Mr. Har-
rison bad come into power, of making a treaty of that kind.
Well, Sir, I have no faith in the gentlemen who are so
blindly and determinedly devoted to the National Policy
ever making a treaty of extended trade relations with the
United States, unless they are forced and driven to it by
the people of this country. I am thoroughly convinced
that the First Minister is able to turn a corner of that kind
if lie found it necessary in order to retain office; but I am
satisfied that it will require very strong pressure and close
watching on the part of the people of this country to obtain
extended trade relations with the United States under the
régime of hon. gentlemen opposite. The manufacturersof this
country, it is well known, have contributed very largely to
some things that were of vital necessity to the political ex-
istenee of these gentlemen. We have all heard how they
were invited, shortly before the elections, to provide the
sinews of war for the Government which had given them
the advantages they enjoy; and the probability is that as
long as the First Minister can hold power under the
condition of things as they are, he will do so; but
the moment that his grasp on the country appears
to become weak, and the people begin to realize that they
are being duped and humbugged, I have not the slightest
doubt that the corner may be turned and unrestricted re.
ciprocity adopted. With regard to the speech delivered by
the hon. Minister of Finance, I listened with a good deal
of attention to the statements lie made. He followed very
closely in the line of his predecessors, especially on the
question of averages. Sir Leonard Tilley, who was his
predecessor, some years ago, also paid a great deal of atten-
tion to averages. Hie said that the taxes of 1884 were
84-b2½a head, from 1874 to 1879 84.88 a head; and from
1879 to 1883 84.81 a head. The present Finance Minister
gave our taxation in 1t88 as 84 54 a head, but latterly,
when he came to count up our total taxes, he admitted that
the rate was 85.66 a head. As I saia, ihe followed very
closely the course which had been adopted by his pre-
decessor. We heard, however, a speech froin the hon. gen-
tleman in 1883. At that time he undertook to address the
flouse in the interest of then Finance Minister. He told
us that we had reached a point in our history when we
could bout of the proud fact that we had exported more
than we had imported, that the tide had turned, that the
balance of trade was in our favor, and that now we were on
the high road to prosperity. It happened that in the year
1880 we exported a few million dollars more than we im-
ported. Well, we have heard Dothing about the balance of
trade from that day till now. Every Finance Minister who
gets up to make his budget speech very cautiously avoids
making any reference to the balance of trade. Now, I
have the figures showing our exports and importe, and I
will read them:-

Year. Importa.
1881 ...... ............ ..... ... $105,330,840
1882 ............-....... 119,419,50W
1883........ . . ..... .............. 132,254,022
1884,. -.. ... , . 116,397,643
1885....... ............ ....... 108,941,486
188 6. . ---------. ··.............. ... ... . . 104,42 4,561
1887...., ............. ..... * 112,892,236
1888........................110,891,630

Total ..................... ... $910,554,918

Exporta.
$ 89,290,823

102,139,203
98,089,804
91,406,498
89,238,361
85,251,314
89,515,811
90,203,000

$744,134,814

Showing a balance of trade against us in those eight years
of $166,420,104. We have heard nothing more with regard
to the balance of trade since 1880, when we exported a littie
more than we im.orted. The Finance Minister talked about
the wise and vigorous policy which the Government had
adopted. I cannot say much for the wisdom of their policy,
but it has certainly been a vigorous one in the way of ex-

518



COMMONS DEBATES
tracting out of the pockets of the consumer a very large
amount annually. Sir Leonard Tilley boasted of having
some twenty millions of dollars of surplus in the first four
years of the National Policy, but wheu we take into consider-
ation not only the surplus he had but alo the amount of
money extracted by the increased cost of everything manu-
factured here and consumed by the people, you can easily
realise how vigorous the policy of theGovernment has been
in extracting from the people a very large amount. Another
thing to which the hon. gentleman referred was our debt.
On 30th January, 1889, he said that it was $286,650,000,
but he forgot on that occasion to give us the benefit of the
manner in which the prophesies of previous Finance
Ministers had been fulfilled with regard to reducing
our debt. His predecessor, in presenting his finan-
cial statement the previous year, said that he bad
been able just by a stroke of the pen to reduce the
debt of the ceuntry $53,000,000. He stated this reduc-
tion had been effected by a simple operation in interest
The Finance Minister bas forgotten that move on the part
of his piedecessor, and we are disappointed this year that
the announcement bas not been made of a further reduction
of 853,000,000. The hon. gentleman also stated that the in -
terestper capita bas been only increased 14 cents. I can-
not understand bow an hon. gentleman occupying the posi-
tion he does would dare make that statement. I cannot
tell where he got his figures-certainly not from our blue-
books. I defy him to show by any calculation of the figures
taken from the blue-books that such is the result. Take
the interest paid in 1878. We find that we paid 86,513,-
314, which, taking the population then at 4,000,000, would
give $1.63 per head. Take the interest in 1888, 89,823,313,
and it would give for 5,000,000 of a population 81.96 per
head. So that that would mean 33 cents per head increase
instead of 14. Now, either the Auditor General is falsifying
the facts or the Minister of Finance is falsifying the facts,
and I leave those two gentlemen to settle that question
between them, contenting myself with saying that we
have had a good deal of experience with the Auditor
General and find him generally correct. The hon. gentle-
man also gave his figures with regard to the increased
revenue, and the surplus we may expect in com-
ing years. He told us that, after providing for all in.
debtedness, he expects to have a surplus rext year of
82,000,000. Well, if there is one thing in the world hon.
gentlemen opposite do well, it is dealing out encouraging
prophetic utterances. We have had any number of pro.
phecies fromn them with regard to what is going to happen.
We know that when the hon. the First Minister came to
this House and asked for an additional sum with which to
construct the Canadian Pacifie Railway, he brought to us,
in apparent earnestness, a statement as to what we might
expect in the North-West fromn the revenue to be derived
from the sale of land and other resources. He said that by
1890 we would have 871,000,000 revenue, We know how
far we are to-day from realising that sum; we know that
instead of the North-West giving us any revenue, there bas
been a positive lose this year of over $150,000. Sir
Leonard Tilley also gave a statement as to what we might
look for in 1890. He told us that by 1890 he expected we
would have in the pockets of the country a surplus in cash
of $53,000,000. That is a prophecy which bears no evi-
dence of being fulfilled. We had another prophetie utterance
of a different kind. The hon. the Finance Minister ot the year
before last gave us an idea of what we might
expect out of the North-West when he asked the louse to
pass a resolution for the loan to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. You taire, he said, one hundred tbousand far-
mers, place tbem upon sections of land in the North-West,
calculate each farmer cultivates 320 acres, which h sows
with wheat, and admitting it will only yield 20 buashels to
the acre, and it is more likely to yield 40,-taking the pro-
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duct of that tract of land, the North-West will have to
send to the outside world 640,000,0"0 bnushels of wheat in a
few years. But a very small percentage of that predie-
tion bas been realised so far, and by the light of the non-
fulfilment of past predictions we may conclude that, with
regard to the surplus promised by the Finance Minister,
that prediction will not h. realised. The hon, gentleman,
in answer to some remarks of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) rogarding the Maritime
Provinces, said that my hon. friend hid belittled and insulted
the Maritime Provinces. Weil, I listened carefully to his
remarks and did not hear a single word disparaging these
Provinces. I consider that they, as well as ourselves, have
suffered at the hands of the present Government. They
have been compelled to pay a great deal more for what they
have to consume by the National Policy, but hon. gentle-
men opposite, in order if possible to keep therm in line,
are good at making promises, any number of which have
been made. They have promised increased railway accom-
modation, and in some cases have kept that promise. The
Intercolonial Railway bas been extended to meet the views
of gentlemen down tbere. I believe the Maritime Provinces
carne into Confederation, although opposed to it in the first
place, and they begin to realise now that, as they are in,
they must make the best fight they can and get ail they
possibly eau in the seramble for the division of the plunder
among the several Provinces. Another question touched
upon was the question of sugar. The hon. gentleman said
sugar was a little higher in Canada than what it was in the
United States. Well, at present, sugar in the United States,
under the influence of a combine, has been raised 2¾ cents
a lb above what it wou!d be if there was no combine, and
in the face of this extensive combine he had to admit that
in Canada we paid a little more for sugar than did the
people of the United States. It is at 1h present moment
about 810 a barrel higher in the United States than it would
be but for the combines. Another question I want to refer to,
which was alluded to by the Minister of Finance, is the duty
upon iron. In 1887 pig iron was imported at a duty of $2 a
ton. In 1887 the Finance Minister raised tae duty
to 84 a ton, besides $1 bounty. In 1885 we imported
43,759 tons of pig iron ; in 1886, 47,360 tons; in
1887, 48,250 tons ; and in 1888, 49,434 tons. We
produced in Canada, in 1887. 24,829 tonQ, and the
party who produced it admitted that he employed 250
bands in the production. In 1888 the amount produced
was 33,314 tons. Admitting that it required 250 bands to
produce the 24,000 tons in 1887, it would require 330 bands
to produce the 33,000 tons in 1888. The duty and bounty
in 1887 amounted to $124,135. Take the 250 bands whomn
this party employed at $400 a year wages, and that would
give 8100,000. Deduct ihat from the bounty and duty, and
the producer bas $24,135 left after paying bis wages, and
he bas bis pig iron for nothing. In 1888, for the production
of 33,314 tons, 330 men, as I have said, would be required,
and their wages, at the same rate, would amount to $132,000.
The duty and bounty on the amount of iron produced would
be 8 66,570. Take the wages from that and you find an
amount left of $34,570, after ail the wages are paid, and
they have all the pig iron they produce for nothing. I
think that shows most conclusively that the way in which
the duties are placed on pig iron is a gross fraud on the
consumera. Who are the consumers of iron ? Are they the
lawyers ? Are they the politicians ? Are they those who
sit in comfortable offices and use simply the pen with which
they write ? No, the consumera of iron are the farmers.
When the farmers bitch up their plough, they are using
iron. When they hite up their carriage, they are using
iron. When they use a barrow, they are using iron. To-
day, pig iron is worth 810 a ton, and we are paying a
bounty of $5, so it is 50 per cent. which the people are
charged on pig iron, I do not know in what way that ia
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helping the farmer by the operation of such a duty as that, osition who makes careful enquiry into the condition of the
though the Finance Minister said that helping the manu- people of the country. If the Geverament had taken the
facturer was helping the farmer. The Finance Minister alsao mney they borrowed, and had placed R in the banks of
spoke in regard to binding the Provinces together. I was this country, s0 as te allow them to discount for a les@
rather amused at some of bis remarks with regard to the price than they do now, the farmers might bave got money
efforts which the Government had made in that direction. cbeapcr than they e; but probably it waî te enable the
We know wbat has been the result in Manitoba. We kno v banksbere to keep up the rate of internat that they ent
that, since Confederation, we have had two wars in that the money te New York where they only get 1% per
country, which hîve been the result of neglect and cent,, while the banks here were paying 3j per cent.
mismanagement. Experience bas taught us that, bad If there is any reason wby interest in this country bas beau
the Government discharged their duty to that country, kept up, it is because the Government have beau cempeting
we would not have had the diffliculty we have had there, with tbe farmers in borrowing money. Through the Post
whieh bas resulted in an increase to our debt of 88,000,000, Office Savings Bank, and the Dominion Savings Banks ia
because the Government did not attend to the demands of the Maritime Provinces, they have a large amount of money
the unfortunate half breeds at the time and so saved the bjrrowed. It cests 4 per cent. interest and 1 per cent.
country from getting into a trouble of that kind. Thon te handie the money borrowed in this way, and if that
again, the bon ,entleman made some reference to the money, in vlace of being borrowed by the Governrent,
amount of taxes which the farmers paid. The Finance Min- had been placed at interest among the people,the probabili-
ister said-and it was only a repet tion of a portion of hi@ ties are that the farmers to-day weuld be able to borrow
speech in a previons year-that the farmer grows wool on money ut 4 or 5 per cent. in place of having te pay 6 per
bis own sheep, that he clips the wool with his own sbears, cent. on mortgaged real estate. We know that in Austra-
that he takes the wool to the littie mili which is driven by lia they borrow money ut 41 per cent. on goAdfarn
the rivulet at the foot of bis own farm, that ho takes it back securitieq, in tbe State cf New York yen can do that, and
and his industrious wife soins the yarn, that he takes it to even for les. I would like to know why we are net able
the weaver and bas the yarn waven, and that then ho has te de this in the Province cf Ontario where they have land
it made into clothes for his own wearing; and he wanted to serurity as good as yen will get in any part cf the British
know what duty the farmer paid on all that. I would like Empire. Sinply bocause the Gevernmont are competitors
to know from the bon. tentleman if our farmers are to wear with the firmere thet have te borrow money and pay large
nothing but what they produce and make thernsolves. You rate of interest, and that is the way the rate is kept up.
would farcy, to bear the han. gentleman speak, that a Now, I would say that the exports and the importe of a
fa' mer's wife should not wear a bonnet of a decent kind or country are the enly true way of jidging cf ite presperîty.
any oher aiticle et ornement. Sbe sheuld go to 1pcontend that we muet treat eceuntry the same
ehureh, aecording te the bon. gentleman, with a cettmn as we treat au individual. When we fid tht ah=anbs
baudkercbief on ber bead. A farmer's wîfe eght net te annually more then h o selling, wemistcoune to either
have any style. But wbat do wo find la the fept in regard ee ot tw hco clusions, tht beris buying boyrdhe means
te wbat fat-mers bave te pay. Wben the fermer sitedown and borrowing toe pay, or ese thathe obas resoures te draw
te breakfast, ho bas te pay 45 per centou the detf ho uses. upon witheut selling. I contend that whn we are annually
When ho ees to put the baruems on bis herse, it costs hum rcnning inte debtand adding te our responsibility by
35 per cent. If be bas any proper triinmings on thet bar. 10,000,000 and 12,000,000 a yeer, with the balance cf tra le
ness, tbey will cost hlm over 10) por ceint. Hoe bas te pay aunuelly gainst us, I say that oe clear evidence thit the
uver 50 per cent, on the iron wbicb is used in the varions arti- country is nat in tht presperous condition R cught te o.
cles wbicb be uOes.fIie pays a very large sum tor binding We know that it wak said et the introduction cf the National
twine. We know the effort that weeinade te bave au in- Policy that we were te have a home market for amet
crease iu the duty upon birding twine, but tbe Governmeinteoverything that we produde . There was dy t overnmn
were asbamed te consent te it. Tbe farmors had been suf- market for the fariner, and Ieu well rernomber, on a pro.
fering for eome titre from the mreopely wbich certain viens occasion wben the Finance Minister waa delivering g
peoplebad in regard tebiuding twine. But thhon.hgentle- speech on that question, osnid tht a home mrket would
man wonld net ellow a farmer's wife te wear a decent undoubtdly he provided for the farmer. He said: For
bonnet, or a decntly trimmed dress, or mentie, because, ifm instance, t4ke a fermer that live withiantwg or three miles
ebe were te, do se, sbe would bave te pay a duty cf 35 per cf a factory, eind bas chickens te oei; these he cerrnes te
cent. The Finance Minister complimeiated the Govern- the factory aend le able teasoli the kto the operativesa.
ment on baving a surplus, anud etated that we were te bave ind the bon. gentleman went on t show wt an
ne more debt et the end of tbree yeers than we have now; advantage it would be to k5e country te aave thee
and stili the country is te go on proepering. It le singular factories rising up ail ver the country whre the
that, tbough for ten years we have been brrowing fermer euldel commodities of thaet kind. Well,
and spendiug over $10,000,w00 a year, we have the Sir, that wa rether e ridiculo neilluytration t la
unfortunate condition cf things that exist torday. We put forth by a man in hie position. We find tat
have te admit that the country to-day is netln w the bigest sum that we bave reacbed for our exports
a ficurishing condition. If wo enquiro frein manufac. et manufaotured gooda under the National Polioy wais
turers and ethers, they will admit that things areounly a3,77,000 in 1t84. rom 187i to 1878 the averyge
net In as atisfeactory a condition as they should be. If we exporten f manufcted good e a ounterd t he 4,a00,000;
appeal te tbe farmers one by one, they will say thet their but since the National Poliov came jute force in 1879,
financialcondition e net as good as It waifanme years ag. our exporta of toaneaotured geode bas decreased, for Imt
There le another evidence that it is nt as good. ask the year it dropped tear2,700,000. Now, tak fer instance
bon, gentleman te looket the records. There are more the amouwtnof expert of articles produced by the fermer.
mortgages reorded gain t frmerc in the lst two or three . 1887 the export of animale and their produce wae
years thon there were for year before. Thero are Als h 24,247,000; l 1888, $4,719,29, Then te.agrioulter4
larger mounts on chattel mrtgge recorded, an d that jeaproduct. In 1887 the expora amennted te $18,836»Q;
a stil5 strnger illustration f the crippled positionucf the in 1888, te815,436,000. This shows clearly that it je"
ftinera kf this c euntry. In the face cf thet, for the hon. agriulturiitsn-tter ail who bring the money jute tli
getleman te say tht the country lewine healthy condition, coutry. When w. sonsider that the mnufacturerahave
leaide from the trfth. No one aymaintain ach aprop oiy expor4not quitn30,000OQummiy, whil tthe
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farmers have exported 36,000,000 to 40,000,000 annually, it
is clear that they are the men who bring the money into
the country, and in place of legislating in their favor,
in their struggling efforts with financial difficulties, we
are legislating against them. The Finance Minister said
that the spirit of foreign trade is developing in this country.
I think it is time that tbe hon. gentleman should realise
that point, it is full time that his followers should also realise
it, bocanse in my opinion, if they do not act upon it, the
people of this country will teach thom a lesson as soon as
they have an opportunity. People are beginning to realise
that they have got to have more extended markets than
they have at the preserit moment. The fact is that the
ft rmers are beginning to realise that unless they can get
the American market open to them to a greater degree
than they have at present, their condition will not improve
very rapidly. We know well that the farmers of this
country pay about three millions annually for the privilege
of selling the commodities that they have to dispose of to
the United States. The bon. gentleman opposite spoke to-
night in regard to horses. He said if the Americans come
and purchase our horses, it is because they want thom, and
they have to pay the duty. But when they come over to
buy a horse to take act oss, they know how much duty they
will have to pay, and of course they deduct that sum from
the price they pay for the horse. The result is that
the Canadian farmer gets only the price of the
horse, less the duty that the purchaser bas to pay.
We know perfectly well that the American market is the
only market we have for horses ; we aiso know that it is
the only market that we have for lambs. We sent 365,000
lambs to the United States last year, and notwithstanding
that it is our best market for lambs, every ftarmer in this
country bas got to pay 60 cents a head upon his lambs to
meet the duty. We know perfectly well that when a
buyer comes into the farmer's yard to buy his lambs he
pays him a price less the duty and profits that he expecte
to get for them on the other side, The result is that he
pays the farmer the duty less for his lambs. Our people
are beginning to realise that fact, and I think that hon.
gentlemen opposite will have great difficulty in showing
the farmer that if the duty was taken off his lambs he
would not get an additional price. I think the fhrmrers are
beginning to realise that if any change in the policy on the
country can be made that will relieve him of that axa ion,
the sooner that change is made the botter. Now the
Finance Minister drew our attention to the tact that we
are developing a trade with China and Japan. 1 turned
up the Trade and Navigation returns to see the extent of
that trade, and I found that it had reached last year
the magnificent sum of $56,000. Now there is another
peint to which I wieh to draw the attention of the
iuse. Take two colonies in Australia, Victoria, a protec-

tionist colony, and New South Wales, a free trade colony.
These two colonies are side by side, they have the same
climate, the sane laws, the same relations to the parent
state, and in every way they are in the same circumstances.
In 1866 Victoria had a population of 636,982; New South
Wales, a free trade colony, had a population of 431,412.
In 1886 the population of Victoria had run up to 1,033,052,
while that of New South Wales had run up to 1,036,762. The
population of the free trade colony had increased at the
rate of 139 per cent., while the population of the protec-
tionist colony had increased at the rate of 62 per cent.
Thon, again, compare the increase between 1871 and 1881.
Between 1871 and lS Victoria lost a population equal to
her immigration, 53,000, and 15,000 of natural increase,
while New South Wales showed a gain of 37,216 males be-
tween twenty-five and forty-five, Victoria losing 35,916 maies
between the same ages. In 1872 Victoria was ahead 52,13d;
in 1881 se was behîud 16,494. From 1866 to 1885 the reve-
nue Of Victoria rose from £3,079,160 to £6,290,361,an increase
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of 105 per cent. The revenue of New South Wales in the same
period rose from £2,012,019 to £7,584,593 in 1885, or an in-
crease of 275 per cent. The total insolvents from 1868 to
1885 numbered in Victoria 13,001 with liabilities ofL£5,266,-
fr90, and in New South Wales 11,552 with liabilities of
£4,186,558. Take imports and exports. In Victoria in
three years, 1869 to 1871, the average imports and ex.
ports reached £?6,399,614 or £8,090,293 in excess of New
South Wales. In New South Wales in 1883,1884 and 1885
the average trade was £40,610,536 or £6,280,146 in excees
of Victoria. In 1866 the tonnage inward and outward of
New South Wales exceeded Victoria by 189,015. In 1885
the difference was 862,919 tons. In manufactures we
have the following statistics:-Victoria, in 1886, had 2,813
factories, employing 41,512 males and 7,755 females, a total
of 49,297. New South Wales had 3,612 establishments,
employing 42,280 males and 3,494 females, total 45,783.
Victoria, in 1877, had 510 new establishments. New
Sauth Wales had since that year 1,256 now establish.
ments. Value of plant in Victoria, £1,643,893; in New
South Wales, £5,801,757. In the former 20,160 horse
power, in the latter 25,192. Victoria had letters, received
and posted: 1866, 8,631,133; 1885, 36,061,880, or an in-
crease of 318 per cent. New South Wales had letters, re-
ceived and posted : in 1866, 6,678,371 ; 1885, 39,351,200, or
491 per cent. Property assessed in Victoria, £116,283,570;
New South Wales, £197,028,429; giving in the former a
per capita amount of £[98, in the latter £241. The
Minister of Finance made a comparison bctween this coun-
try and Australia, and it is surprising that an hon. gentle.
man should present statements that will not bear criticism.
If the hon. gentleman will examine the statistices of
Australia he will find that all the railway indebtedness is
assumed by the colony and is a national debt. In our couan-
try it is not so, but if you add to our national debt the debts
of our railways the amount will be much beyond the per
capita indebtedness of Australia. I will now give some idea
of what advantages the National Policy bas given to the
farmer. He has been taxed on his fertilisersà It was stated
that this was done in order to protect him against buying
spurious fertilisers. He is taxed on bis exportation of logs
which is understood to be done in order to prevent bis giv-
ing away his property to the Yankots. His mower, reaper,
and binder are taxod, lest he should be inducod to purchase
American machinery and be called on to pay more than it
is worth. The iron ho uses is taxed in order to koep out a
spurious article; and, no doubt, it is stated that the artie
he can obtain here is botter than what he can obtain else-
whore. His salt is taxed lest he should obtain a poor
article elsewhere. In all these ways the farmer is taxed
under the National Policy. Now, the only way by which we
can aid the farmers is, by giving them more extended mar-
kets than they enjoy at pres3nt. Parliament can do nothing
that would tend more to that end than to give them free
and unrestricted access to the American markets. The
tondency of ihe National Policy bas been to increase the
cost of everything consumedi by the farmer and to reduce
the prices roalised by him for bis products. He has now be-
gun to realise that the National Policy has nothing for him;
and that, notwithstanding statomonts made with respect
to the home market, it means nothing to him. He realises
that the National Policy cannot increase the price of barley
or of wheat. lu order to give millers an opportunity of
bringing in the wheat they require, they were permitted
the privilege of bringing it in in bond and grinding it for
re-shiprment. That could be no great advantage to the far-
mer. There is another point which the bon. gentleman
would do well te note. The farmers are beginning to
realise that there bas to be some change made. In their
Farmers' Institutes they have been discussing this question
of unrestricted reciprocity and commercial union, and
permit me to say to bon. gentlemen opposite that 40 out
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of 60 of the Farmers' Institutes in the Province of Ontario
have endorsed unrestricted reociprocity. That is a pretty1
good evidence that you will have very great difficulty(
in persuading them, in view of the restricted condition1
Of the market, that it is not the best thing they could have1
under present circumstances. The best evidence we can
give for the necessity of asking for unrestricted reciprocity
is the fact that, year after year, our trade withthe United
States is growing, and it is becoming more evident every
year that the United States is the most convenient and best
market we have for those commodities which we have to soli.
When we consider that we have to send to the United
States some forty or forty-five per cent, of our entire trade
we must realise that it is time that we sbould seriously
consider the advantage of removing the barriers that stand
in the way of our having free trade with that country.
Last year we exported to the United States to the value
of 839,470,000, and to England 843,084,845, which clearly
shows that the Amoricans are avery desirable class of people
to have free and unrestricted access to. The past history
of our country has shown this. From the year 1854 to
1866 we had a state of things in this country that was a
decided advantage to the farmers of this country, and I am
sure that there are many farmers in Canada to-day who
look back with an anxious desire to the return of the good
times that existed between those dates. I hope we shall be
able to secure that condition of things for them before many
years are over.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Before many Sessions.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I cannot see why England could very

well object to our getting unrestricted reciprocity with the
United States, and I do not see why she should have any
reasonable ground for so doing. She surely will not object
to our trading with those people, when she does ton times
the trade with them that we do. She does about 8600,000,-
000 worth of trade with the United States every year. I
am surprised to hear hon. gentlemen opposite say that it is
disloyal for us to trade with the United States, when Eng-
land berself trades with them so largely. They have been
talking with regard to Imperial Federation, and I will
make a few remarks on that after a little while. It is said
the United States is not our natural market, and I undor-
stand that hon. gentlemen opposite are now making efforts
to secure trade with other parts of the world for us. I wili
be glad for the sake of the poor farmers of the country, if
the Government can secure better markets, but I think
it is wise and prudent for us to look nearer home for a
market before we go further away, if we can get at
our own doors, on moderato terms, the advantages that
we are so badly in need of. I think it is stupid and
insane for us in the embarrassed condition of our public
treasury to subsidise a line of steamers to run in alli
directions around the world looking for trade. Our
annual expenditure now amounts to a very large sum
and I think it would be prudent that we sbould call a
halt and look nearer home to get the cheapest, the most
convenient and the best market we can. I find last year
we exported to the United States 815,000,000 of com-
modities, and in looking over the United States imports I
find they purchased $60,000,000 of the very things we are
in a position to supply them with. We only exported 25
per cent. of what they consumed, and I think that it was a
very clear indication that they want to deal with us. Take
the city of New York for instance, as well as other cities of
easy access to Canada, and we know they are large cousu
mers of the stuff we have got to soel. The city of New
York consumes 2,000,000 lambs annually and 250,000 calves
and those we cannot send across the Atlantic. If we ha
unrestricted reciprocity we could easily send those and othe
things to a splendid market in the State of New York, th
wealth of which we know is three times as much as the

Mr, MOMULLEN.

entire Dominion of Canada. The enormous productive
power of the United States is a marvel to everybody who
cornes to investigate and realise it. Some idea of the ex.
tent and progress of the manufactures of that country was
given to us by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) last night-

Mr. H ESSON. What bas made it so ?

Mr. McMULLEN, I will tell you in a minute if the bon.
gentleman will permit me to proceed. The United States
in 1887 manufactured to the extent of $1,050,000,000 worth
and England manufactured 8770,000,000 worth. The as-
sessed value of the United States in 1887 was 858,000,000,-
000, and the entire assessed value of Great Britain was
848,000,000,000, so the United States is undoubtedly one of
the greatest nations on the face of the earth and its markets
are lying at our doors. If they are willing to give usthose
markets we would be fools not to accept those privileges.
It is said that we should not go down on our knees to beg
unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union from the
States. There is no necessity for doing that. Is it by going
on our knees and begging from them that they passed the
resolution offering us commercial union the other day ?
Who was there to go on bis knees for that resolution ? I
wish now to show that the UniLed States is the largest manu-
facturing nation in the world. In the year 1880 they man.
ufactured $5,369,000,000 of articles, while in Great Britain
they manufactured $4,092,000,000, or the United States
manufactured $1,à77,000,000 worth more than Great Bri-
tain itself. They have more railway mileage than any other
nation in the world and a greater mileage than all Europe
put together. That is a pretty strong evidence that they
must be a progressive nation and a desirable people to trade
with. I believe it would be judicious and prudent on the
part of our Government if they were prepared to meet the
United States Government fairly, and I am sure that we
wouid easily secure those advantages which we are so
badly in need of. I have no confidence whatever that the
Government of to-day will adopt that course. I believe
they will do as the hon. member for South Oxford stated
the other night-t hey will badger and annoy the American
Government in every way they possibly can by taking
advantages of every possible petty difficulty in oider to
prevent the friendly feelings that wouldotherwise grow up
between the two nations, such petty annoyances as the fruit
basket tax of one cent a basket. Now, Sir, in regard to
the question of Imperial Federation notwithstanding all the
eloquence hon. gentlemen opposite and others in England
have expended in favor of the project, my impression is that
England has spent so much money to secure the traie rela-
tions throughout the world which she has at present, that she
will never shut her doors against foreigun trade with the
view of increasing ber own colonial trade. The fact is that
we do not deserve any consideration of that kind at Eng-
land's hands, because we have ourselves adopted a policy
that tended to shut ber goods out of our counrtiy. We have

t tried our own National Policy for ton years, and now when
we go to England and ask for Imperial Federation, she will
say : Gentlemen, you have adopted a policy of your own,
you have shut us out of your territory, and now, when you
find that your policy is not as advantageous as you expected
it would be, and you have not the markets you require, you

a corne to ask us to adopt a different policy from that which
e we bave been pursuing for many years. England bas opened
if up a trade with India, which is undoubtedly a lucrative one,
- and she has been compelled by the Governments of her own
v Colonies to take that course. Wheat is, to-day, carried fron
, the very centre of India to Liverpool at a lower rate than
d it can be carried from Montreal to Liverpool. It is carried
r from the centre of Inaa to Liverpool at 13 cents a bushel,
3e and from Bombay to Liverpool at only 61 cents a bushel,
e while the cost of carrying it from Montreal to Liverpool1le
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nearly double that amount. The reason of that is
that the trade between Great Britain and Bombay
bas grown to such enormous proportions that the
traffic both ways cheapens the carriage of wheat from
India to Liverpool. There are many reasons why I do not
think there is the slightest hope of England ever consent-
ing to Imperial Federation. Her foreign trade bas grown
to erormous proportions. But it is rather singular that
hon. gentlemen opposite, notwithstanding that they appear
to be absolutely devoted to the interests of the manufactur-
ing concerns of this country, are willing to sacrifice then
to get Imperial Federation. We know perfectly well that,
under that system, our manufacturers would be subjected to
a greater reduction in the prices of their goods than they
would under unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States; we know that Imperial Federation would tend very
greatly to wipe out our manufacturing industries; and yet
the hon. gentleman for North Si mcoe (Mr. McCarthy) is will.
ing to sacrifice all the interests of our manufacLurers for
Imperial Federation-but he would not be willing to permit
them to run the risk of a slight reduction in the price of the
goods in order to secure unrestricted reciprocity, and give
the farmers of the country the relief they need. Now, Sir,
the course we have been adopting as a people for years has
been a most insane and imprudent course. We have been
increasing our debt enormously, we have been adding to
our annual expense and drawing upon the resources of the
people to such an extent as to cripple them financially ; and
to.day the country is in a most unfortunate condition, owing
to the financial profligacy that bas characterised the acts of
the Government now in office. We have all sorts of ex.
penses in ail directions. I will give you just one or two
items to show the recklessness which has characterised
them. Take, for instance, the expenses for repairing
Rideau Hall, which during the past few years have been as
follows:-

1879............... .....................
1880 ......................... ................................. .....
1881......................,...............
1882,......... ... ................ ...........................
1883......... ........................... ........

1884 ., .. ...................... . ..... . ........
1885.........,........ . ............... ........
1886......................................
1887 ....................................
1888............ ... ..... .. ........

$61,975
69,791
24,851
32,904
39,787
44,657
39,791
35,215
38,260
31,928

$419,164 79

We have spent, squandered, lavished, thrown away, this
amount of money on repairs alone to that building. Then,
take the matter of Government contingencies, and you find
the same condition of things:

Year.

1879.........................
1880....................
1881 ................................
1882........ ,.............
1883..... ........... .........
1884 ...... ..........
1885 .......
1886..... ...........
1887........ .....................

Amount voted.

$ 177,202 00
165,764 00
153,400 00
162,061 00
184,429 00
191,332 00
204,755 00
217,657 00
213,807 00

Amount expended
in excess of

amount voted.
$ 16,202 00

24,014 00
6,643 00

20,811 00
42,141 00
25,172 00
22,157 00
31,337 00
19,395 00

In these years the entire sum spent for contingencies in
excess of the sum voted amounts to $238,291.98. This
shows the direction in which our affairs are drifting. Now,
I say, it is time that we should call a halt in our public ex-
penditure. Every item of expenditure of this sort shoulI
be cut off, and the Government should bring the expendi-
ture down to a point that would enable ns to treat with the
Americans if they were disposed to treat with us, without
suffering any embarrassment; and we can do it if the Gov-
ernnent choose to do it. But we have been educated in a
very bad groove, and I am afraid that if the Government of
this country remains in the hands of the hon. gentlemen

who now control it, we need hardly~expect that they will
adopt a system of economy. A very prominent gentleman
who held the office of Finance Minister in the Govern.
ment declared that we would at any time rather defend an
increase of $1,000 than attempt to defend a reduotion
of $100, and that is the policy hon. gentlemen opposite
have pursued for years. I referred a short time ago to
the enormous sum drawn by one family, and if we went
over the catalogue of their relations, their cousins and their
aunts, and found what they all got, we would begin to
realise that it is no wonder that the expenditure of this
country bas run up to the figure at which it stands at this
moment. I say that the duty of every representative in
this country is to set his face determinedly in opposition to
the continuance of the present system, and endeavor to
reduce it to something reasonable in the interests of the
people, so as to secure for those who are now struggling
with difficulties, particularly the farming classes, the advan-
tages they require, and which they will insist upon having
when they get the opportunity at the polls.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland) moved the adjourninent of
the debate.

Motion agreed to; and debate adjourned.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and louse adjourned at 12 o'clock,

Midnight.

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, Ilth March, 1889.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

P&AZRas.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. HAGGART moved for leave to introduce Bill(No. 100)
to amend an Act respecting the Civil Service. lie said:
The first object of the Bill is to reduce the salaries paid to
the gentlemen who examine candidates for Civil Service
employment. The next object is to include in those exempt
from the operations of the Civil Service Act, post office
inspectors. The third object is to allow the Government to
pay accountants in the Inland Revenue Department, whose
salaries were limited from $600 to $1,400, up to 81,600,
and that special clerks whose salaries now range from 81,400
to $1,600, many be paid as high as 81,800. Another objeot
is to allow the Government to pay railway mail clerks
mileage. Under the old Bill, the chief railway mail
clerks were not allowed mileage while travelling on the
road the same as other clerks. The last object is to amend
the Act in order to make it agree with the Estimates, by
allcwing postmasters in Toronto, Montreal and Ottawa, to
receive the salaries provided in the Estimates.

Mr. MULOCK. Why exempt post office inspectors
from examination ?

Mr. HAGGART. Ail our inspectors are exempted. The
object of the Act was to allow post office inspectors, also,
to be exempted, and they would have been if a semi-colon
had not been inserted instead of a comma.

Mr. BLAKE. This is a Bill to remove the dot?

Mr. FISHER. Is it allowable to appoint persona outaide
the service as inspectors?

Mr. HAGGART. Yes, it is under the old Act.
M. M.ULOCK, This is not in order to meet a particulW

want ?
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Mr. HAGGART. I do not know that the Government

have any want in contemplation, either particular or
general.

Mr. MULOCK. How is it the necessity of the change
is only discovered now ?

Mr. HIAGGA RT. Perhaps the Act has had a more effec-
tive looking after lately.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

COPYRIGHT ACT AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN TIIOMPSON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 101) to amend the Copyright Act. He said: This
Bill proposes to make as a condition for obtaining copy-
right in Canada, that there should be publication or re-
publication in Canada within three months after the first
publication elsewhere. The three months may be extended
by the Minister of Agriculture for a longer period, provided
proof is adduced that satisfactory progress has been made
in re-publishing in Canada. It is likewise proposed that if
any person entitled to copyright under the Act fails to take
advantage of its provisions, the Minister of Agriculture
may give a license to any other person to re-publish, on
such person filing with him an agreement and security to
pay a royalty of ten per cent. on the retail price of every
book sold under the license. It is intended the royalty
shall be collected under regulations made by the Governor
in Council. And after the passing of this Bill the importa.
tion into Canada of foreign reprints of works, of which the
copyright is secured in Great Britain and has been registered
in Canada, shall be prohibited.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THREATS, INTIMIDATIONS AND OTHER
OFFENCES.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin) moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 102) to amend chapter 173 of the Revised Statutes of
Canada, respecting threats, intimidations, and other of-
fences. He said : The object of the Bill is to make clear
the meaning of the Act. I intend that the Act shall not
apply to those who merely refuse to work with or for an
employer who is objectionable, or a workman who is objec.
tionable, to the members of the union to which they belong.
I think the intention of the Act was that such persons
should not be held responsible for conspiracy, but as they
have, in certain cases, been prosecuted and found guilty, I
deem it desirable that they should be clearly exempted
from the operation of the Act. Section 13 of the Act,
sub-sec. 2, provides:

"No prosecution shall be maintainable against any person for con-
epiracy to do any act, or to cause any act to be done, for the purposes of a
trade combination, unless such act is an offence punishable by statute."

I propose to introduce the words, "refuses to work with or
for any employer or workman." The balance of the clause
is as it is in the statute at present. It has been found that
the Act, as it exists at the present time, has resulted in
members of a labor combination, who passed a resolution that
they objected to work with or for an objectionable man,
being brought up before a court, and tried, and convicted.
The case went to the Quarter Sessions, but the Judge refused
to quash the conviction, and when it was appealed from the
Quarter Sessions to a Superior Court, the Superior Court
held that the judgment was a correct one, and should be
confirmed. If that is the correct interpretation of the law,
I think it is unfair to these persons. I believe they have a
perfect iight, under the statute as it exista, to manage the
affairs of their organisation as they think fit, according to
law, if they do not interfere with the rights or liberty of
other individuals, and I think it eannot be held that they
are so interfering when they refuse to be employed by or

Mr. MULoCK.

with anyone who is obnoxious to the association. I hope
the Minister will see that this should be provided for, be.
cause it is only fair, it is all they ask, and it is all they will
be contented with.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MONTREAL HARBOR COMMISSIONER'S ACT
AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON (for Mr. TupPR) moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 103) further to amend the Act
respecting the Trinity House and Harbor Commissioners of
Montreal. He said: The Act proposed to be amended
makes it obligatory for the Harbor Commissioners to main.
tain buoys. Under this Bill, it will be optional to do so
under the supervision of the Governor General.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 104) to amend the Fisheries Act.-(Mr. Dickey.)

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr PERRY. Before the Orders of the Day are called.
There were certain returns ordered by the House on my
motion-one from the Department of Public Works, and
the other from the Department of Marine and Fisheries.
The House ought to have these returns before it considers
the subject-matter in Committee of Supply. If the Govern-
ment have not help enough to enable these returns to be
made in time, I know of lots of men who are looking for
employment day after day, and why do not the Govern-
ment, in the name of common sense, employ them? I tell
my hon. friend the Minister of Public Works and the Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries that these returns will be of no
service to me, or to my constituents, or to the public, if they
are brought down after prorogation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will be kind enough to send me across the House a
statement of what these returns are.

JESUITS' ESTATES ACT.

Mr. BARRON. 1 desire to ask the Government if they
will not consent to bring down the papers which I asked
for, a day or tNo ago, relating to the allowance of the Jesuits
Bill ? I have a motion on the paper, but it is not likely that
it will be reached before the debate takes place on the
motion of the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien),
which I understand is likely to come on this week or next.
I think it is important, for an intelligent discussion of that
subject, to have the papers referred to before us when that
motion comes up. I, therefore, ask the Government if they
will bring down the papers in time for that discussion ?

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD RE.&DING.

Bill (No. 77) to further amend the Act incorporating
the London and Canadian Loan and Agency Co. (Limited).

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the North-Western Junction
and Lake of the Woods Railway Company.- (Mr. LaRivière.)

Bill (No. 80) to incorporate the Dominion Mineral Com-
pany.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Canadian Superphos-
phate Company.-(Mr, Colby.)

Bill (No. 96) to incorporate the Prince Edward Island
and Continental Railway and Ferry Company.-(Mr.
Landry.)
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NORTH-WEST LAND SCRIP.

Mr, MULOCK asked, What is the total amount of North.
West land scrip (colonisation, volunteer, half-breed, police,
and other kinds, if any) now outstanding?

Mr. DEWDNEY. The approximate amount of scrip now
outstanding is in the neighborhood of $700,000.

EXPERIMENTAL FARM, OTTAWA.

Mr. TROW (for Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT) asked, What
amount ias been expended on the Experimental Farm at
Ottawa, from the 1st July, 1888, to the lst February, 1889?

Mr. CARLING. The sum of 844,888.12 was expended
by the Department of Public Works on buildings, and
$25,793.55 by the Department cf Agriculture-811,600 on
capital account, and $14,193 on maintenance account; in
all, $70,681.67.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND CLAIRS AGAINST
CANADA.

Mr. PERRY asked, Has the Government of Prince Ed
ward Island given up ail future claims against the Govern.
ment of Canada for non-fulfilment of the terms of Confedera.
tion, or otherwise, for the subsidy of $ ï0,000 a year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I really cannot say.

ST. ANNE DE CHICOUTIMI WHARF.

Mr. COUTURE (translation) asked, At whose re-
quest was the construction of the wharf of St. Anne de Chi-
coutimi decided upon ? What is the amount voted for that
purpose, the name of the engineer who conducted the work,
the number of days he resided at Chicoutimi, the amount of
bis travelling and other expenses? From whom did G. A.
Gagné receive orders to employ only bis political friends ?
By whose orders bas he refused to employ any persons except
bis political friends? By whose orders did he refuse to
receive material required for the construction of the said
wharf from persons other than bis political friends ? Did
Civil Engineer Biais hire a steamboat for the journey from
Chicoutimi to Tadousac, and how much did he pay there-
for? Io it the intention of the Government to continue
the work on the wharf of St. Anne de Chicoutimi in the
same manner? If so, why?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker,
in answer to the first enquiry of the lon. member, that is
to say: At whose requestwas the construction of the wharf
of St. Anne de Chicoutimi decided upon? I must state that
it was at the request of the parson of the inhabitants of the
parish and of Mr. J. A. Gagné, bis predecessor in Parlia-
ment. To the second enquiry: What is the amount voted
for that purpose, &c.? The amount voted last year was
8 L,0OO which, added to that of 82,100 previously expended,
forms a total amount of $3,100. The work was under the
superintendence of Mr. J. C. Biais, of the Department of
Public Works; he conducted, besides, the works on the
Saguenay, at Chicoutimi, St. Alphonse, Lake St. John and
Tadousac. His travelling and other expenses amounted
to 8160.40. In answer to the third enquiry, I must state
that no such orders were given to Mr. Gagné. To the
fourth enquiry, which reads as follows:-By who e orders
has he refused to employ any persons except bis political
friends? I may state in answer that the Department of
Public Works is not aware that there were any persons cm-
ployed other than political friends of Mr. Gagné. On the
contrary there were many others employed. To the next
inquiry: hd Engineer Biais hire a steamboat, &c., my
answer is: He did not. To the last enquiry, I answer: Yes.

THEFT OF REGISTERED LETTERS.

Mr. TAYLOR asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to place in the Estimates, a sufficient sum to pay to
Samuel Boddy and J. F. Gordon, both of the village of
Farmersville, in the county of Leeds, for loss sustained b
tbem in baving two registered letters containing $40 which
were mailed at said village of Farmersville, addressed to the
Ottawa Post Office, traced to the said Ottawa Post Office,
and stolen therefrom ?

Mr. HAGGART. The Government have not yet come to
a conclusion in the matter.

BEER IN THE NORTH WEST.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whether the Government is aware
that four per cent. beer is now freely imported into the
North-West Territories, and that the Department of Inland
Revenue refuses the local brewers malt to make four per
cent. beer; and if so, whether it is the intention of the
Government to do away with this glaring injustice ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. I understand that four per cent. beer
is being imported into the North-West Territories. The
Department of Inland Revenue refuses local brewers malt
because there are no licerised brewers in the Territory. I
am not aware of the intention of the Government with
reference to the matter.

THE BALLOT IN THE NORTH.WEST TERRE[rORIES.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. EDOAR) asked, Is it the intention of
the Governiment to introduce legislation during the present
Session to provile for the holding of elections in the North-
West Territories by ballot ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It is the intention of the Government
to introduci the ballot.

PUBLIC EMPLOYÉS.

Mr. DOYON (Translation.) asked, Whether it is the in.
tention of the Government to compel persons holding, at
one and the same time, office under the Dominion Govern-
ment and under the Provincial Governments, to make
choice of one or the other ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEV[N. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker,
in answer to the bon. member, 1 must state that the
Government have not yet considered that matter.

Ma. JUSTICE JAMES.

Mr. MACDONALD (Victoria) asked, Has Mr. Justice
James, of the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia, obtained leave
of absence ? Is ho ill or unabe to attend to judicial work ?
If not, bas he, since vacation (the 15th September last), sat
with the Court hearing arguments, or tried or beard actions
at Yisi Prius or equitable actions, or gone on circuit, or sat
at the regular Chambers at Halifax, or transacted any
business except at his residence in Dartmouth, and that of
an irregular character and in relation to uncontested
business? If he has done so, to what extent bas he per-
formed the duties of his office?

Sir JOHN TIJOMPSON. Mr. Justice James obtained
leave of abserce last year for a short time, but he has not
now any leave of absenoe. The learned Judge, having, I
suppose, been advised by the reports of our proceedings of
the question on the paper, telegraphed me the 9th inst., in
these words:-

" In reference to Mr. John A. Macdonald's question on Monday neit,
I have to inform you that i obtained leave of absence for two montha, a
year ago, in order to seek a southern climate. ! did not ask to renew
it. I have been since then suffering fromn a wasting, and sooner or
later, a fatal disease. I am, and have benu, prohibited by my physi-
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cians, from attending to any severe or continuous labor. I have been
quite unable to take my place on the bench with my brethren. I have,
however, been engaged with Supreme Court business, such as I have
been able to perform continually, I may say daily, up to this day. I
have held several lengthy and important arguments, and a large num-
ber of chambers applications, mostly at my own residence. Th- certi-
ficate of my physicians, Lioctors Parker and Ounningham, is in your
office accompanying my application for leave of absence last winter. I
am not as well, by a gool deal, as I was at that time, and my medical
advisers continu, their inhibition as to labor. I don't consider it neces-
bary for me to ask for leave of absence under the circumstances, as if I
should ask for it, I presume it will be granted as of course."

I had telegraphed the learned judge what the nature of the
question was, and he telegraphed me again a more specific
reply, as follows:-

"My telegram of this morning anticipates yours of this evening since
received, and gives most of the information asked for. I must, in cour-
tesy to you, add replies to your questions. I will auswer them in detail.
I am a confirmed invalid, almost confined to my house. I am unable to
attend at the court house as one of the court. My physicians positively
forbid it. I bave, during the summer and autumn and until the last
month, heard arguments and delivered judgments in contested causes of
importance. I filed a judgment in an equity cause last week, and have
others under consideration. I was unable to take my circuit last sum-
mer or in the autumn, but no inconvenience resulted. I have doue a
great deal of uncontested business at my residence ; I suppose hundreds
of cases. I felt bound to do all in my power, and it has beau a relief to
the bar. I bave also attended to the divorce business. As for doing
business at home of an irregular character, I am not aware of having
done any business of an irregular character, and what I did was from a
sense oCf duty and in a regular manner; at least I have heard no protest
or complaints. It is quite possible that my health may improve with
the advancing season. If it does the public will get the benefit and I
will be most happy."

I telegraphed the Chief Justice of Nova Scotia, and ho
replied as follows:-

"JI regret that the health of the Judge in Equity had not permitted
bim to be present at any argument in banco since January, 1888, nor
bas he heard any cause at nii priu3, nor any equity cause, to my know-
ledge, since 27th April, 1888. Judge James was unable to take his
regular circuit in the spring of 18i8, nor could he take the criminal
trials in October, 1888. He held the regular chambers i September and
October last, and I understand he bas been bearing chamber motions at
bis chambers at Dartmouth, and that he bas for some time past declined
to hear any contested matters".'

I have also an intimation from the council of the Nova
Scotia Bar Society wishing to inform me, before I should
answer the question, that a remonstrance from them, com-
plaining of the judge's inability to perform, judicial duties
and long-continued absence, is on its way.

Mr. JONES. Might I ask if the report is correct that
Judge McDonald has obtained twelve months' leave of
absence ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The learned judge has obtained
leave of absence, but not for twelve months; I forget
whether it is for three months or six months -not longer
than six months.

RAILWAY BRIDGE ACROSS ST. JOHN RIVER.
Mr. ELLIS asked, What was the cost of the iron railway

bridge across the St. John River at Fredericton ? What
amount of money was advanced by the Government in aid
of the construction of said bridge, under the Act 50 and 51
Victoria, chapter 26 ? Was any money advanced or subsidy
paid by the Government in aid of the road to connect the
bridge with the New Brunswick Railway ? Was any money
advanced or paid in aid of the bridge or connecting road
beyond the amount aliowed by the Act? Has any interest
been paid on any of tho advances made by the Government
in aid of the bridge or the connecting road ?

Mr. FOSER. The ansver to the firt section of the
question is, 6386,378.22; to the second section, $297,000 ;
to the third section, yes; to the fvurth tection, no; to the
fifth section, no.

JESUITS' ESTATES BILL.
Mr. BARRON. I think the Government should he suf-

ficiently courteous to me to answer yes or no to the ques-

tion I submitted a few moments ago. My motion on the
-paper is this:

" Return for copy of the Bill, 51-52 Victoria, chapter 13, Quebec, inti-
tuled : ' An Act respecting the settlement of the Jesuist' Estate;' for
copies of the report made on the 16th January laît, or any other date,
to His Excellency the Governor General upon the said Act; and of all
Orders in Council, reports, opinions or other papers sbhowing the consid-
eration and conclusion arrived at by the Government in regard to the
ïsaid Act; and of all correspondence in relation to the said Act had
between the Government and the Government of the Province of Quebec,
or any other person or persons whomsoever, as well as ofall petitions or
written representations made to the Government for or against the said
,Act becoming law, and showing at what date the said Bill was received
by the Government and approved of by them."

When that motion was reached, a few days ago, I happened
to be out of the Chamber. On my return, I immediately
proceeded to ask that I might move the motion. I did not
intend to speak at that time, because I did not think it
nccessary, as the on. gentleman for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien)
had given notice of his intention to move a motion on the
subject. It is highly importarit, when the discussion arises
,on that motion, that the papers should be in possession of
the flouse. I was in order, a few moments ago, in bring-
ing this matter forward, and I should have an answer, yes
or no, to my question.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There was no intention of
beirg discourteous to the hon, gentleman ; but I expected
the First Minister would be here, and I desired to speak to
him on the subject. I willcommunicate with my colleague
in regard to the hon. gentleman's request ; but, as the bon.
gentleman's motion is on the Order Paper, if we begin and
take a motion out of its place, other members will ask that
the same be done in regard to their motions. The other
day we went through the Order Paper, and, according to
my recollection, the hon. gentleman was not in his place at
the time the motion was reached, and he therefore had no
opportunity of saying what he wished in regard to it.
Unopposed motions were allowed to pass, and then we came
back to the Notice Paper, and we are there again. At all
events I will mention the matter to my colleagues.

Mr. LAURIER. I hope, after conference with his col-
leagues, the Minister of Public Works will be prepared to
lay these papers at an early date before the House, without
waiting for the motion to be passed in its regular course.
No doubt there is a motion on the paper, but it may not be
reached for some time, and it will strike everyone as proper
that all the papers on this important subject should be
beforse the House before the motion of which the hon. mem-
ber for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) has given notice comes to
be diseussed. Under these circumstances the Government
will, no doubt, see the propriety of not waiting until the
motion of the ion. member for Victoria (Mir. Barron) is
carried in a formal way, but they will take steps to have
the papers brought down without delay.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will mention the matter
to my colleagues.

SITNINGS OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. CHARLTON moved:

1. That the practice in the House of Commons of Canada of remain-
ing in session past the hour of midnight is injurious to the health of the
members of the House and is utterly unnecessary in the public interest;
that it is calculated to prevent, rather than to promote, the due and
careful cousideration of public questions, and is more liable to be used
as the means of forcing through legislation without due consideration,
than as the means of securiug full discussion and deliberate action.

2 That in future, and from the date of the passage of these resolu-
tions, Mr. Speaker shall leave the chair at the hour of twelve o'clock,
midnight, with the same rigid adherence to the rule as is at present ob-
served in leaving the chair at six o'clock, p.m., declaring, as he leaves
the chair, the day and hour to which the House stands adjourned.

He said: It is hardly necessary, Mr. Speaker, to enter into
any argument as to the desirability of adjourning the flouse
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at midnight. Most of the members of this flouse are
gentlemen of regular habits.

Some hon. MEMBERS. lear, bear.
Mr. CHARLTON. At home they are in the habit of'

going to bed at seasonable hours, but when they come to
Ottawa a complete revolution in their habits takes place
which is detrimental to the health of the members of this
House. I think, Sir, on the score alone of the requirements of
our health, that the request to adjourn at midnight should
be granted by the leaders of the Government. It is un.
questienable that the mortality of the members of the House
has increased to a considerable extent by the unnatural
hours we keep, for when we remain here after midnight we
are not only tienching on the hours of morning, but we are
sitting in a Chamber the atmosphere of which is vitiated
owing to its bad ventilation, ard the physical consequences
to us are of a very serious character. Those consequences
are visited not only on the members of the House, but on the
members of the Press gallery, upon civil employés engaged
about the House, and upon the pages. I claim that the
pretension that it is necessary to sit after midnight to facili-
tate business is not well founded. If we protract the sittings
until an early hiur in the morning the resuit is lassitude
the next day, and a correspondingly smaller amount of
business is transacted. I am convinced that tbe result of
adjourning at midnight will b that, in the end, busiress
will be transacted more expeditiously and more satisfactorily
than if we continue those late sittings. The custom of all
the legisiatures in the United States is to adjourn at six
o'clock. I know that in C ngress they meet at twelve in the
day and adjourn at six, and only on very rare occasions do
they sit after that hour, and we know that they get through
an enormous amount of business in Congress. The Imperial
Parliament has adopted substantially the rule that I now
ask this House to adopt in reference to this matter. I find
in the Standing Orders of the Imperial Parliament the
following Rules adopted on February 24th, 1888:-

1. RULE REGULATING THE USUAL SITTINGS OF THE EOUSE.
"1. (24th February, 1888.)
"That, unless the House otherwise order, the House shall meet every

Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday, at Three of the clock,
p.m., and shall, unless previously adjourned, sit till One of the clock,
a.m., when the Speaker shall adjourn t Hbouse witbout question put,
unless a Bill originating in Committee of Waya and Means, or unless
Proceedings made in pursuance of any Act of Parliament or Standing
Order, or otherwise exempted as hereafter provided from the operation
of this Standing Order, be then under consideration.

" That at midnight on Mondays, Tuesdays, Thursdays and Fridays,
except as aforesaid, and at half-past Five of the clock on Wednesdays,
the proceedings of any business then under consideration shall be inter-
rupted; and, if tbe House be in Committee, the Chairman shall leave
the Chair and make his report to the House, and if a motion has been
proposed for the adjournment of the House, or of the Debate or in Com-
mittee, that the Chairman do report Progress, or do leave the Chair,
every such dilatory motion shall lapse without question put, and the
business then under consideration, and any business subsequently ap.
pointed, shall be appointed for the next day on which the House bhall
sit, unless the Speaker ascertains by the preponderance of voices that a
majority of the House desires that such business should be deferred
until a later day.

" 2. (5th August, 1883.)
" That the House do meet every Wednesday at Twelve o'clock at

noon for Private Business, Petitions, Orders of the Day, and Notices ot
Motions, and do continue to sit until Six o'clock, unlesa previously ad-
journed.

" 3. That when such business has been disposed of, or at Six o'clock
precisely, notwithstanding their may be business under discussion, Mr.
Speaker do adjourn the House without putting any question."
This, Mr. Speaker, is the rule in the flouse of Commons in
England, to adjourn at six o'clock on Wednesdays, and
midnight on other days, unless under certain circumstances,
when it sits until one o'clock, a.m., and provision is made
for suspending those Rules. I think, Sir, we might safely
and properly adopt the rale of adjourning at midnight every
day, instead of making an exception of adjourning at six
o'clock on Wednesdays. I believe that if the rule that 1
now propose to the House were adopted, odr business would

be transacted with as great promptitude, as great facility,
and, on the whole, in a better manner than if we indulge in
those protracted sittings in the morning, on account of
which members are scarcely fit for the performance of their
duty the next day; for they certainly cannot come to work
the following day ii, a condition, either mentally or physi-
cally, that they ought to be in.

Mr. MITCHELL. I second the motion as a matter of
courtesy to my bon. friend, as I am almost always ready
to second any motion he suggests. I do it also for the pur.
pose of having a free discussion on this matter, for I have
really not made up my mind as to whether it is desirable
to adopt it or not, but I shall be glad to heor the reasons
pro and con. I explain this now, because it might ho
thought afterwards that I had tiod myself to the principle
of the motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad my hon. friend
bas not tied himself to the principle of this motion, because
I have some hope of having the hon. gentleman vote against
the resolution, or, at all events, that he will not pross bis
vote in favor of it. My hon. friend who moved this resolu-
tion evidently does not think he is coming on this side of
the House very soon. I am quite satisfied that when the
time comes when there shall be a change of Government,
and that bon. gentleman shall bo sitting on one
of the front benches on this side of the House, as a prac.
tical parliamentarian, the first thing ho will do will be to
move the rereal of this resolution should it be adopted by
the House Dow, because it really puts the control of the
business before the House in the hinds of tho Oppoition.
They could talk everything out until twelve o'clock, and
throw any measure ovor de die in diem. I do not suggest
that suh a couise would be taken by hon. gentlemen
opposite; but when a (hange takes place, and they corne to
sit on this side of the House, the other party may be
very factious. 1 know that at the time we sat
on the left, occasionally my good friend from East
York (Mr. Macke zie) told us we were factions.
We disputed it, but stilil he said so, and we know what
weight bis opinion and bis expression had in this country.
I will remind my hon. friend of a conversation I had wiih
him once, when I was very candid, as is my habit, when
in tho Opposition. I said r did not agrec with sone of our
friends who wi bcd to adjourn at twelve o'clock, as my ex-
perience was that the most important Government measures
are always carried after one; and my good friend said,
'Well, I will remember your advice; " and I think ho carried
it out practically on more than one occasion during five
vears. Tho bon. gentleman who moved the motion quoted
the Standing Orders in England and the Standing Orders
in the United States. Now, you know that in the United
States Congress practically vory few questions of import-
ance arise. What questions do arise there are of great
importance, but they are few in number, because the greater
portion of the legislation governing life and property, and
all that constitutes civilisation, are in the bands of the State
Legislatures ; and so the Congress can easily have that rule.
Then it sits in the morning, because it bas not the immense
amount of committee work that is thrown upon this House-
owing to the larger and more multifarious daties and respon,
sibilities that devolve upon the Parliament of Canada. The
hon. gentleman also quoted the Standing Rules in England.
Now, in the first place, in England, they do not make long
speeches as we do bore. Hore, in Canada, we have got into
the habit of delivering essays and lectures. Well, those
essays and lectures we can all find in books, and it is merely
lecture and water that we get, as a rule, in long speeches.
In England a twenty.minute speech is considered a very
long speech, and there are few men other than the Min-
isters and the leading men of the Opposition who take up
more than that length of time, for they would not be list.
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ened to by the practical Erglish mind ; the impatience of is full of unwritten understandings, sud they are always
the members puts down arything like long speeches. Then, acted upon ; and if there were snch an understanding as I
again, you must remember that in England against an ob- suggest, I think it would be conducive to the hoalth of
structive Opposition they have got the safeguard of the clo- members and to the expediting of business.
sure. At any time, when they think that a debate is pro.
tracted improperly, and not with a view of a genuine dis- Mr. MITCHELL. Thore is one thing which I think the
cussion of the subject, but with a view of throwing it over, right hon. gentleman opposite forgot when ho was speaking
the Ministry of the day have the power of moving closure, of the difficulties the Government was under if themembers
and, if they have a sufficient majority, that closure i' of the Opposition chose to talk ont a subject. The right
granted. Now, I should be very sorry te see closure intro hon. gentleman adopted a method the other night of closing
duced into this country. It might at some time be neces- off a de bate in a summary manner, by not allowing any of
sary, but I have net yet seen the necessity, even in the long his followers to speak. I thought it was a judicious way of
discussions which took place on the Franchise Bill, of that adopting closure. When I seconded the motion I dil so as
practice being adopted. an act of courtesy to my hon. friend (Mr. Charlton), who

generally asks me to second any motion of his, and I always
Mr. MACKE14Z[E. It should be applied to the Bill. do so, no matter what it is, but I did not bind myself at all
SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, the House did close n p- te support my hon. friend unless after the matter is disoussed

on it at the end, and closed upon it in a mannerhighly satis- it approves itself to my judgment. I must say that the views
factory to myself. I think that, really, it would not be well expressed by the leader of the Opposition agree with those
to have a cast-iron rule of this kind. My hon. friend,being of the leader of the Third party. I do not think it would bo
the chief exponent of the views of those who sit on the judicious or wise to adopt this motion, and I think the
left of the Speaker, like myseif, who am considered the arguments of the right hon the First Minister have a great
chief exponent of the views of the members on this side, deal in them. It is true that sometimes the right hon.
bas considerable power accorded to him by his supporters; gentleman may insist on continuing votes in Supply when
but neither of us is a despot, and a single member, or two the House is tired out, but there are two or three ways of
or three members, might join together if they chose, and in killing that kind of thing. I think the suggestions of the
spite of the strong persuasions of my hon. friend and myself, hon. leader of the Opposition are sound, and that an under-
they might persist in keeping up the discussion until the standing should b had, se that the health of hon. members
time came for an adjournment to another day. There is no on both sides should net bo injured. There is a strong
necessity for this new rule, certainly in the experience of desire expressed te have adjournments at midnight, and the
this Parliament. We have never had any difficulty. We Government ought te meet hon. gentlemen on this side if
have always tried on this side to meet the views of hon, possible.
gentlemen opposite in regard te discussions, and I must say Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would only say that
that my hon. friend who now leads the Opposition, when tho unwritten arrangement has boun carried ont during this
we had a little quiet pourparler behind your Chair, Mr.
Speaker, has always acceded to what ho considered wouldoSessoad I th leet wyfconreng tecayt
be conducive te good feeling on both sides, and bas not oudrsoldhOposavena tedly cnfoen bthenThe
obstructed the public business. We have had no diffioultylearsf hesoposition thenG outband te Td
and I do not apprehend any.; but I must, on the part of the Pautwhn somelu noubteoared uto
Government, resist the possibility of our being in a position dosiring to carry out the proposition cf my hon. friend. At
to be made powerless at twelve o'clock. my ugo, after 12 o'clock, I would rather be in bed than in

Mr. LAURIER. I think it is quite proper that thisMy place in the fouse.
subject should be brought before the House. Speaking for
myself personally, however, I would not be disposed at Mr. MILLS (Bethweil). Thera are other conýideia1ions
present, at ail events, to agree te the principle laid down beside thoso montiened by the Firet Miistor. IL Booms Vo
in the motion in the bands of the Speaker. I do net know me, wo cculd facilitate the business of the Session a good
what the views of my hon. friend are with regard te the doal, if the neasuros the Governmont intend Vo hring for-
future standing of parties in this country; but if ho believes ward were suhmitted to us ut an ourlier period, se that we
that the Opposition are net likely te be at somo future or would ho prepared Vo discuathon before any action is
proximate day on the other side of the House, I do net ut aken beyond Ve first reading jelad upon them. It is
all agree with him. I see evidences, net a few, that quite a quite truc that when Vhe Government introduce their
change has taken place in public opinion. I see signs of measuros ut a late peried cf the Session, lato sittinge are cf
denial on the opposite side of the House. I only hope that very considerable consequenco. I think that Vhe conduct
hon. gentlemen opposite will romain in their present frame cf the Government in hs partienlar, is altogether different
of mind, and will net bo alive te the many evidences which from that of Vhe Govorumont in Vhe Imperial Parliament.
are apparent, not only in the Province from which I come, For the past haîf century, Engiie Administrations have,
but in theother Provinces of the Confederation, of a change during the fi st thiee weeks of the Session, subuitted ail the
in public opinion. Entertaining those views and feeling important rueasures That hue net beon tIe mie home.
pretty sure that at no distant day we shall b on the other The long sittings we lad on the Franchise Billwere had
side of the louse, I realise from experience as well as from upon a moasure which was moud the second tire during the
what the Premier says, that theraeis a great advantago te eleventt woek cf the Session. It seems Vo me that we
the Government in having the present system continued. might meet ourlier Vlan three o'clock, especially in the
I think it is also sometimes of advantage to the Opposition ourlier part cf the Session. I think it would meot VIe
But, though technically it may be botter that the present
system should be continued, I should hope that some under- would meot ut two o'clock instead of Vhmoe. That would
standing should be come Vo by both sides of the louse, that give us four heure session before six, and we migît thon
the House should adjourn at a reasonable hour, say twelve have a shorter session after eight. When hou, gentlemen
o'clock, unless engaged upon some important question that propose Vo ait from eight Vo twelve, hey propose Vo make
might suffer if put off to another day. But apart from that period cf the day, whon membors are meet wearied,
these exceptional circumstances, I think there should beolonger Vlan the period befomesix o'clook. That would seon
some unwritten understanding of that kind. The Britishteobe rovemsing Vhe natural order cf Vhings. To give six
Constitution, if we might refer te it on a question like this, heurs cf constant attention to Vhe work cf the fouse, bçw

SAr Joim A. MiorwNALJ..

528



COMMONS DEBATES.
sides the time given to committees and private correspon-
dence, is imposing a great deal of work upon hon, gentle-
men. Now, I think, if we had a shorter session in the way
I have indiated, there could be no doubt whatever that
hon. gentlemen would come here better *prepared to dis-
charge the duties that devolve upon them. As things are,
the great majority of members have no opportunity of
reading the Bills on which they are called to act until the
second reading. If these Bills were better considered
before the second reading, there would be very much less
time spent in their discussion. There is another thing
which I think the First Minister has overlooked. He
k ows very well that if we had the business brought before
ns at an earlier periodf the Session, the impatience of Uth
leuse would prevent those very long speeches of whieh
be complains. The speaking would be more business-like
and pertinent to the question. Thera can be very little
doubt of that, and the extension of the sittings to two or
tbree o'clock in the morning bas a tendency to produce
that very condition of things of which the hon, gentleman
complains, and impedes the progress of public business.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a good deal in
what the hon. gentleman bas said, We, bowever, have
been attempting in our humble way to expelite business.
On the eighth day after the House met, we were ready to
go into the.Estimates, and immediately afterwards we intro-
duced a rumber of Bills. We are trying really to expedite
buwiness as much as possible. After what has been said, 1
think it would not be a bad plan if, early in the Session,
immediately after the Speech from the Thrine is answered,
and no great eruption takes place, we shouldi have a com-
mittee to consider the -Rules of the House. It would be
strictly a parliamentary committee, and not a put ty one.
When the hon. member for the West Durham (Xr. Blake)
vas on this side, we had a committee to revise the Rules,
which, I think, was productive of much good. I think the
time has come for a similar committee, which could go into
all the subjects mentioned by hon, gentlemen.

Mr. LAURIER. No doubt that is a very good suggeF-
tion, and I am very glad to heur it from the First Minister,
and still more to hear that he will go into all the matters
suggested by my hon. friend behind me, including that
referring to the late stage at which the Govern menit mea-
sures are brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will put ourselves on
trial.

Mr. CHARLTON. After the expression of opinion from
the leader of the Government and leader of this side of the
House-

Mr. MITCHELL. And the Third Party.
Mr. CH ARLTON-and the Third party as well, it will

be unnecessary for me to press the resolution, as 1 am con-
tent with the implied understanding between the leader of
the Government and the leader of the Opposition, that,
except under exceptional circumstances, we will adjourn at
12 o'clock. I, therefore, withdraw the resolution.

Motion withdrawn.

SHORT LINE RAILWAY-OXFORD TO NEW GLAS.
GOW, N.S.

31st January-paid old claim, Short Line Company,
8149,233.09; for construction and equipment, 81,001,179.20;
total, 81,150,412.29.

ST. ROCII DES AULNETS WHARF.

Mr. CASGRAIN (translation) moved for :
Copies of ail correspondence, reports, &c., which passed between the

Department of Publie Works and the late Charles Francis Roy, surveyor,
and par ties iterested in the municipality of the said locality, respecting
the wharf at St. Roch des Aulnets, in the Oounty of L'Islet.

He said : Mr. Speaker, J desire to call the attention
of the Government on the importance for them of
assisting the municipality cf St. .Roch des Aulnets
in the work of repairing a certain wharf opposite the lower
crossing. The wharf was built by the municipality and,
ewing to accidents that happened, is in need of urgent
repairs. It being available to the Goverument, who uses
it for the purpose of loading and unloading evorything they
rnay require for the lightship of the lower crossing, I think
it is as useful to the Government as to the municipality
itself. Formerly the Government ordered a survey of the
locality. I had been inforned that Surveyor Roy
had been ordered to report on the repairs to be
made to the wharf, I heard since that Mr. Roy made
no report, but merely made soundings and certain prolim-
inary works. Nevertheless, there pased a correspondence
between the municipality and the Government respecting
the wharf referred to, and I think there were aven petitions
from the inhabitants of the locality asking for assistance.
Since the Govornment uses the wharf, which, to a certain
extent, is indispensable to them, in so far as it is a landing
place for the crew of the ferry boat, I think it is but just
that they should sharo in its maintenance, and I merly ask
that they contribute to, the repair it presently needs.
Under these circumstances, I think my motion ought to be
granted. With the permission of the lluse, I ask that I
may be allowed to amerid il by striking out the name of
Mr. Roy and inserting the following words: "and parties
interested in the municipality of the said loality."

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) I would
suegest to tbe hon. member to leave his motion as it is and
add after the word "4'urveyor " tho words he bas just read.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) I do not object.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) The hon.

member is mistaken in respect to the correspondence be-
tween the Department and Mr. Roy. It is true there was no
correspondence, but there was a report made by Mr. Roy,
and that is why I suggested to him not to strike out that
part of his motion.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Perhaps the hon. gen-
tleman could tell me whether he can do anything for that
wharf during this Session ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must previously consider
the matter.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

WESTERN NOVA SCOTIA RAILWAYS.

Mr. BORDEN moved for:
Copies of ail correspondence between the Government and the Wind.

sor and Annapolis and Western Counties R auWay Uuiauw. reîauug
Mr. KIRK asked What is the total length of the " Short to the consolidatii n, under Government control, of the railways of

Line " Railway frrom Oxford to New Glasgow, NS. ? western Nova Scotia, together wî1h copies of resolutions aiopted by
ticf the Chamber of Commerce of Halifax, and the Fruit Growers' Associa-

Whatamount of moneyhas beenpaid on accountofthis1tion of Nova Scotia, reterring to the same subject.
railway up to 1st January, 1889 ? Hfe said: I gave notice of this motion in order to bring to

Sir JOHN A. MA.CDONALD. The Oxford Junction of the attention of the Government the unsatisfactory condi.
the Intercolonial Railway to junction with Intercolonial tion of the railways in the weitern part of Nova Scotia,
Railway near Pictou: length-main line, 67 miles, Pug- between th- city of Halifax and the town of Yarmouth.
Wàh Branch, 5 miles, total, 72 miles; expenditure up to W bn I tell the House that the whole five western counties

617
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and the city of Halifax are affected by the condition of
these roads, and that those counties and that city have to-
gether a population of about 150,000 people, I think the
louse will agree with me that it is a question of sufficient

importance to be brought up here. The city of Halifax is
connected with Yarmouth by three distinct lines ofrailway-
first, the Intercolonial Railway, extending from Halifax
to the junction, a distance of 15 miles; then the Wind-
sor and Annapolis Railway, from the junction, includ.
ing the Windsor Branch Railway, to the town of
Annapolis ; then we come to a gap which is known
as the " missing lin k," where there is at présent
no railway communication between Annapolis, the terminus
of the Windsor and Annapolis, and the town of Digby, the
terminus of tho Western Counties Railway. Then from
Digby to Yarmouth, 67 miles, there is the Western Coun-
ties Railway. The length of the Windsor and Annapolis
and the Windsor Branch together is 106 miles, and the
length of the gap over which no road is now constructed,
between Annapolis and Digby, is 18 miles. Thus we see
that the railways in western Nova Scotia are under three
distinct management s, and apparently hostile managements.
First, there is the Intercolonial Railway, and, although the
Windsor and Annapolis Railway has an arrangement by
which it is allowed to run its trains from the Windsor
Junction into Halifax, it is a fact, nevertbeless, that the
full and free use of the terminal facilities of the Inter-
colonial Railway at Halifax are denied to the Windsor
and Annapolis Railway Co. That matter was brought
before this House during last Session and the Session
before, and the Government have been asked tu take steps
to rectify the great injustice which is being done to the
people of western Nova Scotia, in denying them the facili-
ties which are granted to the eastern portion of the Pro-
vince in regard to the terminus at Halifax. What
is the position in regard to the use of that terminus
at Halifax ? A few years ago the Intercolonial
Railway was extended into the city of Halitax to what
is known as the " deep water" terminus. The Inter-
colonial Railway cars are allowed to go into that
terminus on a charge of $1 a car, whiie the cars from
western Nova Scotia, over the Windsor and Annapolis
are denied that privilège unless they pay a charge of
$2.50. The answer given by the Government, wher
this matter was brought up, was : that there was no room
even for the traffic of the Intercolonial Railway, and, there-
fore, cars coming from the west should not be allowed
to participate in those facilities. I pointed eut to the Govern.
ment at the time when that reason was given that it was
not a sufficient reason, because it did not explain why $2.50
were charged for cars coming in from the west and only
$1 for those from the east. If there is no room for the traffic
coming from western Nova Scotia, the Government should
say so, and should not allow any cars to corne in at all ; but
in fact they discriminate against the western trade by
charging $2.50 a car, when they only charge 81 ou precisely
the same car from the east. This matter has beèn discussed
a great many times by the Chamber of Commerce, and
many other bodies in Nova Scotia who are interested in the
commerce of that Province. I find that no later than
March 6th-last week-the following report was made to
the Chamber of Commerce in Halifax :-

"The Intercolonial management still refuses to carry Winisor and
Annapohs freight past the old Richmond depot. All efforts te this end
made by the chamber have so far resulted in failure. This favor is one
so easily and cheaply granted that it is difficult to realise any solid
reason whatever for withholding it. Oan it be that this is another
instance of the obstinacy of some official on the lUne? The Fruit
Growers' Association have, with others, a common interest in this
quarter, and it might be well, in conjunction with that body, to lay the
plain facts once more before the Ministers at Ottawa."

So much for the terminal facilities at Halifax. It will be
very clear to hon. members that over so short a line of rail-

Mr. BoRDm,

way as that between Halifax and Yarmouth, the manage-
ment by two distinct companies, with a gap of eighteen
miles of road not constructed, must result in very serious
inconvenience and cost to the trade of that part of the Pro-
vince. The facts are that freight rates over the Windsor
and Annapolis and over the Western Counties, are alto.
gether out of proportion to the freights over the road in the
eastern part of Nova Scotia, and the people of the west feel
that they are at a great disadvantage as compared with their
friends and neighbors in the east. In order to show what
the public opinion really is on this subject in the western
part of the Province, I will rend, with the permission of the
flouse, an extract from the Bridgetown Monitor, a paper
published in the county of Annapolis, which says:

" The différence in the rates upon the Intercolonial and the W. and
A R is very marked. In fact it costs almost as much to bring freight
from Windsor Junction to Bridgetown, as it does from Montreal to
Windsor Junction. Now the W. and A. R. Co. say that it does not pay
them to handle freight for less than their usual rates ; it, therefore, only
remains, in order that justice may be done, for the Dominion Govern-
ment to buy the private roads at a fair valuation, complete the ' missing
link,' and run the whole as Government property. A very large por-
tion of the trade that rightfully belongs to our own Province is now
diverted, and goes to St. John. Halifax merchants say they cannot
pretend to do any extensive trade, after leaving Windsor, with towns
along the valley, owing to freight rates."

A correspondent of the Halifax Ilerald makes the state-
ment, that it costs three times as much to get a package of
freight from Truro to Yarmouth, as it costs to get the same
package from Montreal to Truro. The distante between
Montreal and Truro is nearly four times greater than the
distance between Truro and Yarmouth. Now, I propose to
read a discussion which took place in the Haiifax Chamber
of Commerce, in January last, in regard to this subject:

"TRE 'MISSING LINK.'
"Edward Stairs speaks of the movement which had been recently

started in St. John to form a company to carry on steam communica-
tion with bay ports. Halifax cannot trade with these bay ports to any
extent because of the 'missing link' between Annapolis and Digby.
To do business with ports in St. Mary's Ba and Digby it is necessary
to send goods by the Intercoloniai to St. ohn and ship them to their
destination by water, and our merchants must place the goods at the
same price as the St.John merchants do, notwithstanding their handicap
in the shipment thereof. If the gap were built a trade could be opened
up with that part of the Province by the merchants of Halifax. It was
time the matter was pressed to completion, and he, therefore, offerel the
following re olution:-

" That this chamber, recognising the inconvenience to passenger
travel and the great disadvantage the trade of Halifax and the western
part of the Province is under through the non-completion of the railway
system between Halifax and Yarmouth, do bring to the notice of the
Government the advisability and great necessity of having that portion
of the railroad between Annapolis and Digby (commonly known as the
' gap') completed at as early a date as possible; and that the committee
on internal trade be instructed to deal with the matter.

" President Silver said it was certainly discreditable to the powers
that be-whether the Government of Canada or the Government of
Nova Scotia were to blame-that this gap of 19 miles should in great part
destroy the usefulness of thee t% o great lines of railway-the Inter-
colonial and Windsor and Annapoli.

W. H. Harrington seconded the resolution.
" Conversational remarks followed by Mr. Kenny and others.
"Michael Dwyer said the system ot traffic between Halifax and &nna-

polis was somewhat discreditable. There was discrimination, and the
wholé mattér of thé uine and system of convey su, e of goodâ froni
Halifax to the end of the proposed lin needed looking into. We had
been idealing with it for years, and Mr. Dwyer advocated the appoint-
ment of a committee to go into the whole subject and discover why
théré was discrimination against Halifax.IRobert Pickford said ther were two or three conflicting interests.
The Windsor and Annapolis run their road to make the most money
possible, and it is not to the advantage of this road to have the gap built.
The Windsor and Annapolis have no terminal facilities at Halifax;
their terminus is at Richmond. He was not advocating their claims,
but they were used untairly. They made a contract with the Govern-
ment for terminal facilitics. At this time both the Windsor and Auna-
polis and Intercolonial Railways had their terminus at Richmond, and
when the Latercolonial terminus was brought into the c.ty the Windsor
and Annapolis were compelled to remain at Richmond. The Inter-
colonial Railway want $2 50 for every Windsor and Annapolis car
brought into the city, so the latter read runs its traffic to suit itself
and Halifax suffers.'

I thought it proper to read this in order to support my case
with the béat evidence I could bring of the state of public
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opinion in Nova Scotia. I will further read a resolution and Western ]Railways. There ie the double management,
passed by the Fruit Growers' Association, a large and in- involving, in my judgment, an increased expenditure, there
fluential association in the Province. The resolution was is the dislocation of trade, and ail the other diffoulties
passed in January last: pointed ont by Sir Charles Tupper at the time this re8ointion

" The following resolution, moved by W. H. Blanchard, seconded by won boulidfad infavrteextnsinfe Int
R. W. Starr, after some discussion, passed unanimously:-

<<Whereas, it is claimed by the manager of the W. & A. R that this colonial Railway east which 18 not equally applicable to the
road must be ran on commercial principles, and that the tariff rates are extension west. There 18 no reason why the people of the
as favorable upon this road as upon any company road in this Dominion.

" Whereas, this tariff is unjust to us and places the agriculturists of
these western counties at a great disadvantage as compared with re- Government and this Parliameut every advantage which the
sidents on the Intercolonial Railway, people n the castorn portion of the Provinceenjc)y. It îay

" Therefore, resolved, that in the opinion of this association the Domin- be said: Why cannot some arrangement be made for the
ion Government should be strongly urged to consolidate the western
roads of this Province and control them, in order that we maybe placed amalgamation of these companies? That has been at-
in fair competition with the patrons of the Intercolonial Railway." tompted. No one knows botter than the inister of Justice,

Now, Sir, the question arises : Is there any way of remedy. ment onova Scoia th mstenuosiefort e bo te
ing this evil? The people of the west are looking towards menogosatore and Goverheen of Nova Sfotiastoaaealgamae
the eastern part of Nova Scotia, and they see what has beenthese companies and secure continuons railway communica.
doue there under the very same circumstances. In 1884tonbtenH ifxndY motinhe es.Iont
this louse, upon the recommendation of Sir Charles Tupper, tink itwisposible tx bng aouth theam gtionor
then Minister of Railways, passed a resolution authorisingýtik ti osbl obigabu hsaalaainothonMinste ofRsilays pusoda rsoluionautoriingconsolidation by means of eithor one of these companies, and
the Government to take over the roads of eastern Nova 1 have no doubt the only rocourse we have is to look to this
Seotia, that is, the road between Truro and Pictou, which Parhamont and to this Government, aud we do B0, as I have
had been given to any company that would construct a road
to the Strait of Canso, and the road so constructed, which alroady stat, elingth e eo lyaskngNoatbas
road was It was pointed out in that speech that the road btween
the speech made on that occasion by Sir Charles Tupper, Truro and Pictea was a paying road. Even in that respect
and 1 am qure I cannot present the case for western Nova the aualogy holdo good, becauso the road known as the
Scotia any botter than by reading the statements made by Windsor Branch, between Windsor Junction and Windsor
him on that occasion for the Eastern Extension; and 1 in the west, is known to be a paying road, and I bave no
believe that every word that the hon. gentleman spoke ap- doubt it is quite as good a paying road as that te which
plies with equal force to our condition as to that which ho Sir Charles Tupper rferred. Il that argument i8 good in
was then advocating: regard to the east, it is equally forcible with regard to the

" The House is familiar with the difficulties that arose between the wost. The Windsor and Annapolis Railway, as shown by
contractors and the Government of Nova Scotia ; and also with the the annuai report of the company-the Iat one I have je
facts of the transfer of the Pictou Branch. That was finally settled
here, i think, by an Act of 1879, which provided that the branch would for 1887-mukos a remarkabiy good showing, and it appeare
be handed over when the contractors had completed the lino. That that that raiiway is one of the best paying roads in the
line has been practically completed from Glasgow to Picton, and the DOminion, paying its interest on ail the different securities
question came up as to its transfer. The Government acquired the right
to the Pictou Branch. Negotiation ensued beiween the Government and carrying enough forward to have paid a dividend even
of Nova Scotia and the Government hore in regard to that question ; upon the ordinary shares. t is well known, and member
and looking at the difficulties that the Government of Nova Scotia of the Goverument from the Province of Nova Sootia will
would encounter in operating a comparative short line of railway, look-
ing to the increase of the expenditure that would be involved, looking agree with me, that there i8 an enormous trafflo developiug
to the necessities that would arise of increasing the rates upon these in the west, particularly from the growth ofthe apple trade;
roads, and looking to the dislocation of trade that was likely to resuit and I May inform the Hotse that whereas ton years ago
from the severance of the branch from Truro to Pictou, from the Inter-
colonial Railway system, it was finally agreed between the present the Windsor aud Annapolis irancb oniy carried 10,000
Government of Nova Scotia and this Government, that we sbould prac- barrels anually, during lest yeer it shipped between 100,-
tically take the position of the Government of Niva Scotia and pay the oOOand 200,000barreis. There is practically no limit to
amount of money they were obliged to pay to the contractors for the
Eastern Extension, and that, subject to the sanction of the Logis-
lature of Nova Scotia and this Parliament, tbis Government te this point, I may be aliowed to reed an extract from the
should retain the branch from Truro to Pictou, and should acqnirO report of the chiot engineer of Nova Scotie raiiways upen
the Eastern Extension Railway fiom New Glasgow to the Gut of the railways in that Province as to the manner in which
Canso. I may say that, although in that particular, I believe
I entertain a different view from that of a large proportion of the party those roads are paying. île says:
with which I am connected in the Province of Nova Scotia-I refer to
that in connection with the administration of local affairs-I am of "tidnoei amchrescincein tbforocastofrail1887opeatiens
opinion that the arrangement that bas been arrived at is in the interests
of the counties through which this portion of railway runs. Iexperiencd for any eef the five previeus years, becauoe we know
believe this policy is also in the interest of the Province of Nova Scotie that our raiway traffic has net roaclid its propor limit, and muet noces-
as well as of the Dominion of Canada. I believe it will not involve any sarily increase, yet with the western counties lying stili undiminîshod,
additional expenditure on the part of the Government of this country. with this probably nineteen miles cf buffer separeting ils connections
The portion of the I C. R. between Truro and Pictou, is the only por- wub the enter reilway world, ne ene anticipated thal the railwayu, dis-
tion that pays a considerable amount of net profit over and above the connected as they are, would, at tho close cf the year, exhibit an im-
expenses of operation ; and I think the result of this transaction will be prevement in gross îraffic returus tebextent of Il Per Coul. This
that we shall stand in quite as good a financial position at the end of1 rent, suddenly increased activity, as wili ho seen by the neit follow
the year as we should if we had lost the Pictou Branhl. Regarding, îng comparative statement of annua traffics, is iarKely due to two
also, tho interests of the various industries of Nova Scotia, especialiy principal causes.:First, increase in the pausenger trafic, and, secondly
the connection between the coal mining counties of Nova Scotia and the the carnage cf internai productions, of which the movenent cfceai had
harbor and city of Haiifax, I think it will be found that the policy pro- been a preminent feature. There is ne movement cf freight or tbrough
pounded in this resolution is a pulicy not only in the intereat of Nova tratflc from abroad over te Western (Junties' lino. This hiatus or gap
Scotia, but in the interest of Canada. Under these circumatances, I do precludes snch pos3ibility. Ont of $16,566, the increase in receipta of
not think it is necessary to discnss this question at any length, because the Windsor and Annapolis Railwey, $13,588 cf il la due te pasenger
I believe the policy wbich the Government have adopted will meet with transport abus, and ont cf an increese cf $8,417, earnings cf the western

Ihe ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ CU crilapoacfbIaieetbeoue"cnties, $5,553 is due te the samo rosourco. These items mais. np 83*3the cordial approval of both aides of the House." per cent. cf the bulk of the improvement realised, and are ne don t et-
There was not a single argument used by the on. gentle- table t commercial animation, grwing attractions f our
Insu on that ocoasion which cannot be used with equal climate for visitera during the suiîry seasen, and the auccoseful offor49cf

force with respect to the condition of affairs which 1 have thoteu. LoenEYart ndBstand th. ne popua iehi
b p01 nointing out as now existing on the Windsor BraN a Scoie railWay intereat&.
---- jrwz"uljus %PUU 00 JUPVT qgdiýLwqj&"b %J" VLAW Ti A"ýà~A - . J.,q'j- ----
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From this report it will be seen that there was an increased the assent and early attention of the Government. The
profit of 11 per cent. on the earnings of the road during 1887, principle laid down by the bon, gentleman was, in the first
and the bulk of that was from passenger traffie, because, place, that a system bad been adopted in the Province of
owing to the missing link between Annapolis and Digby Nova Scotia with reference to the construction of railways
and the high rates charged for freight traffic, there was not in the east which, in all fairness, should be applied to the
the freight carried that could be carried under management construction or consolidation of railways in the western
such as that on the Intercolonial Railway. With respect to portion of the Province. The hon. member referred to the
the gap between Annapolis and Digby, it is well known action of the Government when they purchased the Eastern
that, in 1873, this House passed a resolution unanimously, Extension line, running from Picton to the Straits of Canso,
giving authority to the Government to band over the Wind- and assuming at the same time the ownership of the Pictou
sor Branch-from Windsor Junction to Windsor-to any Branch, so called. He might have gone further in his
company that would construct a railway f rom Annapolis to remarks by directing the attention of the House to the fact
Yarmouth. Later on the Act of 1874 was passed, carrying that since that time the Government have further adopted
into effect the arrangements which had been based on that the principle of extending, under very heavy expenditure, the
resolution. Again and again, as we all know, legislation Intercolonial system in the east, in the Island of Cape Breton
has been passed by this flouse with respect to this road. Last year this House was called upon to vote a very large
What we supposed would be a great inducement to amount for the completion of that road to Cape Breton, and
a company to build that road proved to be quite the this year we are called upon to supplement that appropri-
opposite, owing to the fact that an arrangement had ation by another amount. Therefore, the principle of ex-
been made by this Government with the Windsor and tending the Intercolonial Railway system has already been
Annapolis Railway to give that railway the use of the accepted by the Government, and my hon. friend is only
Windsor Branch, and it was therefore worse than use. asking the Government to apply that principle to the
less in the way of assisting the Western Counties western part of Nova Scotia which they have applied to
Company to build their road. It is perfectly clear the eastern part of the Province; so that, I presume, the
that the Western Counties have a claim on Parlia. Government can make no reasonable objection, particularly
ment and on the Government for assistance in the com. in the circumstances in which that part of the Province is
pletion of their road. It is clear, when we notice the agree- placed. The hon. gentleman pointed out very correctly
ment made in Jannary, 1887, between the Minister of that, worked at present as three systems, the Intercolonial
Justice and the Western Cournties Railway to give to that Railway, the Windsor and Annapolis Railway and the
company $500,000 upon consideration that the company Western Counties Railway, it was natural that the usefut-
would give up their petition of right against the Govern- r ess of those roads, generally, should be very much ham-
ment on account of iheir lusses in regard to the Windsor pered, because hon. gentlemen know that when the traffic
Branch, that the Western Counties-it has even been bas to be exchanged from one road to another, and when
admitted by the Government-bas a moial and a legal there is an absence of a common agreement between those
claim upon this country for the construction of the missing roads, the public are not served with the same con-
link. But I desire to point out to the Government, if they venience that they are when the railways are al
entertain at all the idea of taking over those western roads, run as parts of one system. The object of the hon.
they should certainly do that before constructing the road gentleman, then, is to induce the Government to obtain
between Annapolis and Digby, because the very moment control of the Windsor and Annapolis Railway, to put
they do that they add enormously to the value of all the in the gap between Digby and Annapolis, and to obtain
roads which would be connected by the construction of that control of the Western Counties Railway as well.
road, Conseuently, in tne public interest, it would be the Now, it would appear that the hon. gentleman has present-
duty of the Governmeut, before constructing that missing ed to the House very good grounds why the Government
link, to take over.the roads between Halifax and Yarmouth. should be williug to accept that responsibility on a financial
I have ventured to draw certain conclusions from those basis. We have shown to the House that the Windsor and
facts which I have very imperfectly endeavored to present Annapolis Railway Cempary, though handicapped as tley
to the House and the Government. They are have been for th wantoettrougi communication with

"lst. The present unsatisfactory condition of the railway traffic of ee
western Nova ,cotia, seriously injures the tlade of that section, and of interest on their bonds during the hast two or llree years.
the ciry of Halifax as well. fie migit aIse have pointed out te the fouse, but that, per-

" 2nd. When a similar state of things existed in eastern Nova Scotia, laps, lis medesty prevented bim doing so, liai the Windsor
with respect to the Intercolonial, the branch between Truro and Pictou and
and the Eastern Extension, the Dominion Government promptly ap-
plied to Parliament for power to take over the two latter roads, and Sella, a part etie county wiich tle ion, gentleman se
make them part of the Intercolonial system, which was unanimously ably represents in this fouse; and I venture te say lIat in
granted. tus Dominion there cannot be toundfluer agricultural dis-

"3rd. The Windsor Branch, and the Windsor and Annapolis are
paying roads, and it is expected that the whole line between Halifax tricts, witi more )Iodulive sou, and more prosperous com-
and Yarmouth, including the western counties, wiil be a paying one muuities, than tioe tîrough which this rend us frein
immediately upon the sompletion of the gap between Annapolis and Windsor te Annapolis. Therufore, the future et this rail-
Digby, and therefore the acquisition of these roa8s, instead of involving
a loss, will prove to be a source of revenue to the country. way is biglly ercouraging. It 18 deveioping ils usofuines

" 4th. The Government of Canada, in view of its transactions with constantly by the enterprises le which it is giving use, and
the Western Counties Railway Company, in respect of the Windsor b i
Branch, is under obligation to complete the gap of 18 or 19 miles be.ut

twee Anapols sd Diby.whieh. as ihe hon. gentleman las pointed eut, bastween Annapolis and Digby.
"5th. But the railways which would thus be connected, viz., the go largely increased within a short lime; and if île

Windsor and Annapolis and the Western Counties, should be, together effortsoetle farmers of liai district are successfal, as I
with the Windsor Branch, first taken over by the Dominion Govern-bave n doubt they wille, il is net unreasonable te expeet
ment, and made a part of the Intercolonial system." that within the next twenty years there will bo a million

Mr. JONES (lalifax). The hon. member for King's barrels of apples exported over liai road. Looking te tle
(Mr. Borden), in bringing this motion before the flouse bas cennection witl Yarmoutb, I tbink île Government would
explained the matter so fully that it requires very littIe to be justifled on tint grennd alene ef assuming this responsi-
add upon the subject. I must furtier express my very bility. Thon, lie Western Counties Railway las been very
strong conviction that the view which the hon. member successfuh, cousidering its isoiated position. Whon we
has prsented to this House is one that ought to command consider that it lasne connection witb the Windsor and

e.BoaDzN.
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Annapolis Railway, and only ruans as far as Digby, the fact
that its trafip receipts, both for freight and passengers, have
been increasing, is a very encouraging sign of its usaful-
ness, and I have no doubt that if the gap beiween Digby
and Annapolis were built, the earnings of those roads put
together would be very largely increased. That gap has
been one of the dficulties whieh have stood in the way of
this through route, and I am afraid that the Government
have not been altogether blameless in the matter. Several
attempts have been made, as was intimated by the hon.
member, to consolidate the roads in Nova Scotia, one during
the time my hon. friend the Minister of Justice was a mem-
ber of the Provincial Government. That effort failed. A
subsequent effort was made by the present Administration,
and I am led to believe that if the Government of the
Dominion had been willing to give the same
consideration to the application of the contractors
under the present Local Government, that is to say,
if they had been willing to carry out the offers they
made to the syndicate during the reign of my hon. friend,
the Minister of Justice, and had extended that agreement
to the late contractor under the present Administration,
those roads would be in a fair way to consolidation at the
present moment. But, for some reason or other, that con-
sent was withheld, and the agreement under the present
Administration fell through. Then, pending these negotia-
tions Mr. Plunkett came forward with an offer to build the
road. We remember that a Bill for that purpose was pre-
sented to this House. We remembr that an agreement
was submitted to the House by the late Minister of Finance.
It is true it was submitted in a minute of Council at a very
critical time, preceding by a lew days a general election.
We are also aware that Mr. Plunkett failed in bis efforts
to raise money in England, as was announced by the
Minister of Finance last year, and he was unable to carry
out his agreement, very much to my regret, and very much,
I believe, to the regret of the people of Nova Scotia.
During the discussion which took place last year in this
House, I took the opportunity of enquiring of the Minister
of Finance what course the Government intended to pursue
in the event of Mr. Plunkett not succeeding in his financial
negotiations in London, and it is this point to whieh I
desire to draw the attention of the liouse. I said to the
hon. Minister of Finance:

"I would also like to ask in what position the negotiations are in
reference to the Western Counties Railway, as to filling up the gap be-
tween Annapolis and Digby. Perbaps the Minister might tell the
House at what time the operations there will ne commenced.

"Sir CHAIRLES TUPPgR. I rgret to say that the information bas
been somewhat unsatisfactory with reference to the arrangements that
Mr. Pluntett was making in England within the last few days. A
hitch has occurred. 1 was informel by Messrs. Baring that the matter
had been arranged and that a very powerful syndicate had engaged to
underwrite the bonds, that the money was all forthcoming, and that
the matter was settled. But some legal question bas arisen between
Mr. Piunkett and the parties with whom he was making the arrange-
ment, so that I believe the matter is not at this moment in so secure a
position as I was led to understand by a communication from the
Messrs. Baring a short time ago.

" Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am very sorry to hear that any hitch bas
occurred; but, in the event of satisfactory arrangements being con-
cluded, is he hon. gentleman in a position to say what course the
Government will purene with respect to undertaking that work? The
Miniuster of Railways informed us last Session that in the event ùf
negotiations failing with private parties, the Government would imme-
diately proceed to undertake the work themselves. A considerable
lime bas now elapsed. We supposed, frem the information we had of
Mir. Plunkett's negotiations, that he would be able to carry through
this consolidation scheme, and I regret very much that there has been
any failure in that respect. But if such should unfortunately prove to
to be the case, and he should not succeed, will the Goverament then
undertake the work ?"
This was the promise made by Sir Charles Tapper last
year. Well, another year has passed by ; another season
has been lost. The hon. the Minister of Finance was aware,
a month after he made these observations, that Mr. Plunkett
had failed, that he could not secure the money he desired,
and, therefore, it was the Minister's duty, having given that

pledge to Parliament, or it was lt duty of the Government
of which he was then such a prominent member, to have
immediately commenced the work of completing that gap.
lHad that been done, no doubt things would have been to.
day in a more satisfactory condition. The general consoli-
dation, which my hon. friend from King's, N.S. (Mr. Bor.
don) is aiming at, and which is so desirable, would have
been thereby secured, because hon. gentlemen are aware
that the public cannot be so cheaply accommodated by a
private road as by a Government road.

Mr. BLAKE. Why not ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). My hon. friend knows from his
own experience that a Government road is run on a
different basis and for different objects and considerations.
While we do not expect to make money out of a Govern.
ment road, private individuals are always looking for a
very large return, and that is the reason the Government,
with larger resources, should be able to work a road on
more economical termas than others. Therefore, if the
Government had carried out their pledge to bave under.
taken this work, one difficulty would have been partly
removed ; but I am sorry to say that up to the present
time there appears to be no sign of the Government moving
in that direction. I hope they are not going to leave the
matter over for another general election. They made use
of it in a Dominion election and in a local election, by
sending peoplie there a sbort time to survey, so as to convey
the impression that the work was to be undortakeri. I think
it is now about time, if the Goveinment are going to under-
take it at all, that the aniouncement should bu made, and
I hope there will be no further delay on that point.
Another grcat object in the consolidation of these roads is
what was pointed out in the House last year when this
subject was up for discussion. When the agreement was
made between the Government and Windsor and Annapolis
Road, in 1873 or 1874, there was a clause in the agreement
which read thus :

" That those who hlve the right to so much of the Nova Scotia Rail-
way, with the branches, appurtenances, buildings and conveniences
thereto belonging, or attachd, as lies between the terminus at Halifax
and the Windsor Junction, both inclusive, together with any extension
to Halifax hereaf ter to be made."

At the time that that agreement was made the terminus
was at Richmond, about three miles from the city, and the
Windsor and Annapolis us<d that terninus in common with
the Intercolonial. Since that time, under the adminstra-
tion of the hon. member for York (Mr. Mackenzie), the
road was brought further into the city about one and a half
miles, and the Windsor and Annapolis people have always
claimed, and claimed justifiably, that they had the right to
use that road for ail purposes. It is true that right had
been allowed to us for passenger purposes, but that is a very
mnall portion of its usefulnees, so far as the usetulness of a
iai!way is c.mcerned. Its greatest usefulness is in the
tiansport of freight, and when the cars corne diwn to Rich-
mond, if you require to bring them down to the deep.
water terminus, about one and a half miles further down,
iistead of being hauled down there, as I contend
the Government are bound to do under this agreement,
the compainy are charged 82.50 for each car moved,
and all the general traffio of the Western Counties Road is
now loaded and dimcharged at Richmond, a distance of three
miles from the cily. This is practically one of the great diffi-
culties in the way of exterding the usefulness and the value
of the Windsor and Annapolis Rond, becanse bon, gentle.
men who are familiar with that subject are well aware that
having to haul beavy articles of freight about three miles,
at a very considerable expense, adds very much to the gen-
eral expenses of traffic. As my hon. friend bas pointed out,
the want of general railway arrangements with the Inter-
colonial and with this point makes the expense so heavy of
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transporting goods to the western part of Nova Scotia, that i t
is found cheaper to send them by the Intercolonial to St,
Jai, and then by water across the bay, rather than send
them by our own road. The object we are aiming at
will never be properly acquired until that road is under
one management, until the Windsor and Annapolis have the
right to use all portions of the intercolonial Railway facili.
ties in the city of Halifax at the depot or deep water term-
inus, and any extensions that have been or may be hereafter
made. They are entitled te that, under tbeir agreement,
and I think the Government have not the right on their
Fide in refusing the Windsor and Annapolie Company the use
of the extensions in the city of Halifax. I hope that
when the Government come to consider the whole
question, when they come to consider that they are ad-
vancing half a million of money to connect those two roads,
the value of which will be largely increased by the ac-
tion of the Government itself, they will deal with the
question of consolidation promptly before they put in the gap,
for, whatever the value of these roads may be at present,
they will be very considerably increased when they are
united by the gap it is proposed to complete. Under these
circumstances, i think the Government are bound to take
one stop or the other. I think they are bound to adopt the
suggestion embodied in this motion at once, or if they have
made up their minds not to grant the western part of Nova
Scotia the advantages which they have already granted to
the east, thon the only thing to be done, is to put in the gap
with as little delay as possible, and see that the Windsor
and Annapolis have terminal facilities under all circum.
stances. If this be not all we have a right to expect, it
will be some improvement on the present arrangements.

Mr. KENNY. I agree with my hon. friend from King's
that it is eminently desirable that the roads in western Nova
Scotia should be consolidated. I noticed, when my hon.
colleague was urging the Governmant of the d ty to spend
more money in developing the railway system in Nova
Scotia, that a smile stole imperceptibly over the placid
features of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) and
the hon. member for Bothwell (Ur. Mills) as they remem-
beied that only a few nights ago the echoes of
this House were awakened by the fierce, the
almost ferocious onslaught on the Gâvernment for
its expenditures on the Inteicolonial and other railways in
which that Province and people are interestod. The Inter-
colonial, as hon. gentlemen know, is essential to our
national existence. I will say further, that it has been of
more advantage to the millers and manufacturers of the
west than it bas been to the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces. Yet, when an hon. gentleman, occupying the
position which tbe hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) occupies in this flouse, asails the
Government for its administration of the Intercolonial, our
national highway, what chance is there for the
people of Nova Scotia to secure any farther public
funds for the development of thoir railway system ?
I agree with my hon. friend from King's (Mr. Borden)
that the management of the Windsor and Annapolis Rail-
way is eminently injurious to the trade of Nova Scotia, and
that it is mot desirable that the roads from Halifax to
Yarmouth in western Nova Scotia should be amalgamated.
If the Govtrnment can assist that in any way, it will be
their duty to do so. My hon. friend from King's (Mr.
Borden), and my hon. friend the senior member for Hali-
fax (Mr. Jones), have both referred to the efforts made to
attain that very desirable end. I was, to a slight extent,
identified with one of those efforts. In company with Mr.
Baker, of Yarmouth, and Mr. Lovell, and my deceased
friend, Mr. D.ffus, I identified myself with the first
of those projects, having satistied myself that, if carried out,*
it would be eminently in the interest of Nova Sootia, Thaft

Kr. JoNes (Halfax).

project failed. I do not mean to say that it had all the in-
herent merits which deserved success. I never enquired
very particularly into the commercial or financial aspect of
it. I was satisfied that if it could be done it would be a
benefit to Nova Scotia, and I was prepared to do what I
could to facilitate it; but hon. gentlemen know that whilst
the promoter of that measure was in London a change took
place in the Government of Nova Scotia, and the new
Local Government sent the Honorable Mr. Vail to London,
as the result of whose mission the project miscarried. Now,
I do not mein to say that that was solely due to Mr. Vail's
mission, or that the Government of the country had any
such intention when they sent him there, but I do say that
one result of Mr. Vail's mission was, at all events, that this
measure was miscarried. So much for the two projects started
for the amalgamation of these roads. I should very much
like to sec the gap completed at as early a day as possible.
My hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Jones) has reminded us
of the two discussions on this subject which have taken
place in this House, during the two past Sessions of Parlia-
ment. I was not present during the last discussion, but I
remember on the first occasion, when the hon. the Minister
of Railways was in his place, my hon. friend from King's
(Mr. Borden) called his attention specially to the incon.
venience which the people in western Nova Scotia, and
alo the merchants in Halifax, suffered from the large ex-
pense which bad been incurred for taking the cars into the
city of Halifax from the existing terminus at Richmond.
The Minister of Railways then told us in reply that one
reason for that was that he had not sufficient accommodation
for his own frright, cither at North street, or at the Deep
Water terminus. If there was not sufficient room two years
ago, I am afraid there is very much less room to day. It may
surprise hon. gentlemen to hear, but it is a fact, that the
trade of Hlaliax and the trade of the Intercolonial Railway
is increasing, and 1 hold in my hand a return showing the
inward and outward cars to and from Halifax during the
months from lst November up to the date of my departure
from Halifax, and these show a steady increase in the num-
ber of cars coming full into Halifax and the number of cars
going full out of Halifax. That is, notwithstanding the
fact that the Canadian Government has subsidised mail
steamers, and that we are paying out of our Canadian
Treasury to build up mail lines, which absolutely discrimin-
ate in their freight rates against our ports and in favor of
the United States ports. They transfer a large amount of
freight to Portland, which, I think, ought more properly to
be landed in a Canadian port; and I hope that, in any re-
newal of our transatlantic mail >ubsidies, we will take care
that the terminal ports shal be within our own territory.
Still, notwithstanding all that, the traffic on the Inter.
colonial Railway has increased. Now, instead of cilling
upon the Government to spend a large amount of money in
the erection of stores and warehouses, I think 1 can make
a suggestion which will meet the views of my hon. friend
from King's (Ur. Borden), and accomplish the common
object we have in view. It is within the recollection
of hon. gentlemen that a sum bas been voted
to extend the Intercolonial Railway along the wharves of
Halifax. If the Minister of Railways would use a portion of
that amount in getting a right of .way through some of the
smaller properties whose proprietors might not be prepared
to give it, I believe we could extend the railway to the
wharves, where ample storage accommodation would be
provided without the Dominion Government having to
expend any money for the erection of stores either at North-
street or Richmond. I think that is well worth the
attention of the Government. This is a very important
matter to us, though it may seem to be a trifle to hon. gen-
tlemen living in the more populous portions of the
Dominion ; and, as my hon. friend, the senior member for
Halifax (àtr. Jones), has said, I believe we may look for a
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large development of the freight trade of Nova Scotia. I
remember hearing questioned the statements of an hon.
gentleman, not now a member of this House, respecting the
mnilions of buehels of grain to be shipped from the North
West. I do not intend to discues those figures now, but
my hon. friend bas estimated the quantity of apples to be
shipped from iHalifax at one million barrels. I hope that
is true, though his figures are large, and I hope the Govern-
ment will in every way utilise the Intercolonial Railway to
develop this large traffic.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I consider this a very impor-
tant subject, more particularly for Nova Scotia, and I think
it is not altogether unimportant for Canada, for I regard
Nova Scotia as being, as it were, the wharf of the railways
of Canada, and as the wharf of the railways of Canada, it
must of necessity be looked after perhaps a little more par-
ticularly than the main line of those railways. I agree very
substantially with the remarks thmt bave been made by
genlemen on the other side of the House. I believe, very
thoroughly, that thcse railways should receive not only the
due consideration, but the substantial consideration of the
Government of the day, and I believe they are receiving
that substantial consideration. It might appear to some,
on seeing this motion on the paper, and listening to the re-
marks of the hon. member for King's (Mr. Borden), and
the hon. the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), that
this is the first time these things were ever mooted, or
that it is the first time the building up of the gap from
Digby to Annapolis, or the taking over of the line from
Halifax to Yarmouth to make it a part of the Intercolonial
Railway, was ever suggested. This bas been on the
carpet for soma time, and it is not true, as the Halifax
Chronicle stated two or three days ago, that they were
the pioneers in this movement. I have had the
honor myself of addressing letters to the Railway De-
partment with reference to this very matter, urging
upon them the necessity of looking after the western por-
tion of that Canadian wharf; and .1 am fully eatisfied that
the Government of the day are taking all these matters
into their consideration and are going to do what is just to
western Nova Scotia. There is a great tangle in railway
matters, as I uniderstand it, in western Nova Scotia; and,
although the seior member for Halifax (Mr. Joues) bas
placed the blame upon the Dominion Government, I say
the blame does not rest upon the Dominion Government,
but rather upon the local Grit Government in Nova
Scotia for that tangle. The whole of the subsidy
.which was granted to the Western Counties Railway
was allowed by the local Grit Government to be
expended between Digby and Yarmouth, with scarcely a
single dollar expended between Annapolis and Digby.
Now they come here and blame the Dominion Govern-
ment for not doing what they allege they should do for
western Nova Scotia. I must confess that I congratulate
the hon. member for King's, N. S. (Mr. Borden), and the
hon. senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) on their con-
version. I am proud to know that at labt they have opened
their eyes, and now they acknowledge that western Nova
Scotia is not a place where blue ruin exists, but that it is a
place capable of development, that it is actually develop-
ing, and that the farmers a-d the people generally in
western Nova Scotia are not crying out in despair,
and are not wallowing in blue ruin, as one would infer
from reading the speeches that were made on the other
side of the House last Session, in favor of unrestricted
reciprocity. It is one thing to speak upon the question
of unrestricted reciprocity, it is another thing to come
mto the House and ask the Government to grant rail-
way subsidies, or to take over a railway. I am ais
pleased to know that now they have no thought what-
ever of the debt of the Dominion when they ask the

Dominion Governmenu to take over the road froin Halifax
to Yarm>uth. I suppose the'y have forgotten the cam.
paign that they carried on in the county of King's
and the county of Halifax, during the last election,
when they held up the Dominion debt and made it appear
as great as possible. Now, however, they lose sight of it
altogether when they come into the House and ask the
Government to take over a road that will cost quite a
number of dollars, and will, perbaps, increase the debt of
the Dominion. However, I do not think, myself, that it will
increase the debt of the Dominion very much, even if these
roads are taken over, or that it wIl increase it at ail, event-
ually, because I believe that every dollar that is expended
in western Nova Scotia the D minion will recoup fur-foli
in the future. I believe there is a groat inture for western
Nova Scotia. Hon. gentlemen must not think that bocause
1 am speaking entirely of western Nova Scotia I have not
in my mind's eye the whole of the Dominion of Canada, for
the building up of the western part of Nova Scotia, the
building up of the Province, is the building up of Canada,
is the development of Canada. I believe there is a great
future in store for western Nova Scotia. We bave
in the King's and the Annapolis valley, one of the finest
valleys in the world. I say unhositatingly, we can whip
the world on apples. There are no other apples in the
world that can compote in the London market with the
apples that are raised in this valley, nor can any other
apples retain their price so woll upon that market. IVe
not only have steamers plyirg from Halifax to London
carrying apples, but we also have vessels under private
venture engaged in the samo occupation from Annapolis
to London. TIe raising of apples is a gold mine in
itself. I do not think that the senior member for
Halifax exaggerated vory much when ha said that in the
near future there will be a million barrels of apples going
from that valley. That may b, bocause the possibili-
ties of that valley are hardly yot roalised. I can take the
hon. members of this House through a hundred miles of
continuous apple blossoms in Jane and that you cannot
do anywhere el-e in the world. Then only one-third of
the valley is cultivated, only about one third is under fruit
cultivation. But we have not only a gold mine there in
the apples, we have actual gold mines lying between Liver-
pool and Annapolis that are just co-ing into notice. In look-
ing over the st-itiatics published by the Local Government
lately, I took the trouble to call out the different items that
have been paid for prospecting licenses in the small district
around Whiteburn and Malaga, and hon. members will ha
somewhat surprised to learn that the suru of 83,500 as beau
paid out in one year for thee prospecting licenses alone.
Now, when I consider the smallness of the district occupied
between Liverpool and Annapolis, I think that is a very
large amount of money, and it shows that the attention of
the outside world is bein g called to these gold mines between
Liverpool and Annap, is. This is for only two mines.
I have taken the trouble to go over the royalties for these
two mines, and I find that they actually paid into the
Treasury of Nova Scotia the su m of $2,000 i n the year 1888.
These gold mines only need the usual railway encourage-
ment of government to develop them and bring them
prominently before the outside world We have steam
communication between Annapolis and St. John, which is
one of the termini of the Short Lina Railway. There is a
daily communication, I am happy to say, being brought
into existence by the present Dominion Government, bu-
tween St. John and Annapolis, that makes a direct line
from Montreal to Halifax. The shortest lina that eau
poessibly be run between Montreal and Halifax is by the
way of St. John and Annapolis, via the daily boat that
the Government is asisting to b. placed on that route.
We have also running from Annapolis a bi-weekly boat to
Digby aDd Boston, and there is also a bi-weekly boat
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running from Yai moth to Bston and a daily boat from
Annapolis to Digby, showing that the people are ready and
willing to invest their money in the development of that
portion of the Dominion, I strongly urge upon the present
Dominion Governrment to take over the road between
Halifaz and Yarmouth and make it a part of the Inter-
colonial Railway system. I think that is the proper thing
for therm to do; it would be a paying investment in tho
near future, if they should undertake it; and I believe
that instead of increasing the doficit that is from year to
year appearing upon our Intercolonial Rilway Publie Ac-
counts, it would belp materially in making a surplus upon
that railway. I know perfectly well that the Government
have ibis matter under control, that they have it under
their consideration, and that practical steps are being now
taken, 1 am credibly informed, to complete the missing
link between Digby and Annapolis.

Mr JONES (Halifax). When is it to be commenced?
You seem to know.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I am not the mouthpiece of
the Government on that point. I presume if that question
was put on the Order paper in proper form, it would elicit
from the Minister of Railways an answer that would cause
satisfaction to this House. I am quite satisfied to leave that
matter in the hinds of the present Adminitration, know
ing that as their policy is one of progress and tends to
develop every part of Canada, they will not leave western
Nova Scotia negle'ted.

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

After Recess.

Boston; a great many Americans have come there, and
that fact bas increased the traffic of the road. t bas also
been largely increased by the freight that has passed over
it. Of course, in discussing this question, it is not intended
that hon. members shall occupy the attention of the House
for any considerable time; it is a question of most special
interest to Nova Scotia, although the completion of the
road would undoubtedly benefit the whole Dominion. I
trust the Government will see their way clear to complete
that branch at as early a day as possible. The time bas
certainly arrived when we need its completion, and I only
voice the sentiment of the people of the whole of Nova
Scotia when I say we trust that that branch will be com.
pleted before the next two years have passed away. With
these remarks, I consider I have done what my con-
stituents would expect, irrespective of party, and what the
whole of Nova Scotia would desire to see done, each mem-
ber rise and state his views in regard to the question
which bas long been a buruing one in that Province.

Gen. LAURIE. I feel the question that has been
raised by the hon. member for King's (Mr. Borden) refers
more especially to railways actually working and to coun-
ties that now have railways. But the mere fact of this
discussion having taken a somewhat broader range, of
having eventually lei to a reference to the proposition
made for dealing with the whole of Nova Scotia and
making one railway for the western counties and opening
u p the broad principle of furnishing railway facilities, leads
me to point out the peculiar position of the county I have
the honor to represent. I cannot say, as some lon. gentle-
men who have preceded me have done, that my county can
produce an enormous quantity of agricultural produce for
shid ment to the other side of the Atlantic. I cannot refer

Mr. JONES (Digby). When the House rose at six o'clock towund1vds of milole £blo utAI ea reer 1
we were discussing the necessity for completing the missing what is of greater advantage te the Dominion, that
link in the western counties, and I feel I would not be doing is the fi.b oaught off our coasts. I eau conceive
my duty to my constituents as a representative of the it is of quite as great importance to the Dominion
county which is more particularly interested than any other when I point out that the statisties of the year before last
in the whole Dominion, if I did not unite with the rest of show tbat ne less than $750,00lu value of fish were
the members from Nova Scotia in urging the completion Ofcaught as the produet of the labor of the bard-
that link at as early a date as possible. And while speaking worked toilers of the sea cf Sheiburne ocanty. They
on this question, I am happy to say that for once at least bave as muh rigit 10 bo cousidered as others. Their
I can agree with the senior member for Halifax (Mr Jones) dcsire is b market their produce, not on U e other
in nearly all bis remaiks. and also with the observations side of the Atlanic, but unong our own poople, if
of the hon. member for King's (Mr. Borden). This missing possible; they desire te baild up interprovincial trade.
link, as it is called, bas had rather a chequered career, and When 1 look at the Trade Rturns, I obrerve that the Pro-
among all the different schemes which have been started vince of Qiebec îmported of fresh fish from the United
for its completion, the one considered most likely to Statel ne less than 2,500,000 Ibs. in 1887, and 1 presume
succeed, and that upon which the people of Nova Scotia the quantity is increasing. Quebec paid a datyon that fish,
mainly built their hopes, was that generally known as the The consumera of Ontario aIse purcbased a large quantity,
Plunkett scheme, and until the close of last Session, we in onwhich îhey paid duty. That 6sb la caught off the coat
the western counties, and in fact the people of the whole in my ûounty, mostly by my constituents, and itis bard
Dominion, were almost certain that the lirik would have that wbile they catch those fisb, tbey are unable to place
been put in before this time. Unfortunately, that scheme thenidirectly ln the markets cf our own people. lad we
failed as so many others have done. Notwithstanding that the mens of raiiway communication te do that, the fisher-
the trade had largely increased on the Windsor and Annapolis men would net find il necessary te sbip te Boston, where
Railway, and also on the Western Counties Railway, still for the fish sold in open marketand
one cause or another that road remains unfinished. The abipment te Montreat and large towns lu Quebec and the
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) made one remark easteru part of Ontario. We require railway comnuniea-
in which he is a little astray. He said nothing had been lion, and we require it badly. The feeling cf our people la
done towards the completion of the road since last Session. very strong on the subjeot. I have lately received resolu-
Last autumn I visited Ottawa, and called upon the Mih tiens passed at a crowded meeting in Shelburne conty,
ister of Railways and urged him to have a survey made and wbile I will net read the whole et the resolutions, I will
of the line between Digby and Annapolis. It has since read Ite main portion, in order te show that our people are
then been made, and I believe the plans are about ready. lu earnest in luis matter. After giving the reatons, the
In order to show how the trafficb as i creased on the resolutien proceeds to say:
Western Counties Railway, I may mention that the -"Resolved, that the Dominion Governmentbs aked toigranta Bubsidy
traffic, passenger and freight, is probably three times ate aid in affordng railway facilities to this county, one of the oldest
large now as it was four years ago. This ia settled counties in Nova Seotia and which haB hitherto so thoroughly
prircipally due to the fact that a very fast steam- been left out in the cold, and that herepreBentative of Sheiburne eounty
ship bas been placed on the route between Yarmouth in the Dominion Parliament be requested to urge upon the Government

the needs and the necessities of &Èbis county, and to insi2t that the s*id
and Boston, and lanother is running between Digby and'subsidy be granted withuutdehay21

to unresXf ils f(ppe lososbu Icairfe)t
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I can assure this House that the people of my county are
in earnest, and will feel that until their interests are cou-
sidered, as have been the interests of the inhabitants of the
other portions of Nova Sootia, they will not consider they
are obtaining that measure of justice to which they are en-
titled.

Mr. FREEXAN. As this is a little discussion in the
interests of the Nova Scotia Railways, I will take the op.
portunity to say a few words, as I am deeply interested in
railways for the western counties. I was very much
pleased to hear the remarks of the hon. member for King's
(Mr. Borden), and also those of the senior hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones). As I listened to them I remembered
very distinctly the utterances of the honu. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) last year, when the subject of
commercial union with the United States was brought up.
I remember when that hon. gentleman was undertaking
to sh, w us in what way the $7,500,000 would be provided,
of which we would ho short in the event of commercial
union taking place; he very distinctly told us savings
were to be made on railway subsidies. He said: We will
shut off that iniquitous bribe, the railway subsidy, we will
cut off the whole thing and give no more subsidies to rail-
ways. I remember that when his resolution came to a vote
in this House that two hon. gentlemen-the member for
King's (Mr. Borden) and the senior member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones)-voted for his resolution. They declared that
they were with him on the subject of cutting away sub.
sidies for railways, and that the Government should not
increase the debt by granting any moro subsidies, whether
in Nova Scotia or anywhere else.

Mr. BORDEN. Will the hon. gentleman be kind enough
to tell me to what resolution he refers ?

Mr. FREEMAN. I will explain. And when this after-
noon I heard them urging on the Government their duty
with regard to granting additional subsidies to and bauild
ing this link, and amalgamating the lines of railways from
Halifax to Yarmouth, I said: "These mon have become
converted ; what in the world has come over the m." I was
delighted, and I was pleased to see those hon. members
favor this project. The hon. member (Mr. Border>) does
not properly understand me, I am sure, because if he did ho
would not object to what I say.

Mr. BORDEN. I do not object. I want to know what
resolution you refer to.

Mr. FREEMAN. I refer to the principle of granting
subsidies to railways. It just struck me that possibly those
gentlemen might change their minds again before the
flouse meets next Session, but I hope they will nt. I
hope they will not come up here next year and condemu
the Government for assisting the railways in the western
counties of Nova Scotia. If they do so, however, I will
help them a little bit. I will help them to get out of the
difficulty if they have not eut the bridge behind them.
They will say this, that the Goverment had already decided
to build the link and it did not help them in any way,
or that the Government were actually at work in
building the link in the railway. That is the way to get
out of it. It may be the case that they will condemn the
Government for giving us this railway, but I will neW
suggest any wrong motives to these hon. gentlemen, and
I am sure they would not listen to me if I did. But, Sir,
what I desire to see built is this railway, this missing link.
There is one thing I do not desire-I do not desire that the
Government shahl spend any more money in any way
whatever on the railways of Nova Scotia until they do
justice to the county which I have the honor to represent.
Sone of the gentlemen who have spoken on this motion
have been advocating the expenditurp of money in the way
that will bring griot to their own mille. The senior mem-

ber for Halifax (Mr. Jones) has been talking about his
city. He wants some more money expended in Halifax, as
though Halifax were the first consideration of this Govern-
ment, and, indeed, I consider that Halifax is the pet city of
this Government. But what about the poor counties of
Queen's and Shelburne. For the last 20 years we have
been contributing to building railways in Nova Scotia, and
yet, we havo aot one mile of railway in either of these
counties. I regret exceedingly to see that the Government
have found it necessary to fail in with the views of hon.
gentlemen opposite, and that they have taken away the
subsidy for a steamer that ran along the southern stsore of
Nova Scotia. I do hope, however, that the Government,
before the end of the Session, will reconsider that action and
that we shall have in the Supplementary Estimates a vote
for a subsidy for this steamer. One of my hon. friends here
from Nova Scotia. the senior member fer Halifax (Mr. Jones)
has told about the million barrels of apples that we shall
have from the Annapolis Valley, I believe he is quite with.
in bound in his estimate; but let me inform the House that
we have lands in Queen's County that are equally as fertile
as the lands in the Annapolis Valley. We have lands there
that astonished the Hon. Mr. MeLelan, late Minister of
Finance, when he came there to pay us a visit and looked
around at our beautiful valleys covered with verdure and
ready to yield almost any amount of produce. But, Sir,
there is no use in our cultivating those lands for we have
no railways and no outlet for the produce. Our own local
Government4 have proved traitor to us, They have made
us promises, and promises, and promises, but they never ful-
filled their promises. A short time age, when Sir Charles
Tupper announced that liberal policy in the flouse of Com.
mons to assist the counties in Nova Scotia in building rail-
ways, why, Sir, there were hundreds of people in my coun.
ty who threw up their hats for joy and they have never
seen them sin se. I am proud to say, Sir, that I am here, in
the flouse of Commons, for the express purpose of gotting a
subsidy for a railway in my county, and I am satisfied that
this Government will never allow me to go back to my
county and to have to say that they failed us in this the
hour of our need. I am sure that bofore the Session of Par-
liament ends that we shall have a subsidy of $3,200 a mile
for our railways. I thirnk, perhaps, that I have said enough
on this subject.

0
Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. FREBEMAN. I would just say thim, Sir, that instead of

encouraging this offer which the United States senators
were proposing to make to the House of Commons to give
them a trip through the United States in order to show
them the glory of that country-I would make this proposal
to the Goverument: That before this Session closes, if they
give us a good subsidy for our railway in Queen's County, I
believe that if we do not give a pleasure trip to all the
members of the House of Commons over that ioad, we will
at Ieast give one to every member of the Government, and
we will show thom our noble land, show them the many
opportunities for industries we have in Queon's Coanty, and
we will show them too, Sir, our more than noble women who
grace our beautiful county.

Mr. PUINAM. Mr. Speaker, after all the argument we
have listened to to-day with respect to our Nova Scotia
railways I fel that tbere is little more to be said. I muet
say, however, that I most beartily endorme t e arguments
which have been made before the Flouse in favor ot this
motion by the member for King'm ( r. Borden), the senior
member for Halifax (àfr. Jones), the junior member for
ialitax (à1r. Kenry), and the other members who have
spoken in favor of the acquisition by the Governmett and
the consolidation of the railways in the westem
part of the Province of Nova Scotia. At present
the railways in this portion of the Province are
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disjointed and disconnected; they have different tariffs
and as far as the Windsor and Annapolis Railway is con.
cerned they are very extravagant. It would be a great
boon to that part of the Province of Nova Scotia if the
Governmentwere to acquire and to consolidate and ôperate
these railways. Reference bas also been made to the syn-
dicate of 1882. That syndicate, I believe, was a bond fide
affair. The Hon. Mr. Creelman, of Nova Scotia, was in
London carrying out the details of that scheme, but unfor-
tunately, about that time, a change of Government occurred
in Nova Scotia and that hon. gentleman was recalled. Mr.
Vail was sent to London in his stead, and, I believe, in
common with most of the people of Nova Scotia, that this
gentleman succeeded in killing the whole scheme. This
was unfortunate; because, I believe, it was the best piece of
railway legislation we ever had in the Province of Nova
Scotia. If the Government can see its way clear to take
over these railways, in the western part of the Province
there is another piece of railway which Ithink would receive
a great impetus in such a case. There is a proposed lino of
railway through the County of Hants and known as the
Hants Central Railway, which was embodied in the Plun.
kett scheme of 1882, and which was, of course, killed with
the rest of that project. If the Govern ment would acquire
possession of those western railways, I have not the least
doubt that they would construct this line through the
County of Hants. If they did so it would shorten the
distance between eastern and western Nova Scotia some
forty miles.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Would that make you solid?
Mr. PUTNAM. Yes; that would make us solid. It is

the missing link in our railway communication and it would
open up a splendid agricultural district, possessing valuable
mines and minerals which, are now undeveloped because of
the need of a railway. I consider it would be a very great
boon, indeed, to the County of Hante if the Government
would carry out this scheme, and I hope that they will see
their way clear to do so, as has been proposed by the hon.
member for King's.

Mr. LOVITT. The resolution of the hon. member for
King's (Mr. Borden) bas called forth an expression of
opinion from members from all the western counties, and,
I suppose, I should have a word to say upon it, It appea s
to me that the subject is drifting very near to part7 lines,
but I do not think it is necessary to go anywhere near party
lines in discussing this question. The hon. member for
Annapolis (Mr. Mill@) spoke of the mismanagement of the
Western Counties Railway, and I quite agree with him that
there was considerable mismanagement; but I would like
him to mention any railway that bas ever been built that is
not mismanaged. I think the firet act of mismanagement
was in not commencing to build the road from Annapolis,
the hon. gentleman's own town; and I have no doubt that
if it had en commenced there, the railway would not have
stopped 18 miles short of Yarmouth. I do not understand
that the Government is to blame for that. The Govern-
ment made a bargain with the company to raise money to
complete all of these railway schemes, but reserved to
itself the right to use the money deposited in its bande for
the purpose of finishing the link between Annapolis and
Digby, provided the company fulfilled its agreement.
The company bas not fulfilled its agreement, and the Gov-
ernment, so far as I understand, is going to use the money
to build the link, and no one is more pleased at that than I
am. With regard to the consolidation of the railways, I
cordially agree with everything that bas been said as to
the desirability of that, with the exception of the remark
made by the hon. member for King's, that the Gover.nment
should not commence to build the link until it makes ar.
rangements for completing the consolidation. I entirely1J
disagree with the hon. gentleman in that, and I hope the
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Government will not be inguenced by what he said in that
respect. I am aware that work bas been going on upon
this link; surveys have been made; and, so far as I under-
stand, the Government intend to go forward with the work
at once, and I shall be pleased to assist them in any way in
my power. The hon. member for Queen's objected to the
federal subsidy to the steamer being withdrawn, and I
heartily agree with him on that question, and I hope his
remarks will induce the Government to place the subsidy
in the Estimates again. I do not know that I have any
more to say on this subject.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The present motion is only
for the papers to be brought down, and of course there can-
not be the slightest objection to its passing. I am only
sorry, on this as on other occasions of a like kind, that my
colleague, the hon. Minister of Railways, is unable to be
present and to give to the members who have discussed the
question this afternoon, and who naturally feel a strong
interest in it, any information as to what the correspondence
itself details. The hon, gentleman who made the motion,
ar.d the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) who supported
it immediately afterwards, were good enough to make some
reference to efforts which I had made in another place to
remove or lessen some of the difficulties in connection with
the railway system in Nova Scotia. They were right in
crediting me with having taken some interest, and in pos-
sessing still as strong an interest as I ever did, in the
welfare of western Nova Scotia in connection with its
railway enterprises. We had to meet, in 1879, a somewhat
peculiar state of affairs as regards the railway system of
both eastern and western Nova Scotia. In consequence
of the great efforts which had been put forth by the Pro-
vincial Government to carry on railway extension both
east and west, the resources of the Provincial Government for
those purposes had been practically exhausted. The Western
Railway was loft unfinished between Digby and Yarmouth,
and the Eastern Railway had been practically abandoned for
upwards of a year. We were fortunate enough, in the
management of affaire in connection with the Local Ad-
ministration, to make what we considered a satisfactory
arrangement in regard to the eastern railways by which
they were extricated fromn the difficulties in which we
found them, and pushed on rapidly to completion. Imme-
diately after that we addressed ourselves to the completion
of the western line between Digby and Yarmouth, and
were enabled also to make an arrangement by which that
road was put in running order. But there were still two
serious difficulties to be faced as hon. gentlemen represent-
ing western Nova Scotia fully understand. There was, in
the first place, a gap between Digby and Annapolis, of
about 20 miles, as expensive a piece of road almost as
could be found anywhere in Canada, with practically
nothing done upon it ; and we had the disjointed systom of
three managements between Halifax and the western
terminus at Yarmouth. Besides that, there w<ere difficulties
growing out of the arrangements made witu Lhe Govern-
ment in 1873, and the Government that succeeded it in 1874,
in connection with the Western Counties Railway. I will
not detain the House this evening by repeating the
details, which the House bas probably heard before,
in connection with the difficulties that arose and the
efforts made to remove them from time to time. 'Iho
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), in addressing the
House this afternoon, was somewhat mistaken in two
or three particulars in regard to the present position
of the undertaking. He stated that the Government were
not altogether blameless, and ho specified the points in
which ho thought they were worthy of censure. In the
first place, ho thought they were worthy of censure because
they had not, after th, failure of the Plankett scheme in
1882, adopted the scheme which was subsidised by the
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present Local Government, known as the Joint Stock
scheme. I think in that the hon. gentleman was mistaken.
The Dominion Government are not worthy of censure for
not having concurred in that arrangement. It seemed to me,
to my colleagues, and I think to a great many people in the
Province, that it was not so advantageous a scheme as that
which preceded it, or so advantageous a scheme as might be
adopted with the assistance of the Dominion Government.
Besides we were not altogether free to enter into that arran-
gement. One of its conditions, besides many other conditions
which appeared burdensome to the Province itself, was that
the Windsor Branch should be transferred to the new com-
pany, and we were not in a position to make that transfer,
because, under the legialation of 1874, the Western Counties
Railway Company had still a claim upon it; they had the re-
version of the title and they had an Exchequer Court suit
pending against us for damages for the non-delivery of the
road. Under these circumstances we were unable to enter in-
to the scheme the Local Government had put forward and the
scheme subsequently adopted by this flouse in 1887 was
substituted for it. The hon. member for Hlalifax was not
quite correct in stating that the Order in Council to give
that scheme effect was made only a few days before the
election. It is true, the contract bears date a short time
before the dissolution of the House. That, however, was
the fault of the company in delaying the completion of its
arrangements and getting the contract prepared. The Order
in Council which was the basis of that gontract and of the
whole scheme had been adoptel months before, but neces-
sarily could not be put into the form of a contract
until ail the other arrangements of the company were com-
pleted, and until the company were able to give assurances
that they were entering into an arrangement which they
had a fair prospect of carrying out. But it is said that the
Government were derelict in this respect, that the Minister
of Finance last year had assured the House that the
work of filling in the gap between Digby and Annapolis
would be immediately proceeded with, and the hon. member
for Halifax said that, the money being voted, it was the duty
of the Government to have proceeded immediately with the
construction of that work. In making that criticism, I think
the hon.gentleman forgot for the moment the provisions of the
contract itself. It was necessary, of course, that a reasonable
time should be provided in the contract for the completion
of the work. The contract had been entered into in January,
1887, and the time for the completion of the work did not
expire until about the lst of September last, so that not-
withstanding the hon. gentleman's impression that we had
the money voted and were, therefore, in duty bound to carry
on the work by constructing the missing 20 miles, we
were bound by the terms of the contract to wait until thej
month of September last before we could be in a position1
to spend a single dollar of money on the line. When the1
time had elapsed, the Minister of Railways requested me to
prepare, and I did prepare, notices informing the companyj
and Mr. Plunkett, who was likewise a party to the agree-
ment, that their rights under the contract had expired,
and that the Government would no longer negotiate1
with them on the basis of that contract, but heldi
itself free to avail itself of the powers mentioned in the
contract to build the 20 miles, and to expend the appropria-
tion which Parliament had made for that purpose. I have1
no doubt that the understanding which was arrived at when
that contract was laid before the flouse, and when the assur-
ances which were given by the Minister of Finance last Ses-t
sion, will be fully and literally carried out. The Government1
Were unable to do it last autumn, because the time of the(
company did not expire until early in September, and we(
felt that it was necessary to make exact surveys of the1
whole line and make the necessary communications with4
ail those who were parties to the contract and whose rights1
require to be terminated. I understand that the result of

those surveys-the preparation of the necessary plans and
reports--has only been completed within a few days, and
the Government is now at liberty to proceed with the work
at an early day, without any fear of reproach for being in
default in this matter up to the present time. As regards
the' consolidation of the western railway system, it is, as
the hon. member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills) las said, no
new scheme at all. It las been urged upon the attention of
the present Government, from time to time, by oorrespond-
ence, as well as by personal interviews and solici-
tations of members who were interested in the completion
and perfection of the western system; but aithough it would
give us very great pleasure, if the requirements of other
sections of the country would permit, to make the appro.
priation necessary for the acquisition of these lines of rail-
way, when I tell the House that the last proposal made in
connection with that subject, called for the expenditure of
something like $8,000,000, the House will understand that
it is altogether too great an undertaking for us to propose
in anticipation of the completion of the 20 miles which
have so long remained unfinished from year to year, and
which the Government are pledged to Parliament and by
the contract, and took power under the contract, to build.
I think, therefore, it wili hardiy be expected, as was inti-
mated by the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) that
we ought to consider the propriety of undertaking the
work of acquiring the western railway system before the
completion of the 20 miles, which have been so long
wanted. There is this to be borne in mind, that the acqui-
sition of the Western Counties property, which was a part
of the scheme of 1882 and a part of the subsequent scheme
of the Provincial Government, was a task much more
easily effected by the provincial arrangement than by
any arrangement that could be made by the Govern-
ment of Canada. There exists on the btatute-book,
in connection with the origin of those works, powers of ac.
quisition by arbitration and valuation on behait of the Local
Government, whereas the acquisition by the Federai Gov
ernment would require a purchase by arrangement be.
tween the Government and the companies, and one that,
perhaps, would cail for an expenditure at present of a very
much larger sum of money than the actual value would be
estimated at by those who would be called upon to make a
valuation. I do not for a moment, in saying this, mean to
refloot on anything that has been said with regard to the
capabilities of the section of country in question. On the
contrary, to be truthfil, I would have to go beyond the
expressions which have been used by gentlemen represent-
ing that section in stating the facts as regards the fertility
of that part of the Province, and the deserts it has for every
kind of encouragement we can give for the expansion of its
trade; but, as 1 said before, in dealing with a scheme like
that involving the expenditure of millions of dollars, we
have to consider the wants of other sections of the country
as well, and it is more than advisable we should do the
work which lies immediately at our hands-the completion
of the 20 miles, which have so long been undertaken,
and which the House was assured would be completed as
rapidly as possible.

Mr. BORDE N. I am very glad indeed, my motion has
had the effect of calling forth such a general expression of
opinion from the whole western part of Nova Scotia, and
also of bringing out the polioy of the Government in regard
to this important question. I am sorry, indeed, to learn
from the hon. Minister that he does not intend to un-
dertake the consolidation of the western roads as part
of the lntercolonial Railway. He stated that the expendi-
ture was altogether too great, that it would involve an
expenditure of money of something like 88,000,000. Well,
I think it was unfortunate that he should have mentioned a
sum at all, in view of the fact that if those roads are ever
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acquired, the cost of acquiring them will be a matter for
reference to arbitration ; and it is unfortunate that a gentle-
man occupying the position the hon, gentleman does, should
give even an approximate value in advance. But I would
refer the hon, gentleman to the esLimate made by the
leader of the Government of which he was a member, and
who brought forward a scheme known as the syndicate
scheme.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I do not think the hon. gen-
tleman heard me correctly or he would not answer me as
he is doing. What I said was that the last proposal to the
Government on the subject looked for an expenditure of
$8,000,000 for that undertaking. I was contrasting that
with the power of expropriation possessed by the Provin-
cial Govenment.

Mr. BORDEN. I understood the hon. gentleman to say
it would involve a cost of $8,000,000 to acquire those roads,
and I wish to remind him that the leader of the Govern-
ment of which ho was a member estimated, under the syn-
dicate scheme, the cost of acquiring the Windsor and
Annapolis Railroad at about 82,000,000 and the Western
Counties Railway much less. Now, it is a fact that the Govern.
ment practically owns the Windsor Branch, and that thev are
bound morally, and, I think, legally, to construet the missing
link, and, according to the arrangement which the hon. gen.
tleman himself bas made with the Western Counties Rail.
way, the Windsor Branch, 32 miles of railway equipped in
first class condition, is to be handed back to the Govern.1
ment on the payment of 8500,000. Assuming that the com.
pletion of that link will cost some $700,000, upon the com.
pletion of that the Government gets back the Windsor1
Branch, so that it is simply a question of what the expro-
priation of the Windsor and Annapolis and the Western
Counties Railway will cost. I am glad to hear the hon. gen-
tleman say that the link is to be constructed by the Govern.
ment, as government work, no matter what it may cost.
With regard to the point I made, that the railways should
be taken over before the completion of the "link," and
from which the hon. member for Yarmouth dissented,
I can sympathise with -the view taken by the hon'
gentleman. He is anxious to have that built at once,
and ho is afraid that, if the Government wait for the
acquisition of the roads, the missing link, so-called, may
not be constructed; but I desire again to press upon
the Government the extreme importance of hesitating
before going any further witbout carefully examining into
the question of the acquisition of these western roads. I
hesitated to-day to state fully the strong position I enter-
tained-behieving it was not wise to state it in view of the
possibility, and what I hope is the probability, that the
Government will take a favorable view of the acquiring of
the western roads-as to what those roads are worth. I be-
lieve there is an enormously strong case to be made in regard
to that, and, iustead of the Government adling as the hon.
junior member for Halifax and I think the hon. mem-
ber for Annapolis said, to the debt of the country, stating
that it was an extraordinary proposition to come from thiss
side of the House, I believe suci a course would convertt
the deficit of the Intercolonial Railway into a profit;
1 believe that within twenty years at the most, perhaps
within ten years after the roads were taken over, the whole s
complexion of the accounts of the Intercolonial RailwayL
would be changed. The hon. member for Annapolis (Mr.t
Mills) was the only hon. gentleman who seemed to be ratherc
in a bad temper in discussing this question, and I could noto
understand that, because he told us that we must not sup-s
pose for a moment that this question had never been brought t
up before, because he had written letters and a great dealv
had beon done by him and his friends towards bringing b
about this desirable end of consolidating the western rail- v
ways. I think the hon. gentleman should be thankful to I
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me for having been the means of bringing this out, so that
bis constituents may know-what I am sure they never
did before-that he had been exerting himself in their
interests. I propose to put him under a still greater obliga-
tion to me in this matter by inserting the following words
in my resolution after the words "Nova Scotia " in the last
line:-

And of aIl letters addressed to the Government by any member of this
House or any person referring to the same subject.
I am sure the hon, gentleman will be very glad that I
should make that proposal, and I have no doubt that the
House, in bis interest, not in mine, will consent to have
those words put in.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I am quite willing that the
words should be added.

Mr. BORDEN. The hon. gentleman referring to the
syndicate scheme of the Local Government of Nova Scotia,
went ont of bis way to say that no doubt I had made a
stump speech eondemning that scheme.

Mr. MI[LLS (Annapolis). Plenty of them.
Mr. BORDE IN. If I did make a stump speech in refer.

ence to that syndicate scheme, I have not had the bad taste
to bring it up here and repeat it, as the hon. gentleman did
bis speech, and I think with the hon. member for Digby
(Mr. Jones) that it is a pity that the temper of the hon.
member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills) should have been dis-
played in this House. I thought this was a question whieh
could stand on its own merits, and my only view in bring-
ing it up was to ameliorate, if possible, the condition of the
people of western Nova Scotia in regard to it.
* Motion agreed to.

JONES' CREEK, LEEDS, ONTARIO.

Mr. TAYLOR moved for:
Return of copies of all petitions presented to the Government by

the residents of the Township of the Front of Young, County of Leeds,
Ont., praying that Joues' Creek in said Township be declared a non-
navigable strean, and to allow the Municipal Council to build a low
solid bridge across said stream. Also copies of the report of the Engi-
neer on the same.
He said: I make this motion for the purpose of drawing
the attention of the Minister of Public Works and the Min-
ister of Justice in particular, as well as the other members
of the Government, to a substantial grievance which ex.
ists in one township in the county I represent. Some thirty
years ago, what is known as Jones' Creek was a small
stream flowing over Jones' Falls an d on five miles into the
River St. Lhwrence. At that time it was navigable for
vessels of five or six feet draught, but of late years it bas
become filled with débris, so that it is now only navigable
for small pleasure boats. The municipal council of the
Front of Young wish to placed a solid bridge across, which
will cost only a few hundred dollars, but, owing to this be-
ing a navigable stream, persons owning land at Jones'
Falls object to - the bridge being put across the
stream I already presented a petition on that subject
to the Minister of Public Works, and he sent an
engineer out to report upon it. I believe the report
bas been made, but I have not seen it, and I under-
stand that legislation is necessary before a solid bridge can
be built across the stream. That legislation may possibly
be necessary in the shape of a Private Bill, and that, of
course, means money. The western side of that stream bas
of late become settled by farmers for a distance of five or
six miles, but, to drive to their market town, Brockville,
they have to drive seven or eight miles aronnd, which
would be saved to them if they had a solid bridge or a
bridge of any kind. I want some scheme to be adopted by
which the township may be permitted to build a solid
bridge across this stream, which is not navigable for any
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vessel of size or any sailing craft, and that without the ex-
pose for a Private Bill or for building a swing bridge. I
bring the matter before the Government in the hope that
some plan may be devised by which the grievance-and it
is a substantial grievance-may be removed.

Motion agrèed to.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT.

Mr. JAMIESON moved for :
8tatement or Return of the Government in answer to the request of

the Home Government for information as to the working of ''"The Can-
ada Temperance Act" in the several Provinces of the Dominion.

He said : I have no desire to make a speech in moving
this resolution. I understand a return of this kind hias
been made by this Government at the request of the Home
Government, and many enquiries have been made by par.
ties interested in the working of the Canada Temperance
Act, for copies of this return, if they could possibly be
obtained. I think it is highly desirable that it should be
printed and, if necessary, distributed, for the information of
those who may desire to see it.

Motion agreed to.

SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. KENNY moved for :
Copies of the agreement of 14th December, 1885, between the Domin-

ion Government and the International Railway Company, for the con-
struction of a line of railway from the south bank of the St. Lawrence
River, at or near Caughnawaga, to Harbor of St. Andrews, St. John
and Halifax, vià Sherbrooke, Moosehead Lake, Mattawamkeag, Harvey,
Fredericton, and through Township of Salisbury to Moncton. Also, for
copies of any and all changes that may have been made in said agree-
ment, and of the Orders in Council relating thereto. Also, for copies of
any and all transfers or assignments of said agreement or contract, and
of aIl Orders in Counciil relating thereto.

He said: The object of my motion is to call the attention of
Parliament and the country to the very unsatisfactory
condition of the Short Line Railway. In doing so I desire,
first, to call the attention of the House to the agreement
which was entered into for the construction of that road.
It bears date December, 1885, and is an agreement between
the International Railway Company and the Government
of Canada, and provides for subsidies for the construction
of a line of railway from the south bank of the St. Lawrence
River, at or near Caughnawaga, to the Harbor of St.
Andrews, St. John and Halifax, via Sher brooke, Moosehead
Lake, Mattawamkeag, Harvey, Frtdericton, and through
the Township of Salisbury to Moncton. I will not weary
the House with reading this agreement, but with your
permission I will put it into the hands cf the iansard
reporter. Merely, en passant, I wish to draw the attention
of the House to the 8th clause, which reads:

" That the Company shall commence the works embraced in th:s
agreement within six months of the date thereof, and shall complete the
Whole of said works on or before the first day of July, 1889, time being
declared to be material, and of the essence of tbis agreement."
At page 47 of the Annual Report of the Minister of Railways
and Canals a synopsis of the whole transaction will be
found, and a reference is there made to the provision:

"For the construction of a line of railway connecting Montreal with
the harbors of bt. John and Halifax by the shortet andbest practicable
JOute, after the report of competent engineers, a subsidy not exceeding
$ 10,000 per annum, for fifteen years, or a guarantee of a like sum for a
hlke period as interest on bonds of the company undertaking the work,
Per year for fifieen years, $170,O02

lu 8d r swas amended by providing for a lne of railway from the
south bank of the St. Lawrence River opposite or near Montreal to the
harbors of 8t. Andrews, St. John and Halifax, vid Sherbrooke, Moose-
head Lake, Mattawamkeag, Harvey, Fredericton and Salisbury."
A nd the subsidy was increased to 8250,000 for 20 years.
The report then recites:

" A application having been made for the said subsidies by the
International Railway Company, and they having agreed to conform to

the necessary conditions and requirements, and baving evidenced their
ability to construct and operate the road, entry into contract with them
was authorised bv an Order in Council of the 19th November, 1885, and
such contract wa executed on the 14th of December, 1885, they under-
taking to complete a line from a point on the south bank of the St.
Lawrence at or near Uaughnawaga, about nine miles above Montreal,
to connect with the Intercolonial Railway at Moncton by the lst of
July, 1889."

Subsequently, 1 find that the International R:ilway Com-
pany disposed of their interests in this contract to the
Atlantic and North-Western Railway Company, and that
company was accepted as contractor by an Order in Council
dated 13th November, le86, the- arrangement made there-
under bearing date 6th December, 1886. The total subsidies
payable amounted to $250,000 a year for a term of twenty
years, and it subsequently-

" Became necessary so. to apportion this amount as to secure the
building of the links to connect with the roads aiready in existence in
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia leading to harbors named."

The sum of 871,000 was appropriated for the section from
the River St. Lawrence to Lânnoxville, the sam of 8115,500
was appropriated to that portion of the road between floose
River and Mattawamkeag and for the portion thonce to
Fredericton and Moncton, the remaining distances by the
Intercolonial Railway, $63,400. I find further the char-
ter of the Atlantic and North-Western, and thon by an
indenture dated 6th December, 1886, the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company have obtained a lease in perpetuity of
the linos and interests of the Atlantic and North-Western
Railway Company. So, Sir, the contractors are theC ana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company, and fron the first it was
understcol that the rond would bo built by that Lompany.
Î\own when I tell the House that although this contract
will expire ou the lsi of July noxt, and that on that
portion of the road which passes through tho Atlantic
Provir ces, on that section of tho line from Har-
vey and Fredericton to Monoton, absolutely nothing
has been done, that there has been no location and
no survey, hon. gentlemen will recognise how the
essence of that contract - time- has been adhered to.
The non-fulfilment of this contract, or even delay in its ful-
filment, is a palpable injustice to the Maritime Provinces,
and I contend is a wrong to all Canada. I am so much im-
pressed with the importance of the matter that I take this
most formai manner to bring it before the notice of the
louse, and I have not dore so until I have tried in vain to
ascertain from the contractors. by repeated applications,
when they proposed commencing work on that section
which passes through the Maritime Provinces, and when
they expeet to have IL finished. But as my efforts to obtain
that information were fruitless, I find it becomes my duty
to draw the attention of Parliament to it. We are not here
to discuss the merits of the Short Line Railway. That was
disposed of in 1885 by this Parliament. We are not bore to
discuss whether it is advisable in the public interest or not,
bat iL is my duty tocall the attention to the breach of this
contract and to contend that It shal be carricd out in its
entirety. This is an arrangement in regard to which the
present Mirister of Public Works in his place in Parliament
applied the most emphatic language; it is an arrangement
to which the faith of Parliament is pledged; and I say that an
arrangement to wbich such emphatio language has been
applied by the Minister of Publie Works, speaking in hie
place in Parliament for the Government, is an arrangement
which Parliament should not allow to be slighted. If con-
tracts entered into as deliberately as this was are allowed to
be ignored or oven slighted endless confusion must ensue.
Tc-day it happens that the Maritime Provi ces are sufferers
by this breach of contract, to-morrow it may be some other
portion of the Dominion, and I regret to say that the im-
pression prevails in the Maritime Provinces that their
interest in this matter have been ignored in a way that
would not have occurred if the road had puused through a
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more central or more populous part of the Dominion. We
feel keenly in thismatter, inasmuch as we had tocontribute
our quota to the very large expenditure incidental to and
necessary to the construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and we made that contribution recognising that it
was a great national work ; and, having submitted grace.
fully to that large expenditure, we consider we have not only
been unfairly treated by this great company but we have
been shabbily treated. This is a matter which to the Cana.
diaL Pacifie Railway Company may appear very insignifi-
cant, but it is a matter which concerns as very much
indeed in Maritime Provinces, and I appeal with confi-
dence to the Governmeunt to see that the wrong perpe.
trated shall be righted. The contractors, as I have
said, are the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. I
profess the greatest admiration for the Canadion Pacifie
Railway Company and to the splendid manner in which
they built their wonderful road from Montreal to Vancou.
ver. In point of time and excellence of workmanship it
bas never been surpassed, and in my opinion there is no
single act siunce Corfederation which has done so much to
raise the status of Canada beforo the world as the construn-
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. It has not only
raised us in the estimation of foreign nations, but, what bas
been of equal advantage, it has given our people a spirit of
self-confidence which they never possessed before, and the
fact that the road has been manag;ed under the direction of
Canadians has added to our national prestige. I contend
that the gentlemen connected with the road deserve well of
Canada. It is to me a subject of very great regret to refer
in the way in which L have been obliged to refer
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, a company
which deserçes se well of this country ; and it is to be
regretted that a company which has built so many
thousands of miles of railway so satisfactorily should now
hesitate or demur in regard to building some 100 miles of
road, and thereby weaken their hold upon the sympathy of
the people. I have referred before to the very large expendi-
ture necessarily involved in the construction of that road.
When the Canadian Pacific Railway was approaching com-
pletion at Montreal it was recognised as the great national
highway, and that it ould not bc complote until it had
access to the winter ports of Canada; and the G.)vernment
of the day recognising this, and recognising that it was
only a matter ef justice to the Maritime Provinces that the
road should be extended to their harbors, took the matter
in hand. I find that the attention of Parliament was first
called to it by Sir Charles Tupper in April, 1884, this being
the first notice I can find of it in lansard. H1e expressed
himself thus:

" Then a very strong feeling bas grown up in the Maritime Provinces,
and not only in the Maritime Provinces but throughout Canada, be-
cause, [believe, that from British Columbia down through the North-
West Territories, through the Province of Ontaîio, and in the Province
of Quebec, there bas been a strong and general sentiment that this
great inter-oceanic line of the Canadian Pacifi, Railway would be in-
complete if we were obliged to have our Atlantic terminus in a foreign
country. I believe that sentiment is not at all confined to the Province
of Nova Scotis, or Prince Fdwird Island, or the Province of New Bruns-
wick, but I believe it bas takeo just as deep a bold of the minds ai our
friends in the other Provinces almost as it has in the Maritime Pro-
vinces. Althcugh every effort has been made to render the operation
of the Intercolonial Railway as succeseful as possible, although more
has been accomplished in the development of the country, in the
development of the trAde and busines iof the country through the
agency of the Intercolonial Railway than any person on either aide of
this House a few years ago supp sed tuobe possible, still we have found
we were too heavily handicapp d by the distance, and that we could
not-reluctantly as we were driven to the conclusion, we have been
driven to the conclusion, by the force o circumstances and by the prac-
tical results, that it is impossible for the ports of St. John and Halifax
to compete witb the nearer ports of Portland and Boston, in the United
States. Under these circumstances, the attention of the Government
has been drawn, se I have said on one or two occasions before in this
House, to the best means by whieh we ought to secure a realisation of
that which we all desire, the Atlantic terminus being in Canadian terri-
tory as well as the Pacific terminus, ani thus be placed iu a position to
fairly compete for the great transcontinental trade and trail that we
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aIl know muet flow over that line. Although that may involve the
necessity of passing for a certain portion of that line through a foreign
country, we believe that even that is a comparatively inuignificant point
compared with the great importance of having the ocean porta both on
the Pacific and Atlantic coasta within the bordera of our own country,
and using the trade and business of that great railway to build up great
ports and points of communication for the traffic of the eastern and
western world, for the purpose of practically extending the Canadian
Pacifie Railway from Montreal, its present terminus, to St. Andrew's,
St. John, Balifax and Sydney."

Again, in the course of the same speech, the hon.gentleman
made the following reference to that work

"In fact, I believe that, within a very brief period-I have stated
four years as the term in these resolutions-this line of communication
will be perfected, and we will have the satisfaction of finding that we
have the complete realisation of our hopes and expectations in reterence
to the transcontinental traffic of the Canadian Pacifie Railway down to
Our ports. The House is aware that I have on former occasions discussed
the propriety of this Government giving subsidies to local lines of rail-
way. The questions with which I have been dealing up to this point, of
course, have a broad and national consideration. They are founded
upon a policy that is recognised and bas been recognised from the first
as the first duty we owed to our country, and that is to obtain by the
construction of a national line of railway the closest possible intercom-
munication between one section of our country and another. The great
disadvantage under which Canada has labored, if it may be regarded
as a disadvantage, was the remoteness of important sections of our
common country from one another, and we have all regarded it as a
first duty we owed to the country to indeavor to remove and obviate that
as far as possible by diminishing the distance between aIl the important
points of communication in the several sections of our country, thus bring-
ing them as closely as we could together. Not only commercially but
socially, the greatest possible advantage may be fairly expected from
shortening the distance of intercommunication between the great com-
mercial centres of the country and the outlying portions of it.

I know that the reading of these extracts is very tedious to
the House, but I am desirous of placing before Parliament
what were the intentions of the Minister and what were the
intentions of the Government when this matter was intro.
duced. It was evidently not their intention that this road
should end at Mattawamkeag. It was not their intention
that Baston or Portland should be used as the terminus of
this great railway. Sir Charles Tupper spoke not only with
the prestige of a Minister of the Crown, but ho spoke with
an intimate porsonal knowledge of the whole transaction
and his views are entitled to every consideration. I am
much surprised, Sir, considering that the views of that hon.
gentleman on this point were known to the directors and
managers of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, that
they did not receive more consideration at their hands.
There is no uncertain sound about Sir Charles Tupper's
utterances on this matter. Looking at the history
of this transaction, I find that the chief engineer
of railways, in his report dated 3rd of April, 1884,
refers to the construction of the road from Montreal to
Moncton, and not to Mattawamkeag. Ie makes the follow-
ing report, which with your permission, Mr. Chairman, I
will hand to the lansard reporter. It is quite evident from
this that the chief engineer never contemplated that the
road would end at Mattawamkeag. I know from my per.
sonal knowledge-and gentlemen who are now in the
House are fully aware of it-that this matter received par-
ticular attention from the members in this House from the
Maritime Provinces, and I ind that those gentlemen ad-
dressed a memorial to the Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, then
Minister of Railways in Canada, dated Ottawa the 6-h
February, 1884, As the memorial is very short I will read
it:

To the Hon. Sir OHARLEs TUPPER, 0. B, K.O.M.0.,
'Minister of Railways and Canals.

"The memorial of the undersigned members of the House of Commons
for the Dominion of Canada humbly represents:

" That it is a matter not only of importance to the Dominion, but of
justice to the Eastern Maritime Provinces, that the shortest and most
advantageous railway connection should be established between the
present eastern terminus of the Oanadian Pacifie Railway at Montreal
and the seaport of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and your memo-
rialists believing that such route is the one projected by way of the
South-Eastern Railway line from Montreal tu Sherbroake, and thence by
the International and Short Lino Railways, connecting at Frederioton,
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and the Intercolonial, respectively reqiest you te recommend to the
Government the granting of such aid to said railways as will secure the
speedy construction and equipment of that line. And as in duty bound
your memorialists will ever pray, &c., &c.

(Signed)
CHÂRLs H. TUpPeR, W. BOWeas DALY,
JosIÂA WoOD, C. EDWIN KAULBAcK,
Gmo E. POSTIE)n, J. R KENNY,
JOHN WALLAos, W. H. ALLIsON,
HeNRY W. PAINT, A. 0. MAcDONALD,
Jons MDOUGALL, D. B WOODWORTH,
P. LANDRY, WILLIA McDONALD,
Tuos. TEMPLE, JOHN F. STAIRS,
0. J. CAMPBLL, H. CANMRON,
EDWARD HAcKETT, FRED. 0. BREEcEN.
K. F. BURNs,

"OTTAWA, 6th February, 1884."

This shows, Sir, what were the intentions of these
gentlemen who carried on a long correspondence with
the president of the Canadianu Pauc fic Railway Company, as
regards the route to be lollowed by that road. I believe
that during the rec-ss between the Sessions of 1884 and
1885 my friend from Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), my fiiend
from York (Mr. Temple), my friend from Kent (Mr.
Landry), and the then representatives of Halifax (Messs.
Daly and Stairs) p. osecut<d their correspondence and nego-
tiations with the Canadian Patifie iRailway Compaty, and
that eff 'et was given to this in the following Sesion of
Parliament, when this resolutian was proposed. Lt was
moved on 15tb June, 188à, and formed part of the railway
resolutions:

" Also for a line of rai:way connecting Montreal with the harbors cf
St. John and Halifax, viï Sherbrooke, Moosehead, Lake Mattawamkeag,
Harvey, Fredericton and Salisbury, a subsidy not exceeding $S0,000 per
annum for twenty years, foraing ic the whole, together with the sub-
sidy authorised by the Act 47 Vic., cap. 8, a subsidy not exceeding
$250,000 per annum, the whole of which shall be paid in aid of the con-
struction ofe uch line for a period of twenty years, or a guarantee of a
hke sun fora like period as interest on the bonds of the company under-
taking the work.

This resolution, as will be noticed, endorses the views
expresscd in the memorial. Subsequerntly the matter was
moved in committee by the preseut hou. Minister of Publi<
Works, and any hon. gentleman who takes interest in this
matter, and who refers to Bansard, at page 2b74, 1st July,
1885, will find that the Minister of Public Works gave us a
very exhaustive explanation of the rcaLons which induced
the Government to select the route whieh they then recom.
mended to Parlianuient. The Minmiter goes on to say:

" I have only to see which of these lines ls the shortest, which is the
best, and which we should adopt, in order to carry out the policy of
Parlianent and this Government, of connecting the Canadian Pacifie
Railway at Montreal with the harbo s of the k wer Provinces by the
shortest route. The resuIt of that examination is, that the Government
have come to the conclusioa to recommend that this line, the Matta-
wamkeag route, be adopted as the shortest and the best line."
Again the hon. Minister says:

." This vote is a heavy one, no doubt, but it l a vote which, after all,
will give good return to the country, it will secure our connection be-
tween the Atlantic and the Pacific by the shortest route possible under
the circunstances. Of course, if we do not build this direct line we
would havr' to afe our trade go from Montreal to Portland. Then all
the advantages of the terminus of such a great railway in winter would
be te the benefit of cthe United States. We do not wish that. In the
Same way that we have taken care that our railway sball not bo tapped
in British Columbia for the benefit cf the United 8tates of America, our
clterprising neighbors, who have their own rival railway, the Northern
Pacifie, co we thought that we should not allow them to benefit at thei
Atlantic end of the railway ; or, after all the sacrifices we have had to
make, te obtain the terminus at Portland or elsewere in the United
States. We thought the railway sbould end on our own territory o n the
Atlantic shores, so as te give us the benefit of the cargoes wbich are tebe sent abroad and the return cargoes which would secure te us the
benefit of that foreign trade. Under these circumstances, we expectthat Parliament will net refuse to make this sacrifice again in order te
complete this svstem After the large sacrifices the country has madefor the opening f the North-West by he Canadian Pacifie Railway,though this vote of $30,000 a year for twenty year is considerable,levertheles3 we think it i4 not such as to warrant a refusal on the part
Of Parliament. Par liament would wish te complete its work by linkingthe two oceans by its railway route, and therefore we bolieve that thevote which we are asking will be cheerfuly granted by Parliament."
Ad again the Minister says:

"The Government will have to makte an alanzement with ,he com-
pany undertaking this work, and will take such neans as will secure the
completion of the hne and i's working from end te end I said the
other day that we would take seciaI care in the arrangements with the
company that the portion of the line to Salisbury would be completed
as well as the other portion. It covers the whole ground "

It will be notioed, Sir, that the reawn given by the hon.
the Minister for the selection of this route was because it
was the shortest line to the harbors of the Maritime Prov-
inces and that the Government policy was based on this. I
find that the gentlemen who thon repreisented lIalifax in
Parliament (Messrs. Daly and Stairs) and who had taken a
very great interest in this discussion also addressed the
IIouse. Mr. Stairs spoke as follows:-

" Mr. STAIRS. This question is so important te the Maritime Prov-
inces that I must ask permission to point out some of the reasons which
induce me te support the line which has been chosen by the Govern-
ment. •'•l• I tink the chief engineer stimated the distance from
Fredericton te Salisbury at 95 miles, and the distance as given by the
Minister, I understno, was the distance which was necessary te reach
St. John. But of co-urse it is necessery toreach Halltax. which requires
about 113 miles. But the whole length which it will be necessary te
construct tereach the ports in Nova Scotia will be something like 300

"There is another important matter that shouli h considered. rt is
that the resolutions are te provide for one complete line te Salilsbury,
from the south shore of the St. Lawrence. It is absolutely n'cessary
that it should be one line, net a line worked or operated by different
companies and under different control. The Government have entered
into a contract te give the people et the lower Provinces this one lino
te Salisbury, Nova Scotia, and connections with St. John and St.
Andrews, and possibly, at some fiture day, with Louisburg. If that is
the case, it would ho wise for the Government te consider the advis-
ability of providing, at some future stege, that a condition sbhould he
imposed upon the company which uakes the contract for the construction
cf the line, that it should be completed and ajunction effected with the
ntercolonial, and that it should no* be permiued to st -p at ary inter-

mediate points. This is of vast importance te the lower Provinces,
and I trust when the Bill is introduced such a condition will be insert-
ed. *&•0 There is another most important point in connection with the
intercest of the Maritime Provinces, and it is clhat the line from Montreal
te Salisbury shallh be under the control of the Cana tian Pacifie Railway.
I will read letters whi, have been received from the president of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Oompany, which will throw sema light upon
this point, and will answer, te a certain extent, some of the objections
urged to these resolutions by the hou. member for Wtst Durham."

The letter referred to by Mr. Stairs, from Mr. Stephen
the president of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, dated 25th
February, 1885, and addressed to Mr. Daly, the former
member for Halifax, was as follows:-

" I am in receipt of the letter of the 24th instant, signed by yourself
and Mesurs. Wood and -;tairs, upon the subject of the extension of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway te the Maritime Provinces, se as to connectit
with the ports of St. Andrews. St John, Halifax and Louisburg

I With reference te the matter of the location cf sunb extension aseyou
refer to, I beg teo say that my opinion remains urichanged by the varions
surveys that have been made. On the contrary, my previous opinion
has been cor firmed, and I am fully satisfied that the best lins would ho
a long running line as directly as possibly from Montreal via Sherbrooke,
Moosehead and Federicton te Moncton, utilising existing lines as far as
practicable I may further ey that if the Government should decide
adequately te subsidise such hue, it could, in my opinion, h completed
within two years from ,he date of the contract.

"I estimate that a first-claqs road, th ,rouîghly equipped, would involve
a capital cost of $12,500,000. While I am nt now in a p'sition te
commit my colleagues te an actual offe-r te undertake the work, I feel
safe in saying that with a sub idy of$.300,000 a year for 20 years the
Atlantic and Nortb-Western Railway Company would be wiling to
enter into a contract with the Government to make the direct conn, c-
tior, as above stat d Speaking for the Canadian Pacifi Railway
Company, I May say that, in iy opinion, if su(i a rail way were built,
the latter company would undertake to lease and op rate it, provided
suitable provision were made for the carrying of freight over the Inter-
colonial Railway from Moncton to Haliftx.

" 1 may add that Moncton would be the proper point te connect the
Louisburg Railway with the Canadian Pacifie Railwaly."

In addition, there is another lutter from nMr. Stephen, of
a later date. It is dated 1,fth June, l8-5, and is as follows:-

s Replying to yoîr letter of the 16th June on the subject of the pro-
posed short line between M)nitreal and che sea-ports of Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick, [ have te say that 1 he. route indicated therein is, in the
light of our present knowledge, ie sbet that hts been proposed, and
this route is preferred by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Oompany te any
other that bas been sugge ted.

" I will say, further, that it is the desire of theO Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company te take up this scheme as a natural and neceossary sup.
ylement to the Canadian Pacifie Railway sU it now existo.
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" The company will be ready without los of time to enter into nego-

tiationa with ihe Govprnment fr cirrying out this project, as soon as
the necessary legisiation is obtained. '

Mr. Stairs g 'es on:
"1 think, in view of those two letters, there is a possibility, almost a

certaintv, of the Oanallan Pacifie Railway Comoany being able to
seenre this line and w >rk it to the 9mritime Provinces. one of the
reasons why I am supnorting the present line is, because we have a
better chance, in fact, the only chance, of securing their assistance in
this work if we aiopt it. •"** In view of the expenditure that has
taken place in the North-West and in building the Canadian Pacific
Railway, the people of the Mariti me Provinces have a right to ask fora
sufficient sub3idy to enable the Canadian Pacifie Railway to own that
road."
I have read this speech of Mr. Stairs, who devoted a great
deal of time, as bon. gentlemen who are listening to me
kn.w, to the consideration of the question, and his views
are an important addition to its discussion. The letters of
Mr Stephen, then president of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, are intervsting to me in view of certain references
which were made to some remark4 of mine recently by a
very high authority on Canadiai Pacifie Railway matters.
It will ho notieed that Mr. Stephon in the course of bis cor-
respondence expresses the opinion that the road could be
and would be built within two years from the date of sign-
ing the contract. The contract was signed in December,
18%6. Now, it appears that whle this matter was und r
discussion in the House, there were some misgivings in the
minds of some hon, gentlemen as to the very portion of the
road on wbich no work bas been done. By some very
curious coincidence or by some remarkable fatality, mif giv-
ings were expressed in Parliament in reference to the con.
struction of that very portion of tbe road to which I am now
calling attention; and, Sir, these expressions of anxiety
were met by the following statement from the hon. Minister
of Public Works (see page 3258, Hansard, July 10, 1885):-

'' I am sure the hon. gentleman will be pleased to hear the declaration
which the Government makes through me, that in the arrangements to
be made with the company to build the railway, and to take advantage
of this vote ofrmoney, of $250,000 during 20 years, the Government will
take care to secure the completion of the railway, not only to Mittawam-
keag. but also to Salisbury, and if that !a not secured, there will be no
subsidy given. We must aet in good taith ; the faith of Parliament is
pledged, and we muet take care that that money is employed as Parlia-
ment wishes."

It will be noticed the hon. Minister of Public Works is most
empbatic in bis language. He then spoke with a porfect
knowledge of the intentions of the Governmont, and he also
bad just beard read the letters of the President of the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway, announcing that the line selected was
the one the Canadian Pacifio desired, and that work
would be completed within two years from the signing of
the contract. The Minister of Public Works was then quite
warranted in speaking emphatically as he did. But these
positive statements did not appear to satisfy my hon,
friend the member for Guysboro' (Mr Kiik), who felt
called upon, when the Bill was under consideration, to pro-
pose an amendment submitting that the work should be
commenced, and prosecuted at both ends simultaneously.
That amendment was met by the following statement from
the Minister of Public Works :-

" I do not think that this is an amendment which should be made, as
If it were carried instead of helping the enterprise it would throw ob-
stacles in its way. Other hon. gentlemen may come forward and ask
that work on other portions of the line shall be prosecuted simultan-
eouuly. That is not doue anywhere; we see no such provision in auv
charter; no road is undertaken in ihat way. After the explanations I
gave jut now, that the contract which the Government will have to
make, will be made in such a way as to secure the completion of the
Une, taking care that the heaviest portions of the lne may not be left
to be built, and paid with an amount only equal to the easiest jortions
of the line, but that the different portions may be paid according to the
character of the woik to be performed-under these circumstances I
hope the hon. gentleman will not persit in his motion. If h does, of
course, I muet ask hon. gentlemen supporting this Bill to vote against
the amendment."'
The hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) did proceed
with bis motion ; the Rouse was divided, and tbe amend-

Mr. KNuEr.

ment, on this positive statement from the Minisiter of
Public Works, was lost. Now, a very bigh authority on
Canadian Pacifie Railway matters bas stated that in some
romarks I made in the Chamber of Commerce at Halifaz, I
drew an unfair inference from some remarks of his and of
Sir George Stephen. I can only say in reply, and I think
hon. gentlemen who take an interest in the question will bear
me out, that it is no incorrect inference to say that when
the Canadian Pacifie Railway signed that contract it was
rever intended or supposed that the road should end at Mat-
tawamkeag. I may be told that the contract bas not actually
expired, and will not expire until the ist of July next ; but
hon. gentlemen know it is physically impossible to complete
t hat road by Ist of July next, and that therefore there must
be a default in this contract. It is no "incorrect inference,"
at all events after reading the letters we have heard read
and which were written by the President of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, to say that at that time it was never sup-
posed that the road would not be completed by the Istof July,
1889. Otherwise, the hon. the Minister of Publie Works
would not have expressed himself as positively as he did,
nor could it have been supposed that the road was to end at
Mattawamkeag. Therefo're, whatever change has come over
the spirit of the dream of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, must have comne subsequent to the date of this
correspondence. Parliamont thon voted the money in accord-
ance with the Bill which provided for the extension of the
road to Mattawamkeag, and I do not believe that Parliament
voted that money for a road that was to end there. It
was purposely stated that the intention of the Government
and Parliament was that we were to have a road which
would carry the trade of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
down to our Atlantic ports, that the money was voted for
the whole road, and that to take a portion of the money
ani only build a portion of the road would be violating the
intentions of Parliament. I find that the 8th clause of this
agreement specially stipulates time to be essential and to be
the essence of the agreement. Now, it would be simply
trifling with the House to say that, under any construction
that can be put upon this document, the contractors would
be warranted in throwing up the work at Mattawamkeag.
The conditions of that contract, I contend, should in the
public intere-t be adhered to strictly, and that no matter
how irifluential a contractor may be, when a coutract is
entered into so deliberately as this was-because this was
a matter of arrangement between the Government and
this company intended to do simple justice to the Lower
Provinces-a contract entered into ander these circum-
stances should be strictly adhered to, and any deviation or
delay in its fulfilment is a positive injustiCe to the people
of the Atlantic Provinces. This matter bas attracted a good
deal of attention in the Maritime Provinces, so much so
that publ·c meetings have been held and resolutions passed
which have found their way to Parliament. I attended, as
a member of the Chamber of Commerce, one of these meet-
ings called to consider this question among othe:s, and I
was called upon by the president to express my views. I
am reported in the newspapers as having expressed myself
to this effect :

" The next we heard of the matter was a few months later, the sum-
mer or autumn of'86, when Sir George Stephen and !dr. Van Borne visited
Halifax. On that occasion they were called upon by the representative
uf the Herald, and they consented to be interviewed; and, among other
thing, they said that the construction-of the road would be almost im-
mediately commeneed, at both ends simultaneously, and that within
eighteen monthe the Hong Kong fast mail train wouid be running frcm
Halifax to Montreal in 18 hours. Mr. Kenny added that hehadnot seen
the paper lately, but that was his recollection of the interview."

WelI, I was then speaking of what I bad read in 1886, and
this meeting was in 1889, but what I had read in 1886 had
been sncb pleasant reading to me that it impressed itself
vividly upon my mind. My attention was called, a few
days afterwards, to the following article, which appears in
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the Montreal Gazette, 1lth January, 1869. It seems that the
ubiquitous reporter had taken the trouble to carry to Mr.
Van Borne a report of my statement at Halifax, and thisg
gave rise to the following article :--q

" A Gazette reporter called upon Mr. W. C. Van Horne, president of
the Canadian Pacific Roiilway, yesterday afternoon, with reference to
the meeting of the Halifax Chamber of Commerce, at which the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway was denounced as having broken faith in regard
to the short line to be constructed between Harvey and Moncton. Mr.
Van Horne said it seemed to him that the people of Halifax were show-
ing a little undue haste in aceusing the Canadian Pacific Railwa of
not living up to its promisese. It wae hardiy two weeks ince the frat
section of the short lime between Montreal andMattawamkeag twhcom-
pleted. Mr Kenny's inference of what Sir George Stephen and he had
stated at Halifax waa not correct. They did say that it was the inten-
tion of the company to commence work at both ends in order at com-
pletion to connect with the railway system of the Maritime Provinces at
the earliest possible date, and they did commence the work in eastern
Maine almost as soon as it was commenced in the vicinity of Montreal.
They never thought of doing any work on the Moncton section until the
lneo wp completed between Montreal and Mattawamkeag, and they
nover prcmised to do s."

Well, I certainly had no intention of misquoting these
gentlemen, and, recognising how easy it is to make a
mistake when one is speaking solely from memory, I
referred to what had appeared in reference to the matter
in the publie press, and I found in the Halifax AMornng
Berald of the 23rd June, 1886, the following:-

" A Herald reporter called on Sir George Stephen and Mr. Van Horne,
yesterday, and was accorded an interview.

" What progress is being made with the Short Line tolMontreal? Was
asked of Sir George.

"I e replied : The line from Montreal to the Maine boundary will be
in operation by the firet of December (1886) Our own engineers have
examined the surveys and are now making the final locstion of the line
across the State of Maine. We expect to let the contracts in a few
weeks ; work will commence at both ends, and we will have the whole
road from Montreal to Moncton in running order by the fall of 1887.

" What time will you make between Halifax and Montreal over the
Short Lino when completod ?

IhoWe intend terun through fast express and mail trains in connection
with the Hong Kong line in fifteen hours.

"The Hong Kong line ?
Yes. That la net an idle phrase but a perfectly true forecast of

what je going te ho. Why, the Canada Pacific will only be eompletod
when Hong Kong is the Eastern and Liverpool the Western terminus.
And Halifax can do a great deal towards speeding the secomplishment
of that scheme."

As I said before, I regret exceedingly if my understanding
of what those gentlemen said on that occasion was not cor-
rect, but really with the language now before me, with
those very emphatic words of the senior officers, the presi-
dent and the vice president of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, who told us that work was to commence at both
ends, and that the whole line would be finished in thre fall
of 1887, I can only say that if I drew an incorrect inference
of their views and of what they intended, I regret it exceed.
ingly. Very great importance was attached to the visit of
those gentlemen on that occasion, and still more importance
was attached to their utterances. Their visit was a source
of pleasure, and I hope they will come again and stay
long, but still it would have been more pleasant for me to
have heard the whistle of the Hong Kong mail express, as
promised; but we did not hear it in 1887, and we have
not heard it in 1888, and I am afraid we shall not hear it
in 188. fHowever, we in the Maritime Provinces are a
people Of great faith, and we have heard that faith may move
mountains, and we hope that it may move the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company so that, up and down the hills of
Nova Scotia and through the county of my hon. friend from
Westmoreland, and through the lands of Albert and Sunbury
and Queen's, and over that magnificent structure, that lasting
monument of the zeal and energy of my hon, friend fromYork,
the bridge at Fredericton,. we shall hear the whistle of the
long Kong express there even yet. The delay in this
matter is to us in the Maritime Provinces inoomprehen-
Bible. We know that a company that has done so much in
the way of railway building and railway equipment and
railway management as the Canadian Pacii Railway69

Company bas done could easily build, if iL were so disposed,
113 miles of railway; and that very much aggravates the
offence, because we know that the president has told ne ho
could have bailt that road by the end of 1887, and here it
is 1889, and not a blow bas been struck in that portion of
the road which passes through the Atlantic Provinces.
The Canadian Pacific Railway Company adheres to its
agreement as long as it is passing through the Province of
Quebec, or even through the foreign State of Maine, but, as
soon as it puts its foot in the Atlantic Provinces, the first
time it is called upon to spend a dollar in the Atlantic
Provinces, it breaks its agreement, and I say that is a pal-
pable injustice to those people. The delay is incomprehen.
sible, because it cannot be for financial reasons. I say that
because it was oaly in January last that the Pie ident of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company issued an address which I
read with a great deal of pleasure, which was copied into aIl
the newspapers of Canada, and I think was also copied into
the English press, announcing the position which his com-
pany occupied financially and otherwise; and, as he de-
clared himself, it occupied a strong position. Well, the
company which occupied such a strong position, as I be-
lieve that company does, need not be disturbed about the
building of 113 miles of railway. Cinsidering the amount
of money that the people of the Maritime Provinces have
contributed to the treasury of that company, it is not too
much to ask thom to carry out their contract as to the
construction of that 113 miles. It is therefore not a matter
of finance, and I say that again, bocause the manner in
which the bonds of that road were issued proved it.
I call the attention of the House to the fact that, for
convenience in carrying out the contract, the subsidy was
divided into thiee parts, and I find that the bonds have
only been issued in the two sections which terminate at Mat-
tawamkeag, and that the bonds have not been issued on the
sections from Harvey to Fredericton and thence to Moncton.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I remember very well that when these
bonds were issued it was proclaimed that they had been
placed on most advantageous terms, on terms more advan-
tageous than any similar bonds had ever been floated before.
Well, Sir in an ordinary commercial transaction, if a man
gots all that he aska for an article, or more than he de-
manded, his usual habit is to dispose of all that ho has for
sale; and if the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, as I
must suppose, at that time fully intended to carry out the
contract, why did they not issue all the bonds? flon.
gentlemen who are familiar with financial operations in
London know that it is easier to float a large amount where
you have perfect security to offer than to float a small
amount, and as the terms of placing that amount were
so favorable, I think it is exceedingly to be regretted that
ail the bonds were not placed at that one time. I hope
it does not mean: no bonds, no road. I mentioned
before that we are not bore to discuss the merits or the
demerits of the Short Lino Railway. It has been con-
tended that the economy of distance was not as great as
was first supposed; but there can be no material change,
there has been no upheaval of nature since the contract
was entered into; the distance is just the same, no more
and no less than it was when the contract was entered
into, so 1 do not think that would be accepted by this
Parliament or by the Government of the day as a valid
excuse for not adhering to this contract. It is more
desirable in the public interests and in the interests of the
people of the Maritime Provinces to.day than it was when
the contract was entered into. When it is completed to
Fredericton at that point it will interseet a new lino of
railway from Fredericton and Woodstock, thence to
Edmundston, and thon to iRivière du Loup; and that is an
inducement with the people of the Maritime Provinces to
press for the construction of the railway. I referred to the
fact that this question had excited great attention in the
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Maritime Provinces, and that public meetings had been
held.- Many hon. gentlemen now listening to me and
members of the Cabinet are aware that the chief magis-
trates of Fredericton, Moncton and Halifax made a
pilgrimage up here in a most inclement season of the 3 ear
to interview the Government and place before them the
importance which their people attached to the early com-
pletion of this contract. I am glad to say that when these
gentlemen returned they came back with heads erect and
bearts elated, and satisfied with the assurance which had been
given them that the contract would be carried out. So far as I
am personally concerned I believe in the very positive assur-
ances that were given in Parliament by the Ministers ofthe
day, and it is for that reason that I have quoted the remarks
of the Hon. Sir Charles Tupper and the Hon. Sir Hector Lan-
gevin, wbo were leading Parliament in these debates. I
have quoted them, first of all, to show what the intentions
of the Government were in bringing this matter to the
notice of Parliament, and what Parliament intended when
it adopted the suggestion. Therefore, in my own mind, I
am quite satisfied that the road will be built. But I go one
stop further than that, and I say the contract should be
carried out, that the road should be built by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, that it was intended from the
first to be one continuous line from ocean to ocean, that it
was not to end at Mattawamkeag or any intermediate
point, that it should be built, as I say, under the original
contract, which ought now to be carried ont. Now,
Sir, I do not wish to conceal from the flouse or from
the Government that, in the Maritime Provinces, we
feel keenly the manner in which we have been treated
in this matter. I have said before that we submitted
as gracefully as people could be expected to submit to
the very large expenditure incidentai to the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. We viewed it
on broad national grounds. I say we feel it keenly, and the
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House feel it particularly
se, because, I may. say, that we risked our political existence
at the last general election in defending that very policy
wbich brought this Canadian Pacifie Railway into exist-
ence. One of the greatest charges made against the Gov-
ernmert of tc-day, and one that we had to meet at every
meeting, in every canvass, was the enormous expenditure
on the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. We defended
it on broad, national grounds, and having done so, it
does seem unfair to us that the very first time this com
pany, which has receivel such enorinoils sums of money
from the Treasury of Canada, is called upon to spend its
first dollar in the Maritime Provinces, is the first time it
breaks faith with the people of Canada. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I made the statement that as yet there is no default. I
admit that, and if ibe Minister of Justice were to tell me that
there were no default I should be obliged to admit that there
is no legal default; but I say it is absolutely impossible for
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to carry ont its con-
tract as it should. Not only that, but I regret to say-and
I have endeavored to inform myself on the point-that I
can see no disposition on the part of the contractors to carry
ont their contract. I should not have brought up this ques-
tion here if I could have secured from the company a reply
to the very simple question : When do you propose com-
meticing work on this section of the road, and when do
you expect to have it finished ? But as I could not
secur-e an answer to plain and repeated questions of
that kind, I feit it my duty in this House, formally
to call the attention of Parliament to the case,
relying, as I sald before, on the Government of the day to
see that justice is done to the Maritime Provinces in this
matter. I know that the Canadian Pacifie Railway have
done marvels, that their work bas never been suppressed,
and although I have animadverted in this inatter upon the
conduct of that company, I considet·, neveïthelese, that it isa

Mr, Kzriiy.

company which has strong claims upon Canada, which has
dote much to develop Canada, which has done much to
make Canada known and make her respected abroad. Con-
sequently it is a subject of extreme regret for me to be
obliged to refer in the way I have done to the conduet of
that company, when it is called upon to break ground and
bauild its first lino of railway in New Brunswick. Now,
Sir, I know that the Canadian Pacifie Railway has done
wonders, I know they can do everything but impossibilities,
and I know that the completion of that contract is a im-
possibility, but I feel it my duty to lay this statefnent of
the matter before the House in order that justide might be
done to the people of the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. LAURIER. I rise to a point of order. I did not
like to interrupt the hon. gentleman while he was speaking.
The hon. gentleman has stated that a document which he
did not read he would put in and hand to the reporter.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman is not aware that we have
hitherto objected to this practice. We have allowed it only
in some cases, such for example as the financial statement,
whon the Minister of Finance, after having given a synopsis
of statements, hands them to the reporters; but in all other
cases we have always objected to such a practice being
followed, and I think we should adhere to this rule. If w.
allowed this practice of handing in documents to bo
followed, it may lead to the introduction of the American
practice here.

Mr. KENNY. The document to which I ref erred is a
lengthy and uninteresting agreement dated 14th December,
18 ,5. I only road one clause of it, and rather t han inflict
its reading on the House, I now propose to withdraw it. I
have no desire to transgress any rules or regulations of the
House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I understand that that is
one of the papers for which the hon. gentleman moved.
Then it will appear in the return. I quite agree with my
hon. friend opposite that we should not allow the American
practice of handing in speeches or parts of speeches. As
my hon. friend bas said, it might bo allowed and bas ben
allowed, to the Finance Minister in his Budget speech to
hand in a paper of figures which ho bas fully discussed and
explained to the House.

Mr. ELLIS. As I assume the senior member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones) is very likely to rise ai ter the junior member,
I will take this opportunity to offer a few remarks. If the
hon. member succeeded in conveying any impression to the
House it was a very wrong impression. He appeared to
convey the idea that the ports of Portland and Boston pos-
sess advantages by reason of the fact that this railtvay now
bas reached Mattawamkeag, which they will not possess
when the whole road is completed. The relation, as re-
spects the ports of Portland and Boston, will not be altered
when the railway is finished to Halifax; the position as
regards that matter will ho precisely the same. So the hon.
gentleman's statement on that point goes for nothing. Nor
is the impression which the hon. gentleman conveyed with
respect to the Maritime Provinces wholly a correct one.
The railway is now finished, as I understand it, from the
foot of Moosehoad Lake to Mattawamkoag. It is in a
position, as soon as the snow disappears, to ho operated as
far as St. John and St. Andrews. So, at least two of the
maritime ports contemplated in the original scheme will
b. reached. No doubt thore has been delay, but the cir-
cumatances in which the company was placed have been
peculiar. When the company sent surveyors over the
route across the State of Maine from the foot of Moosehead
Lake to Mattawamkeag, or at all events to Greenville, and
after the surveyors bad made their report and the work
and actually begun on the road, they discovered that it was
a much mr&o difficult work than tihe oapany had pro-
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viously supposed, that it was so to such an extent that the
contractors were at one time on the point of throwing up the
work altogether. However, a new arrangement had to be
made with them which involved the expenditure of a large
sum of monoy, much larger than was at firet contemplated,
and the work has also occupied a much longer time. The
whole reuources of the company had been put forth to com
plete this very difficult work across the State of Maine. In
consequence of the reported delay, I last fall sent a man
over the whole route to obtain an idea as to the progress of
the work. He had some little knowledge of railway work,
and further ho met all the sectional and divisional engineers,
and the impression left on his mind. beyond doubt, was
tbat it was a very difficult work. This would account
for much of the delay that bas taken place with respect
to the opening of the road to Mattawamkeag. When it
reaches Mattawamkoag it will have struck that portion of
the road common to the entire road through Harvey,
whether the portion from Harvey to Moncton is built or
not. Who that part. of the road is open the Maritime
Provinces will have been reached. Further, when the road
is completed from Harvey to Mloncton seventeen miles
only will have been saved. The distance from Harvey to
la ifax will be only about soventeen miles shorter than the
existing road fro IHarvey to Halifax over the New Bruns-
wick Railway and the Intercolonial Railway, therefore no
greut interest can suffer by reason of the fact that the corn-
pany have not built at a cost of some millions % road that
will only save seventeen miles. All the advantages which
Halifax possesses, and no doubt they are very great, as an
Atlantic seaport, will stili accrue, and I can imagine, there-
fore, that the case is not nearly so bad as the junior member
for ilalifax (5Ir. Kenny) has endeavored to mako eut. Fur-
ther, I have great doubt with respect to the earnestness of
the Halifax members, although no doubt the senior member
(Mr. Jones) will rise and back up the junior member (Mr.
Kenny) to the best of bis ability. But when the resolu-
tion was offered by my hon. friend from Guysboro' (Mr.
Kirk) to which the junior member for Halitax has referred,
the Halifax members did not vote for it. The hon. gentle-
man proposed that the work should be commenced at both
ends of the line at the same time, and the moemb -rs for
Halifax, and, also the member for Westmorland (Mr. Wo d)
voted ihat such was not neoessary. I also think it was not
necessary, and il I had had a seat in the House at the time
I should have voted with these hon. gentlemen. I do not
desire to detain the Ilouse further than to state that on the
lst July, and perhaps earlier, the road now contemplated
will be opened to the Maritime ports so far as St. John and
St. Andrews are concerned, and the road will ho open to
Hlabfax by the New Brunswick and Intercolonial roads;
and when finally completed, as first contemplated, thero
wilronly be a saving of one hour in time.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The subject brought before the
louse by my colleague is one in which the people of the
Maritime Provinces, as ho bas justly observed, take very
Considerablo interest, and, perbapa, nowbere is more interest
manitested than in the city of Halifax. The hon. gentle-
man has furnished the House with very lengthy and exhau-
tîve quotationis from the speeches of hon. gentlemen who
Were in the louse when this resolution was proposed guar.
an eeing the subsidy to the Short Lino Railway. But it
appears to me that the dilficulty was at the very inception,
that the appropriation of money was for a purpose entirely
unwirranted and uncalled for. It was granted at that time
under circumstances which left an impression abroad, I do
not say on what it may ho founded, that there was an bon.
gentleman, in very near contact with the Government, who
was very directly concerned in this appropriation, and that
to the circumestance of that hon. gentleman holding a very
important position, a position very near to the Government,

was due the fact that this money had been voted at all. I
think the country generally, at the lime this money was
voted, looked upon the appropriation with great suspicion.
They lookel upon it with suspicion on account of the cir-
cumstances to which I have referred, and outside Parti&-
ment they very generally oondemuel that appropriation
on the ground that it was unnecessary, because when the
road was built it was going to establia a rival lino to our
own Intercolonial Railway lino. It was also said when
this money was first granted that the saving of distance to
Halifax would be in the neighborhood of 130 miles. That
was to be the saving in distanoe as stated by the Govern-
ment organs and stated in PatrliamenL, when this road was
completed to Halifax by the way of Harvey, Fredericton
and Moncton. Now, we fin i from the statement of the
hon. member from St. John (Mr. Ellis), which corroborates
a statement I bad heard on a provions occasion froma avery
authentic source, that the whole amount of distance to be
saved when this road was completed was only 17 miles. It
would therefore appear that if at the commencement it had
been known that the saving would have only been 17 miles
I think that hon. gentlemen in this House would naturally
have hesitated before they would hive committed the
country to such a heavy expenditure for such a small sav-
ing of a distance. The expenditure was prooedod with and
the Government of the day and the menbers for Halifax and
from the Maritime Provinces supporting the Government
at that time, rcfascd to recogniwe the representations made
te them by the Chamber of »mmerce of Ilalifax on this
vory subject. My hon. colleague (Mr. Kenny) will remem-
ber that when the discussion took place in Parliament
large meetings were held there, and the thon mayor, a
leading supporter of my bon. friend, took a very strong
po4ition on that point and remonstrances were sent to the
Government and to the gentleman who represented Halifax
County in that Parliamot.. It was pointed out to them at
that time just what bas resulted to-day. The people pointed
out that so far as any advantage to the city of Halifax was
concerned it was a misappropriation of the revenues of the
country and my bon. friend will remember the emphatie
telegram which came from Rlessrs. Daly and Stairs on that
occasion after full consultation with the Canadian Pacifie
R iilway peoplo. They told us that we had the assurance
of the Canadian Pacific Railway that this line would be
built, that it was the best way to build it, that so much dis-
tance was going to be saved by the route, that tboy know
better than we did and they hold "we are determined to
have our way," and they bad it. When this matter wa
brougbt before Parliament there was naturally a great deal
cf uncertainty with reference to the route, because, as
my hon. frierd has explained to the House no instrumental
survey had been made up to that time and it was merely
an estimate of the d'stauce to be saved that was given, so
far as they could make that estimate without much accu-
racy. A great deal of discussion took place in this Houso
which found voice in an amendment moved by Mr. Lesage;

" That the said subsidy be given to the company whicb will build *
line whieh will b3 fouad to be the ehortest an i most praotical siter a
complete instrumentail survey of all the linew which May pretmnd ta
obtaiu this result."p

That was a very natural amendment, and I think it was in
the interests of the country that the money should not be
specially granted to one company who were unprepared to
say that they had obtained a correct survey, and that they
were about building it over the shortest route. So doter-
mined were the Gjvernment and so sabservient were their
fllowers on that occasion, including the members for Hali-
fax, I am sorry to say, that they voted down thià amed-.
ment, and it was, of course, loest. Tit was, of oourse, a
declaration that they were going to vote this money to thO
Canadian Pacifie Railway. My hou. oolleague as roferred
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to the amendment which was subsequently moved by the will be no subsidy given. We muet act in good faith ; the faith of Par
hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk). It was as follows: liament is pledged, and we muet take care that that money is employed

as Parliament wisbes."
"That the said resolution be referred back to the Oommittee of the

Whole for the purpose of amending section 24 providing that the work Now, Sir, it is worthy of remark that the hon. gentlemar
on the sections of the line between Harvey, Fredericton and Salisbury gays that if the oomnletion of the road from Mattawameshall be begun and prosecuted simultaneously with the work en the •' . r
portion of the lins west of the boundary between New Brunswick and to Moncton is not secured, no subsidy will be given. Well,
Maine." what position are the Government in to-night with regard
It would seem that my hon. friend, with a prescience that to that matter ? Have they not been paying that subsidy
does great credit to his judgment, anticipated just what bas ail along? HRave they not been aware that the road was
taken place, Ie was not satisfied with the declaration of boing constructed to Mattawamkeag, and has not the Minis.
the Minister of Publie Works, which has been quoted by ter of Public Works been paying out the money in direct
my friend, because he went on to point out what was a violation of this solemn statement which he made to Parlia.
very singular circumstance, and which has escaped the no. ment, and which carried weight with the members of this
tice of my hon. friend. He went on to say: louse ? It seemed to have sufficient weight with the

" When these resolutions were first introduced into this House, there gentleman who then represented Halifax in this House and
was no mention made of the section of road to which my motion refers ; with other hon. gentlemen from Nova Scotia, to induce
there was no reference made to the line to Harvey, Fredericton and them to vote down the resolution of my hon. friend from
Salisbury; evidently it was an afterthought that it should be included Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk); and I think the hon. Minister ofat all. The road, when built to Mattawamkeag, will have a connection Public Works owes iL to this fouse and the country now Le
with Salisbury; and we have no pledge from the Government that this
section of the line will be built at all. The Minister of Public Works, in explain the position which he and the Government occupy,
hie speech the other day, pledged the Government to secure the building and under what circumstances thoy have been induced orof the road from Mattawamkeag ta Salisbury. When the road is built s-dced to pay the publie money away for the construction
to Mattawamkeag we have connection, but the Short Line is neot com-
plete unless it is built ta Harvey, Fredericton and Salisbury. Uniess of a line in a foreign country, in direct violation of the
this section ie built, the road will be of no earthly benefit ta the Pro- solemn terms and conditions with which this grant was ob-
vnce of Nova Scotia or to the city of Halifax. It may be built; but tained from Parliament. It is all very well for my hon.what we want je that, Bince the Government and Parhiament have
declared that it shall be built by this company, we want to take care colleagues to place the responsibility of this matter on the
that it shall be built as soon as possible. Therefore, I cannot, at the shoulders of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. I do
suggestion of the bon. gentleman, withdraw my motion, and I shall not for one moment pretend to say that that company arehave t a ak the Houseste divide on it." not to blame. They certainly are to blame, but their masters,
There were some gentlemen who seemed to have more faith theGovernment of this country,have to take the responsibility
in the Government and in the Canadian Pacifie Railway of permitting them to go on year after year, and of paying
Company than my hon. friend f rom Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk); out to them the subsidies on the work as it progressed
and Mr. Daly, who was one of the representatives of Hali- through American territory, and not taking care to see that
fax on that occasion, remarked : the conditions under which this money was granted by

" This Bill we believe, and the measures the Government will take Parliament were complied with. We have no return, but
under it, will tend ta accomplish an object the eople of Nova Scotia it will be interesting to see what money bas been paid tohave had at heart for a very long time, that is, that while Canada has
been taxing itself, and Nova Scotia as part of Canada bas been bearing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. Now, in 1887 we
ite proportion of the taxation, for the development of the great west, we had a very interesting meeting at the Drill Shed in Halifax,
in the eaut wish ta participate in the benefits which that great develop- at which we were favored with the company of the latement is likely ta produce. We believe a direct connection of the Cana- . .
dian Pacifie Railway system with the city of Halifax will be of great hon. Mimster of Finance, and it was one of his boats on
advantage to the whole Province and ta that port particularly, and we that occasion what ho had done-the bold act, he said, of
believe that object can be accomplished by the messure now proposed coming to Parliament and asking for $250,000 a year forTo hamper that measure with embarrassing details would, we think, twe.ny years ta-bil 1 this lino; and l-e said, bold as it was
prevent our accomplishing that objest. The company will be obliged ta
seek in the markets of the world the necessary assistance to extend thie Parliamont had sufficient confidence in him to grant the
railway from Montreal ta Halifax; and ta impose upon that company money, aLd the work is going to be carried out, aLd is nowthe necessity of commencing the work on each particular section of the undor way, and will be eompleted in good ime. In view
line simultaneously, would, we think, involve the company in embar-
rassments which this Legielature should not impose upon them." of the predictions made by that hon. gentleman at that

The member for Halifax of that day was very careful not time, it is interesting to notice the position in which the
La embarraso the company because lie seems Labofully pe enterprise is to-day. It must, no doubt, be very unpleasant

L- to my hon. colleague to stand up bore and denounce thesuaded in his own mmd that the company were going to Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and inferentially, ofcarry out the resolution. If he had been so satisfied on course, the Government, when he had before him the state-
that point I cannot see why he should have objected to the mensts made by Lhe laLe hon. Ministor of Finance with
amendment of the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) regard to this work at a time when bis prognostication aswhich only went so far as to give effect to the very senti- to the business it was going to bring to Halifax, bad a con-
ments which the bon. gentleman pretended to be so siderable influence on the minds o certain gentlemen inthoroughly interested in..Doubtless they were led astray that city. Sir 'Jharles Tupper said on thaL occasion:somewhat by the emphatic declarations of the hon. the IlWhsn 1 stated hat night that the hast &ct I did bcfore leavin
Miniister of Public Works. Now, if there is an ho.*tl. "WeIsttdls.ngthatelstctIidbfrlaigOn. 9ontlO-London was ta aigu, as joint trustee with Lord Revelstoke and Lordman in this House who is usually very careful of his state• Wolverton, the boude for the construction of thie line of railway (the
mente on public matters, I will do the Minister of Public Short Line) by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and that it is
Works the credit to say that it is lh, and it is very seldom now in their hands; when I told him (Mir. Jones) that he felt that it was

a death knell ringing in hie sari. He felt that with the gigantic workwe can catch the hon. gentleman in a statement with which in the hande of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, knowing their
we can refer to afterwards as not being fulfilled as we can enormous resources and knowing that the moment they had expended
do to-night. Referring to this very subject the Minister of their money in the construction of this short line of railway, and carried
Publie k da ubeeo o out the magnificent project of having running to Halifax se fat a linew orks sai, as lias ben quoted by my lion. 0- of steamers as crosses the ocean from England ta New York, that this
lague: harbor muet become the entrepot of the trafflo and commerce between

" I am sure the hon. gentleman will be pleased ta hear the declara- Europe and the East."
tion which the Government makes through me, that in the arrangements The aid story-to be made with the compauy te build the railway, and to take advan- e r
tange of this vote of money, of $250,000 during 20 yeare, the Govern- "He knew that this would become a great transcontinental highwayment will take care to secure the completion of the railway, not only to and that we would not only bring over it the trafflo from Europe teMattawamkeag, but alo te Salisbury, and if that is not seoured, there Japan and China, but that we ehould be able to compote with Boston,

Mir. JoNEs (Halifax).
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Portland or New York with regard to traffic and travel to the cities of
New York and Chicago and the Western btsates.

.After indulging in this glorious prediction of what Hali-
fax was going to be if the Government were sustained, and
the Short Line, which is yet unfinished, was completed, the
hon. gentleman went on to say:

t4I have already told you that this gigantic Pacific Railway Company,
with between 4,000 and 5,000 miles of constructed railway now in oper-
ation, with au army of 25,000 men in their employ, and expending
money to an extent that ie calculated to sustain and develop a country
of itself, if we had to rest upon it almcst alone. When thit company
have declared by the most solemu, important and business-like act that
it js possible for them te do-.by put ting their band aud seal te a con.
tract binding them te build net only the short ine of ailway that
comes to St. John, but also the short line of railway that passes St.
John by coming from Frederieton to Moncton, because that is in the
bond, and that is the work with which they are immediately to grapple."

Now, Sir, these were elec! ion promises, made during a time
of political excitement when my hon colleague and I stood
on the platform expounding opposite views. My bon.
friend, with that sanguine disposition with regard to the
fulfilment of those promiFes and intentions of the Govern-
ment of which be is such a strong supporter, no doubt
expatiated on all those glorious prospects from one end of
the county to the other at the time. Well, Sir, we bad to
point out the position in which this very work stood at
that time. We had before us the evidence that the work
was going on in a foreign country, that the money of
Canada was being drawn day by day for the corstru4tion
of that railway, and that not a blow was being struck to
bring it to Halifax. Sir, I hold that the Government of
this country are justly censurable for the present condition
of thirgs. If they had deait earnestly and energetically
with ibis matter at the time, they could have com-
pelled the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to go on
with that part of the road just as well as with the other.
The money was in their own hands; they are not obliged
to part with it; they could have said and they should have
said to the Canadian Pacifie Railway: Go on with the Short
Line to Moncton simultaneously with the other portion
But no; after having called upon their supporters here to
vote down the amendment cf my hnn. friend from Guys-
boro' (Mr. Kirk), af ter having, through the Minister of
Public Works, solemnly and emphatically declared that
the money should not be drawn, they went on from time to
time and allowed this departure from the intention of
Parliament for which to-day the country bolds them respon -
sible. I do not pretend to justify the Canadian Pacifie
Railway in any respect. It was a part of a contract they
should have carried out in good faitb, and if they had, my
hon. colleague and myself would not have been compelled
to denounce them here; but the difference between my
hon. colleague and myself is that be wishes to put the
entire responsibility on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
to deal very lightly with the Government who control the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, while I hold that the Govern.
ment are responsible and that the whole transaction
is One not creditable to the Government. We shall
look with a great deal of interest at the course the
Government will take in the future with regard to the
company. It is quite true the time has not yet
elapsed, but it is utterly impossible for the road to be com.
pleted according to the terms of the contract. The road is
built to St. John, and our brethern there have the advan.
tage of a considerably short line to Montreal. I am very
glad of any advantage which accrues to St. John, and they
certainly have the advantage over us in some respecta, with
regard to shorter distances to the sea. Whether this will
enable them to become the winter port of the Dominion
with regard to certain shipments remains to b. seen. I am
Willing to admit that in that respect they have gained, and
it will be a great source of dispatisfaction for the people of
Halifax and all along the line when they find that the
saving in distance, which was first estimated at 120 miles,

bas now dwindled down to the miserable figure of 17 miles.
There is not an hon. gentleman in this House who would
have voted to support the Bill could he have foreseen
this. The Government must have been deceived, and will.
ingly deoeived, perhaps, by one who, as bas been observed,
had a very near and personal interest in carrying out this
arrangement ; but the Governmont are much to blame for
placing this expenditure in the bande of a company,
leaving them to take their own route, and voting down a
proposition made by my hon. friend. If my hon fiiend's
motion had been carried, other contractors would have
entered the field and we would have known whether there
were any physical difficulties in the way. As far as we are
concerned, it is eminently unsatisfactory, looking at the
distance to be saved and the large amount added to the
burdens of the taxpayors, but such as it is the people desire
to have it. They desire to have it, because it was part of
the original contract and they expect the Government to
compel the company to carry it out without delay. The
Government may be sure of one thing, and that is that they
cannot escape their responsibility, and that the country
will look t,> them for the fulfilment of the contrat. The
people have nothing to do with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. They stand simply in the light of contractors
for public works, and if the Government advances a sum of
money to contractors for public works more than they are
entitled to, the Government are justly censurable. I cannot
say that they have advaniced more money on this road
than the circumstances would warrant, but if the Canadian
Pacifie Railway have an amount at their credit for the con-
struction of the remaining distance, thereis loss reason tan
there bas yet been why they sbould not go on and finish it.
The Government should take up this matter at once and
compel the Canadian Pacifie Railwiy to take some action.
We heard lately, as rny colleague bas mentioned, that a
deputation came from Halifax, Moncton and St. John to
confer with the Government, and they met the First Minis.
ter and went back about as wise as they came. The First
Minister told them ho had no doubt it would be flnished in
good time, but he did not say when, or whether the Govern.
ment were going to c ímpel the Canadian Pacific Railway to
finish. Without such an assurance by the Governnient,
without sncb explanations from the Minister of Public
Works with regard to his promise, and without be full un.
derstanding that the Government will hold the Canadian
Pacifie Railway to the terms of the contract, the country
will not be satisfied at all.

Mr. TEKPLE. My bon. friend the junior member for
Halifax (Kr. Kenny) bas given thorough expression of my
opinions on the subject, so I shall not weary this House hy
repeating them. I simply rise now to draw attention to the
statement made by the hon. the senior member for Halifax
(.Kr. Jones). He was of opinion that the saving at one
time, which was to be 16 miles, bas dwindled down to the
miserable sum of 17 miles. This information he took from
the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon). Hon. gentle.
men opposite are just like parrotw- what one says the other
repeats. I do not know how they can m:ke 126 miles out of
113. The hon. gentleman has made a mistake somewhere.
The hon. member for St. John (Mr. Ellis) makes the state-
ment that it is only 17 miles shorter by Blarvey, Frederic.
ton and Salisbury. That is the St. John version of it, whch
we all understand very well. The distance that bas been
saved bas been 30 miles at the very least. That, however,
makes no difference with regard to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. There is a contract, and all we ask is that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway people should carry itout, which
I have no doubt they will do. I merely rose to correct the
statement ofthe hon. the senior member for Hlalifax (Mr,
Jones) and set him right upon the point.

Motion agreed to,
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LIQUOR PERMITS IN THE NORTH-WEST TER- So far as I can ascertain it was never dreamed by anybody

R[TORIES. that general licenses for the sale of intoxicating liquors
should be granted under the provision of that law; in fact

Mr. .TAMIESON moved for: the construction which was placed upon thait statute dur.
Copies of aIl correspondence between the Goverument aud the Lieu- ing ail this time was that in every case of the importation

tenant Governor of the North-West Territories, together with any or sale of intoxicating liquors in the North-West Territory,
papers, reports and documents in refererice to the issue cf pe.rmite or
liaeneesfor the sale of spirituon s liqnors, beer or other intoxicante in a special permit sbould be received from the Lieutenant
pubjic houses or otherwise in the NMrth-West Territories; aIso, copies Governor. It is weil understood that during the term of
of all regulations, documents or other proceedings issued or adopted Ace of the present Minister of the Interior. that was the
by the Lieutenant Governor of the N.rth-West Territories, under .
which licenses or permits for the sale of beer or other intoxicants in construction which was placed upon that statute, and in
public houses have been granted in the said Territories. my judgment that was the only reasonable construetion
He said: lu submitting this resolution to the House, I which could be placed upon it. Hfowever, after the present
desire to call attention to the condition of things in the Lieutenant Governor assumed the duties of his office in the
North-West Territories, which has been brought to the at- Territories he placed a different eontruction upon the
tention of the putlic through the press and otherwise, and statute altogether; after the lapse of some fifteen years we
in a very few words to refer to the legislation which bas have a new interpretation given to it. I am informed,
taken place in reference to the liquor traffie in the North- on the very best authority, indeed, I do not think that it is
West Territories. It will be recollected by the older mem- questioned by anybody in the Dominion, that licenses for the
bers of this louse that, in 1873, Sir Charles Tupper, thon sale of intoxicating liquors have been granted under the
Minister of Customs, introduced into the House a Bill for hand of the Lieutenant Governor in the Territory, in
the purpose of regulating the Customs duties in the North- my judgment, in violation of net only the letter, but of
West. That Bill, which afterwards became law, being as- the spirit of this statute. Now, Sir, it may be regarded in
sented to on the 23rd May, 1873, contained a most impor. some quarters as a very slight matter, but I consider it as
tant provision in reference to the traffic in intoxicating a very serious matter, that a statute, which is part of the
liquors in the Territories. I will read a part of the second constitution of a large section of this Dominion, sbould be
sub-section of section 1 of that Act, which was considered violated with impunity in the manner in which we are
at the time a sort of departure from the recognised state of led to believe it bas been violatod in the administration of
things in this Dominion, and I unlerstand was regarded as the affairs of the North West. Of course, I know that it
an experiment. It provides as folIows:- is contended that under the present system there is le s

'<Spirits or strongwatere, orspirituous liquors of any kind are hereb y nsurption cf intoriesting liquors than there was under
prohibited to be imported into any part of the North-Weet Territories, the former administration of this law. Whether that is
under the like penalty and forfeiture as are provided by the Onstoms the case or not, it is not my intention to disons.; however,
laws of Canada with respect to articles the importation whereof i pro- so far as I eau learn, such is not the case. I have learnedhibited ; nor shall any such spirits or strong waters or spirituous
liquors of any kind be manufactured or made in the said North-West from the very best authority that the consumption of in.
Territories, or brought into the same from any Province of aanada toxicatirg liquors under the present administration of the
except by special permission of the Lieutenant Governor of the said law in the North-West, is much greater than it was underTerrtories. the former ad ministration; not only that, but I am informed
It goes on further to provide penalties for any breach of on the very best authority that under cover of these 4 per
this law. I recollect at the time that this law was passed cent. licenses which have been issued by the Lieutenant
that there was a good deal of congratulation indulged in, Governor, the very strongest kinds of liquor are being sold
in reference to the fact that, in a certain portion, at ail in the North West. No longer ago than to-day I was in-
events, of this Dominion, we had secured a prohibitory formed by gentlemen who are at present visiting Ottawa,
liquor law. I recollect subsequently, and sirce I have had that Ihe state of things in several of the larger towns in
a seat in this House, Sir Charles Tupper congratulating the the North-West Territories is far from what it stiauld b. in
House and the country upon the fact, and tsking to himself rcforence te tbil traffi -; that the crime cf drunkenuesi is in-
credit for having been instrumental in introducing and creasing at a very alarming rate. Now, if sueh ho the case, I
aiding in the passage of that law. Afterwards, those who tbink iV la high time that thiR bouse should enquire iuto that
are conversant with the legislation of the country will be state cf thinge, and asertain wbether, in the issuing of these
aware that it became a part of the constitution of the North- icenses, and the marner in which they have been imuod,
West Territories under the Act passed by the Government the Lieutenant Gevernor cf the i\orth.West Territeries has
led by the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie). beeit acting within the statut. law of the oonntry, or haî
On the revision of the Statutes of Canada made in 1886, it been acting lu the violation thereof. Now, lot us look for a
continued to be a part of the Act in reference to the North- moment at the wording cf this statute. IV provides that
West Territories. Section 92 of that Statute reads as ne intexicating liquors shallb. imported into the North-
follows:- West Trritories, "uer shaitauy liquors ho sold, oi.

" No intoxicating liquor or intoxicant shall be manufactured, com- cbanged, traded or bartered therein, except by special per.
pounded or made in the Territories except by special permission of the mission lu writing cf the Lieutenant Goyeraor' Now,
Governor in Jouncil; nor shal any intoxicating liquor or intoxicant be i ho reas o
imported or brought into the Territories from any Province of Oanada
or eleewhere, or be sold, exchaniged, traded or bartered, or had in pou- statut , thut the LieuVenant Governnr bas power te isne a
session therein, except by special permission, in writing, of the Lieuten- general licenwe? la my jadgment mach a contention la
ant Governor. Intoxicating liquors or intoxicants imported or brought
from any place out of Canada into the Territories, by special permission
in writing of the Lieutenant Governor, shall be subject to the customsguage cf the statute at ail. Why, Sir, snob a construction
and excise laws of Canada." cf this statute would be clotling the Lientenant Gernor

Section 93 provides that: cf the North-West Territoriee with a power whieh is not
"The Lieutenant Governor shall make au annual return, up to the possessefythoieutenant Govnors cf tite wu tPo

st day of December in each year, of the number of such permissaions vIo e
given by him and the quantity and nature of the intoxicating liquors an-1 intention cf Parliamont that sacb shoald b. the c&w.
intoxicants in each case, to the Minister of the Interior, who shall lay I have te aay further, that if the Lieutenant
the same before Parliament." Governor bas the power cf controlling the whole
Now, in the administration of the Government in the North- liquor trafflo in the whole North-West, and Ie grart
West Territories, from 1813 until the middle of the year licenses te whomsoeor ho pieuses, te rejeet the
1888, a certain construction was placed upon that statute. application of whomaover ho pleasos, &UI1acay is thv4

Mr. T»UPLEC.
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if he bas only granted permits for the sale of 4 per cent.
beer, I am very much aetonisbed at his moderation. But,
Sir, I contend trât net only under the strict letter of the
statute, but by the spirit of the statute, he has no sncb
power, he is not elothed with any such power as to be able
te grant a general license to men holding public houses for
the sale of liquor in the North-West Territories. If we
look at the 93rd section of this Act, this construction of the
statute law will seem the more reasonable and proper one.
The Lieutenant Governor, we are told, is required to make
a return up to the 31st December in each year, of the num
ber of permissions so given, and the quantity and nature of
the intoxicating liquor given. This shows conclusive
ly that these permits are te be special and not
general perinlts, because there is to be a return in
each case of the nature and quantity of the liquor
sold. onsequently it oould never be contended that
under the consteruction of this siatute, general licenses
or permits for the sale of liquor were contemplated.
Now, Sir, I do net desire to take up too much time in dis-
cussing this question, because I want te hear other members
of this Housè say s)nething upon the matter also. Let me
add, however, that I look upon this action of the Lieutenant
Governor as a very dangcrous precedent. If we are going
te have a licefise system in the North-West, by all means
let us have it in a legal and constitutional manner, and net
in the manner in which I have indicated, and which is
brought about by a breach of the statute law of this Dominion.
I am informed that both parties in the North-West Terri-
tories, both those in laver of the prohibition of the liquor
traffic and those who are opposed to it, are in favor of a
popular vote being taken in the Territories for the purpose
of deciding the question. That is a very reasonable propo-
sition, and in my judgment I see no reason why the wishes
of the people of the North-West, Territories should not be
carried out in this respect in regard to the trafflc.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yeu voted against such a pro-
position.

Mr. JAMIESON. We are informed that the Lieutenant
Governor has assumed power and authority to issue licenses
even without the consent of the people's representatives,
and in my judgment in the ver y teeth of the statute law of
this Dominion. I trust this motion will be adopted, and
we shall have a return of all the regulations and correspon-
dence respecting this question. 1 say further that if the
responsibility rests upon the shoniders of the Lieutenant
Governor of the North-West Territories, 1, for one, will
cordemn his conduct as most reprehensible and as deserv-
ing the censure of this Bouse; and further, that if the con-
struction of the statute or the instructions received by him
came fr mr another source, I have no hesitation in saying
that that source whatever it may be, should receive the
censure of this House.

Mr. FISUER. I am rather surprised, I confees, that
although five or six members of the Government are pre-
sent in the House, none of them have taken upon them-
selves to offer some explanation in regard te the serious facts
which the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) bas laid
before the Hlouse. Iregret the First Minister is net present
te give that explanation, but we have present the Minister
of the Interior, who for a long time had the management of
liquor laws in the North-West, and 1 confess I am surprised
that he should net have chosen te give an explanation of
this most extraordinary series of actions in the North-West.
The hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) placed this
motion on the notice paper largely in consequence of a
resolution passed by the Council of the Dominion Alliance,
who assMmbled in Ottawa during the early part of the
Session. I may say that in that Council a resolution was
proposed and adopted condemning the Lieutenant Governor
of the North.W6st in no measured terms for his action re.

speeting liquor licenses in the North-West ferritories. The
Logisiative Committee of the Alliance, however, were not
instructed to lay it before Parliament, but their action was
left to their discretion. It was thought desirable to first
move for the papers. I regret extremely that this motion
had not been introduoed carlier, not that the fault rests
with any one, because the hon. member for Lanark
(elr. Jamieson) was anxious to bave it adopted as soon as
possible. But it bas come up at such a late period of the
Session that I foar the papers will not be laid before the
House before the close of the Session, and consequently we
will not have an opportunity of proceeding upon the official
record. It is partly for that reason I1had hoped the Gov-
ernment would have given some explanation in regard to
this matter. But I do not think we need wait for those
papers, because we have not only in the public press but
from people of the North-Wet quite sufficient data to
enable us to judge as to what bas occurred. Not only is
this an offence against the temperance sentiment, but it is
a grave offence against constitutional government in the
North-West in regard to the issuing of licenses there by the
Lieutenant Governor. I amr not suffioiently vorsed in the
law to say positivcly or to give an opinion that wou d be
worth anything upon the strictly legal aspect of this ques-
tion, or to be able to take up the statute and give a legal
opiLion upon its exact wording; but I venturo to say
that untfi last year no one had any thought, any
expectation or idea that a definite system of licensing
could be allowed under the prohibition section of the
North-West Torritories Act. We know that utider the late
administraion of the North-Wost lerritories a great num-
ber of permnits wcre issued. We had a return oft them for
one year, and it appeared a great many had beon issucd;
but at no time that I am aware of did the Lieutenant Gover-
nor undertake to issue licenses to sell liquor there. What
occurred last season ? We find that the iiew Lieutenant
Governor as soon as he took his oath of office isued licenses.
I say deliberately licenses, not permits, in the sense that

permits were issued belore, but heenses were issued on the
Lieutenant Governor's own account ; and, so far as we
know, witrnout any sanction by the representatives of the
people, he undertook to introduce into the North-West
Territories practically an elaborate license law. In ail
portions of the Dominion the Provincial LedisLatures have
the right to deal with the licensing of the sale of liquor in
the various Provinces. The D>omini:oî Pai liarnont bas not
the right and although they attempted to exorcise it, the
attempt was a failure. Every one held that as regards
the North-W sit we h:d a clear law, that prohibition
was the law there. What is the heading of the sec-
tion to which I allude in the North-West Territories
Act ? " It is prohibition of intoxicants. " No one
can preterd to say that uider the section prohibiting
intoxicants that a license law can be introduced. But the
Lieutenant Governor of tho Nurth-West Territories is not
to-day issuing permits as before, but ho is issuing licenses
for the sale ot liquor; they are lîeieses, just as licenses are
issucd in other Provinces, upon certain terms which are laid
down. Ihey are not given to individuals to enable thom to
bring in liquor for their own use, but they are permits given
to inidividuals, on certain terms and conditions clearly pre-
scribed by the Lieutenant Governor as to how they shail sell,
when they shail sell, and to whom they shall sell. What
are those conditions? I take a summary of then from the
Regina Ceader of 24th July last, as follows:-

c Permits to sell 4 per cent, beer, containing only 4 per cent. alcohol,
only issued to hotel keepers who have accommodation for 12 persons and
5 borses. Not to be sold on bundays, except at meals. Not to be sold
to any persen under i year of' age, nr tu dissolute perrnh. Total

qattûf liquor. under permit, tu be brought ita Territories at oee
îme, and to be inspected and pasaed by police. License only issued on
recommedation of representative of the district in which license re-
sides. Pue to bO paid."
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If this is not introduction of license law into the North.
West, I don't know what is. If in regard to these matters,
which are urder the control of Parliament, the Lieutenant
Governor, on bis own responsibility, without the endorsa-
tion or the authority of any representative of the people of
that country, should thus deliberately undertake to intro-
duce a totally new system into those Territories, without
authority from the people of the country, he commits a
grave violation of the spirit of the constitution. Suppose,
Sir, in any other part of this country the Lieutenant Gov-
ernors were to introduce any such changes or innovations
into the laws of the territories which are under their con.
trol, would not the people cf this country rise in arms
against such an invasion of their prerogatives and thoir
rights ? I say it on the floor of Parliament that this action
sbould be censured and should be criticised, and that it
should be defended if it eau; and, Sir, the persons who
should defend this action, if it is defensible, are the Govern-
ment of the day. What are the facts of the case in regard
to this ? I have spoken hitherto entirely and solely of the
Lieutenant Governor of the North West Territories, and I
have laid the responsibility upon him. The Lieutenant
Governor of the North-West Territories is a servant of the
Government here, he is their nominee, and he is respon-
sible to them, and we find that under the North-West Act:

" The Lieutenant Governor shall be appointed by an instrument
under the Great Seal of the Dominion of Canada anl shall hold ofEoe
during pleasure."

And the second clause of the same section says:

" The Lieutenant Governor shall administer the Government under
instructions from time to time given him by the Governor in Council or
by the Secretary of State of Canada."

In other words, this gentleman is not an irresponsible in-
dividual. He is responsible to the Government here and
the gentlemen who sit on the Treasury bonches here are
responsible for bis acts, because he is obliged to act under
their instructions and by their directions, and if he does
what is wrong he is liable to censure by the Government.
If the Government do not chose to censure him, I say it is
necessary that this House should censure the Government.
The Government may say that they have not been respon-
sible fur this and that they knew nothing of it. They have
not deigned however to tell us why this occurred or under
whose authority it occurred. I find in, the public press
last summer that there was a visit of Lieutenant Governor
Royal to the eastern Provinces, immediatoly af ter bis acces.
sion to bis present position. What was said thon ? I find
that the Ottawa Journal of 28th July says:

" Governor Royal of the North-West Territories, is in town ; his bus-
iness is to interview the Government regarding the question of granting
permits for the sale of beer. He is here to make arrangements for regu-
lations governing importation of such beer."

I may be told that this is not an official utterance, and I
know that it is simply an interview between a Journal re-
porter and Lieutenant Governor Royal. Governor Royal
explains what was bis business hero in Ottawa and what
ho was trying to do. Until the Government show that they
have not been consulted in this way, until they show that
they have not been instrumental in the issuing of these
licenses, and until they show that they do not intend to
sustain this action I contend that they are responsible for the
action of their servant. The Ottawa Journal of 30th July
says:

"Mr. Royal had consultation with Mesirs. Costigan and Miall and as a
result arrangements will be made to inspect all liquor passing through
Winnipeg destined for the Territories, and to place an excise stamp
upon 10-.

Now we find that one of the departments of the preseni
Government is couriterancing and making regulations to
facilitate and carry out the arrangements which Lieutenant
Governor Royal has the responsibility of inaugurating

Mr. fisuiM.

The fact of the matter is that the Ottawa Government con-
trol and rule the North-West. Last year they chose to
introduce and have passed an Act in this House giving the
North-West a new Legislative Council, and that Vouncil
was to have a voice in the ruling and regulating of the
affaira of the North-West. The reault was that last summer
there was held ,n election in the North-West Territories,
and again I can quote from the Regina Leader to show that
at that election every individual who was elected to that
Assembly pledged himself to his electors to have no change
made in regard to the selling of liquor in the North-West
until there had been a vote of the people of the North-West
upon it. When the Legislature met there was a good deal
of discussion in regard to this very question of liquor deal.
ing in the North-West, and the resuit was that a motion
was passed in that Assembly, by a majority of 14 to 6,
which said that a vote ought to be held as to the question
of liquor selling in the North-West. I say that the people
of the North-West desired, that before any change should
be made in the then existing laws, that they should
have a voice in the matter, and we who are advocates
of prohibition, and we who in this House have passed
a local option law, certainly must believe and con-
tend that those people have a right to decide
for themselves as to whether there shall be liquor
sold in their midst or not. Without any reference
to the representatives of the North-West the Lieutenant
Governor has chosen to introduce a license law and to make
a license law on his own responsibility. This should be con-
demned. There is another point to which I wish to allude
before sitting down. Beside this 4 per cent. beer licence
there was issued in the North-West a licence for the sale of
wine and beer at the Banff Hotel, A few days ago there
was a question asked of the Government as to under whose
authority this license was issued and the answer of the
Minister of the Interior was a reference to this North-West
Territories Act. But I would like to draw the attention of
the Minister of the Interior to the Rocky Mountain Park
Act, in which I think he will find that everything regulating
trade and trafflc of this description in the Rocky Mountain
Park is taken out of the North-West Territories and out of
the power of the Governor of the North-West Territories
and put into his hands. The hon. Minister shakes his head,
but I find in section 2 of that Act:
"In said park the land is hereby reserved and set apart as a public park

and pleasure ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the people of
Canada subject to the provisions of this Act and to the regulations
herey mentioned and shall be known as the Rocky Mountain Park

It goes on to say:
" The park shall be under the control and management of the Minis-

ter of the Interior, and the Governor in Couacil (not the Lieutenant
Governor of the North-West Territories) may make regulations for the
following purposes."

Among these purposes under sub-section e of that same
section is "Trade and traffic of every description."
Now, Sir, I do not think the Minister of the Interior will
pretend to say that liquor selling is not trade and traffic,
or that there is any special provision in that Act which
exempts liquor selling out of the other trades and traffic
which may be carried on in that Rocky Mountain Park. I
behieve, and I am sure, that the Minister of the Interior is
reeponsible for the trade and traffic that are carried on in
that park. The Lieutenant Governor of the North-West
Territories has no right to control traffic of any kind what-
ever, and consequently the Government here, and not the
Lieutenant Governor of the North-West Territories, is re-
sponsible fo" the issuing of that license in the Rocky Moun-

t tain Park. I only say this to show where I believe the
Dresponsibility rests, and I say it because of my surprise to

,t find four or five Ministers sitting in their seats without their
'attempting to justify the action of thetaselves and their
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servants in the North-West Territories during last summer,
I think, Sir, that when the people of the North-West Ter.
ritories have themselves an opportunity of deciding on the
question as to whether liquor should be sold in their midst
or not, it will thon be for us in the Eastern Provinces to say
nothing on the matter; but until that time comes, I think
it is our duty, as members of this House, who sit here dis.
cussing affairs under the control of this Parliament, to look
into this matter, and try to find out under what authority,
and at whose authorisation these things have occurred, and
lay the blame where it belongs, if there bo blame, and
see what justification there is, if there be justification. I
trust that before this motion is passed we may have some
word from some of the Ministers, so that we may ascertain
the facts before the papers come down, which, I fear, will
not be before the end of the Session.

Mr. DEWDNEY. There is no objection to the papers
being broupht down, and I may tell the hon, gentleman,
that since the motion has been on the paper, I have taken
the opportunity to see what papers thore were on the sub-
ject, and I can assure him that they can all be copied in
balf an hour, so that they can ho brought down to-morrow,
when the hon, gentleman can ascertain the facts.

Mr. LAURIER. I submit that the answer of the hon.
Minister is not at all satisfactory. It is complete, so
far as words go, but surely when such a charge is
made as that made by the hon. member for Lanark
(Mr. Jamieson), that the Lieutenant Govornor of the
Territories is not merely granting licenses, but bas
actually introduced a license law, and is distributing licenses
right and left, and deciding where and to whom they
shall be granted, surely we should have a statement from
the Government as to whether this charge is true or not;
and surely it is no.answer to say that the papers can be
copied in haîf an hour and will be laid before the House.
We have a right to know whether the charge made by the hon.
member for Lanark is true or not. Is it true that Lieuten-
ant Governor Royal has not only issued licenses, but has
actually moade a law of his own, to suit his own convenierce ?
It doos not do for the Government to answer that they do
not know, or to wash their hands of the matter. If they
are not prepared to say to-day whether this charge is true
or not true, there is but one conclusion that every member
of the louse eau come to, whether he sits on this side or
on that side, and that is, that the charges are true, and that
the law is violated in the Territories with the knowledge
and connivance of the Government.

Mr. KIRK. This motion should not ho allowed to pass
without some member of the Government making some ex-
planation with regard to it. It has been perfectly under-
stood, ever since the North-West Act was passed, that we
had a prohibitory liquor law in the North-West Territories,
and so far as the hon. Minister of the Interior is concerned,
when ho was Governor of the Territories he carried out the
law strictly. But it seems that the present Lieutenant
Governor bas undertaken to issue licenses contrary to the
spirit of the law, contrary to that which everybody in this
Dominion believed to be the law, Ue not only issues
licenses for the sale of intoxicating liquors, but ho actually
goes se far as to perform the functions of a legislature by
making regulations for hotels to which ho gives the right
to sel liquor. Now, surely that is a violation of the law.
We know that the late Minister of Finance, Sir Charles
Tupper. las taken credit to himself as being instrumental
in placing on the Statute.book the first prohibitory liquor
law enacted in this Dominion, that which is now the law of
the North-West Territories. We know also that Sir Adams
Archibald, when ho was running an election recently in Col-
chestert, ook credit to himself as being the first Lieutenant
Governor to carry such a law into effect, and he claimed the
Votes of the temperance people of Colchester on that aceount.
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Yet we find that we have no prohibitory law there at all,
but, on the contrary, the most lax license law to be found
anywhere in the Dominion; and to-night we have Ministers
sitting bore in silence hearing one of thoir own supporters,
the hon. member for Lanark, charge that this law is
violated, and insinuate that it is violated with the con-
nivance of the Government. Now, I think the Government
should not allow this resolution to pass without saying
something to satisfy this louse that the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor, if ho is violating the law, is doing so without their
knowledge or instructions. But I believe ho is not violat-
ing it without instructions. I believe the Government
have given him instructions te issue those licenses. An
officer of the Government to take upon himself to do such
an important act without the authority of the Government I
I do not believe Lieutenant Governor Royal does it. There-
fore, I charge the Government with having instructed him,
andocall upon them to dony the charge.

Mr. DAVIN. Bofore this motion is carried I should like
to make some remarks, because it illustrates the anomalous
state of things which exists in the Territories. I do not
agree with the hon, gentleman who made the motion, nor
with the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk), that Gov-
ernor Royal is violating the law, and I think the hon. and
learned gentleman who leads the Opposition, when ho
reads the clause of the Act, will agree with me. I am not
now saying whether or not ho is violating the sFirit of the
policy that was understood to obtain in the Territories; I
am simply dealing with the question whether or not ho ex-
ceeds the power given to him by the statute. The law is
this :

" No intoxicating liquor or intoxicant shall be manufactured, com-
pounded or made in the Territories, except by special permission of the
Governor in Council; nor shall any intoxicating liquor or intoxicant be
imported or brought into the Territories from any Province of Canada,
or elsewhere, or be sold, exchanged, traded or bartered, or had in pos-
session therein, except by special permission, in writing, of the Lieute-
nant Governor."

Therefore, that clause gives the Lieutenant Governor the
power of granting special permission in writing to sell
intoxicants. Very rarely have I used a permit, unless
when I had friends visiting me whom i wishod to entertain,
and I do not suppose I had, during the six or seven years I
have lived there, five permits. I have recommended scores
of people for permits, but I have always considered the
whole system a bad one.

Mr. LAURIER. The permit to get liquor and the
license to sell liquor are two difforent thjngs. The one is
covered by the section; the other is not.

Mr. DAVIN. The clause reads "or elsewbere or be sold
except by permission in writing of the Lieutenant Governor."

Mr. LAURIER. A special permission for each selling,
but not a general permission to sell.

Mr. DAVIN. It was sold in the Territories before
Lieutenant Governor Royal went there. Permission was
given by my hon. friend, who is Minister of the Interior,
for the Canadian Pacifie Railway to soll on their cars, and
nobody ever objected to this as against the law. I do
not consider that Lieutenant Governor Royal bas.at all
exceeded the power given him under the Act. The
question as to the policy is another matter, and it is one
which may fairly be discussed. But I would point out
this anomaly: Beer of four per cent. strength is admitted
into the Territories, yet our people are net allowed to manu-
facture it. We did not complain, so long as it was excluded,
that our people were not allowed to manufacture malt beer,
but it is not to be borne that it can be imported and yet
that our people are not to be allowed to manufacture it. At
Moose Jaw and at Medicine Hat, there are mtn who in-
vested 85,000 to $ 0,000 in this business, and who have been
ruined, not by design on the part of the Lieutenant Gov-
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error, but because of this interpretation of the Act. At
Medicine Hat a man was manufacturing beer. His plant
was seized by Mr. Barrett, the agent of the Inland Revenue
Department. He was brought before à magistrate and fined
$300 for making beer, while a hotel keeper was selling the
same beer across the counter a short distance away. This
is an anomalous state of things which cannot be allowed to
continue. Here you have an Act which you say is a pro-
hibitory Act, yet a Mr. Buchanan imports a lot of beer and
importa it on a permit, got by whom?-by the man who
above all others is charged with carrying ont the Prohibi.
tory Act-by the Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police!1 The permit is in lis name, and was given on bis
advice; and Commissioner Herchmer was charged before
the judge in ]Regina for having liquor unlawfully in bis
possession :

" This case was heard on Friday, the 22nd inst. before Mr. Justice
Richardson. For the prosecution, Messrs. Johnstone and Secord; for
the defendant, Mr. Haultain. Witnesses called for the prosecution
were Col. W. Herchemer, Supt. Gagnon, Capt. Constantine and Corporal
Horne, of the Pollee force, F. Wall, of the Canteen, J. C. Pope, Chas.
Wilson and W. C. Fowler.

" It was shown that about the 30th ot January a car load, consigned as
beer, was seized at Broadview, amongst it 1,000 gallons consigned to
W. F. Buchanan, and a telegram was sent to the Barracks on the morn-
ing of the 31st, and a permit (produced) obtained on the written appli-
cation of Commissioner Herchimer, left for that purpose before lie went
to Ottawa. This permit waa accompanied to Broadview by an officer of
the Police, and the supposed beer (the 1,000 gallons) released.

" It was acknowledged from the witness-box that some liquor was spilt
about that time, "not any of the 1,000 gallons."

" The beer reached Regina consigned "W. F. Buchanan, advise Col.
Herchmer'" Delivery at the Canteen of fifty barrels of four per cent.
beer on February 2nd was proved by the Canteen manager.

'The detence called no witnesses, resting their case on the missing link
between the defendant and the beer."

As a fact, it would be most instructive, as emphasising
the anomalous state of things that exists in these
Territories, to have the judgment in this case, because I
believe what the judge held was that the beer was actually
the property of the Crown and therefore could not be con-
fiscated. This illustrates the anomalous state of things,
as nothing else can, which exista in the Territories, and it
will probably sharpen the wits of hon. gentlemen on botb
sides when other questions come up which I cannot now
touch on without being irrelevant, and when my hon.
friends from Saskatchewan or Albeota may seek to show
you that there are other anomalies existing there in which
you do not take as deep an uinterest as you do in this. I
have always held that the proper thing to have done under
that Act was to carry out prohibition, but you see that the
Act contemplates that the Lieutenant Governor will give per-
mission. That was the weak point of the Act. It was a weak
point that the Act did not define to what extent this permis-
sion should be given. The most difficult task the hon. the Min-
ister of Interior had to do was to issue permits, and I will bear
my testimony that he refused permits over and over again,
at the risk of his popularity, because ho could not con.
scientiously give them to the men who applied for them.
But it was most ludicrous. A permit was first given for
medical purposes, and everybody wanted a gallon or two
for medical purposes. Then the wording was changed for
domestic purposes, and to those gentlemen who bold
strong opinion on this subject with regard to prohibition,
I want to point ont that, notwithstanding that permits
were issued, notwithstanding we had a most efflaient body
of police enforcing the Act, liquor was brought in con.
traband wholesale. Liquor was brought in contraband;
and there is one town in which the police were never able
to enforce the Act at all-the town of Calgary. In that
town there is more of the western spirit, as it is understood
in the United States, than in any other town in the Domin-
ion. It was imported wholesale, but especially into that
town where, as I said, there was more of that kind of free-
dom, if I may use the mild term-

jir. DAVIN,

Mr. LAURIER. License, not freedom.

Mr. DAVIN. Well, license is the better word. I re-
member once hearing Prèvôt Paradol speaking in English
in London, and I have often observed that one wili use
with more precision a language which is not his own native
language than another, and, therefore, I sometimes feel
how nicely and admirably the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Laurier) selects the words of that tongue which I speak
myself a little off-hand and somewhat imperfectly. Well,
as I was saying, the liquor was brought in wholesale.
I was in one of the towns in which that took place. I
said to one of my friends: "You tell me liquor is sold
bere ?" He said : "Yes, it is sold in this place, and in
that place, and those who are known, and are known
not to be detectives and not to be standing in with the
police, can get it." I said: "How can they get it in ?"
He said : "Oh, they bring it in from Montana, they bury
it and then some fine moonlight night they go out with
a buckboard and bring it in." That shows how prohibition
would work in the Territories. If it had been sought to
thoroughly carry it out, we could have decided the question
as to whether it was possible to work a probibitory liquor
law. I do not think myself it could have worked very
well. As to the permits which have been given, I do not
think that they have greatly helped the matter, one way or
the other, and I must say that, as to what is called "Royal's
4 per cent, beer," I do not think the effects have been so
serions as my hon. friend who introduced this question bas
stated. I think before that system was introduced, there
was just as much surreptitious selling of liquor as there is
to-day, and I do not think there is a larger sale of strong
intoxicants since the 4 per cent. beer has been introduced
than there was before, but, of course, I am not in a position
to speak as to that.

Mr. JAMIESON. I am informed there is more sold in
your own town.

Mr. DAVIN. Well, I have not noticed it. There are
some of my friends who are in the town at present, and they
have not informed me in regard to it, but things may have
changed since I left. Perhaps the absence of my example
may have injured the morality of the twn. I rose merely
because I wished to make these few desultory remarks. Of
course, what I say on the subject is said by a man who has
been observing the matter as it has taken place, and I do
not think it would have been right for me to allow
the question to go by without making these remarks,
because it is calculated to illustrate a circle of questions
which belong to the Territories. The hon. member for
Brome (Mr. Fisher) spoke of the vote. There is no doubt
that there is a strong desire all over the North-West
Territories to have a vote taken on this subject in order to
see whether the people there wish to have prohibition or
not. What they say is: Give us a chance, and if the teeto-
talers vote in favor of prohibition we will have to be con-
tent, and the tectolars say the same thing on the other side.
The members of the Assembly were, as my hon. friend
expressed it, pledged at one time to this course, but, now,
the members of the Assembly have sent a memorial to the
Government of Canada upon it, and I was glad to bear one
remark of the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) when
he used a word which is not often used in this House, a
word which is often used in Great Britain, a word which
goes to the very basis of parliamentary institutions,
and that is the word "control." The firat idea of
Parliament in England was that of controlling the affairs of
the country, and coetrolling the action of the Executive.
It is our business here to control everything, to sift every-
thing, to test everything, and, if this is a matter which
should be enquired into, it is a very proper matter for the
hon. gentlemen to move in and for us to discuss. I, there-
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fore, say to this Parliament that the representatives in that
Assembly of the North-West, elected almoast by manhood
suffrage, for constituencies which exclude no part of the Ter-
ritories, as some parts were excluded before, have themselves
expressed the opinion and the strong desire of the people
that the opinion of the people should be taken on this sub-
ject by plebiscite, as we underatand, or that power should
be given to them to deal with the question themselves. If
that power is given to them, it should be on the condition
that they would not act on the power until they should bave
gone before their constituents and consulted then upon it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not know that I would
have risen at all in reference to this matter if my hon.
friend from Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) had not said that the
late Minister of Finance had taken to himself the credit for
having dealt with this question. If my hon. friend looks
at the Statutes of 1874, he will see that chapter 7 deals
with this subject, and that Act was put on the Statute book
by the Mackenzie Administration. If he compares that
Act with the law as it now stands, he will see that.the pro-
visions then made were much more stringent than those in
force at present, and that they leave no room to doubt the
intention of Parliament at that time. The hon. gentleman
who has introduced the motion to the flouse has informed
the House as to the propriety of leaving this question to the
people of the North-West Territories, and my hon. friend
from the North-West who has just taken his seat has
spoken in the same lino; but a few evenings ago both the
hon. member for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) and the
hon. member for Eastern Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) had an
opportunity to leave this question to be decided upon by
the whole of the people of the Dominion, and neither of
them voted for that course. Both of them seem to think
that it is more fitting that the people of the North-West
should choose for themselves in that matter than that
the whole people of the Dominion of Canada should.
I do not agree with those hon. gentlemen. It is rather
singular, and I think they would have some difficulty in
satisfying the House and the country that what was a proper
course to adopt in regard to the North-West Territories in
this particular, was an improper course to adopt with
regard to the Dominion at large.

Mr. DAVIN. If I may correct my hon. friend, I would
say this, that in stating what the Legislative Assembly did,
I did not say that I approved of the plebiscite ; I approved
of giving them the power of dealing with the question, and
then lettirg them go to their constituents.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am not going to argue the
question with the hon, gentleman as to the beat mode of
taking the opinion of the country upon a question of this
sort. This liouse has expressed its opinion in favor of the
abstract proposition of temperance, it gives as a reason for
not adopting that opinion which it has expressed that the
law would be inoperative if the public opinion of the coun-
try did not sustain it after it was upon the Statute-book.
That, being the case, it seems to me that the question
of prohibition is taken out of the class of questions
of mere policy in dealing with this subject, and is
left to rest upon the moral support of the country at
large. When Parliament proposed to refer a question
of this sort to the country in order that the people may
have an opportunity of saying whether it shall come into
operation or not, Parliament has already pronounced its
Opinion upon the question and approved of it. It says that
while we approve of this course being adopted, we at the same
time admit that the law would be inoperative, unless public
opinion sustained it; and a vote is wanted not for the purpose
of deciding as to whether the principle is sound in itself, but
whether it is expedient, and whether it would, if adopted,
be sustained by·the country at large. For that purpose it1seems to me that a plebiscite is a more direct and a more

efficient mode of ascertaining the opinion of the nation than
the indirect and remote method of a general appeal to the
country through a representative assembly. But I rose
more particularly for the purpose of calling the attention
of the House to the original provisions of law, and as to the
policy adopted. That policy has been well understood ; it
was to prohibit the sale of intoxicants in the North-West
Territories as a beverage, it was t prevent their use by the
community. It was well known that we had a large Indian
population there, who would become a dangerous population
if the free use of intoxicants were permitted amongst
them; and in order to give security to the white
population, and to encourage the colonisation and
settlement of that country, it was believed to be in
the public interest that the exclusion of intoxicants as a
beverage should be the policy of the country in that terri-
tory. That policy was not only acquiesced in but it was
approved by both sides of the House, and bon. genblemen
on that side of the flouse, then sitting on this side, sano-
tioned that policy, and they have never yet intimated that
they proposed to alter it, or to depart from it in any par.
ticular. Although the statement is less clearly drawn and
the principle is less clearly expressed in the law as it now
stands, it seems to me that it will admit of but one con.
struction, and that is that there was to be no licenses for
the sale ot intoxicants in the North-West Territories.
There were to be permits given to persons who were thus
enabled to bring it in for special purposes, medicinal and
manufacturing purposes, and when it was brought in they
were not at liberty to sell it except to those persons and in
the way authorised. The Lieutenant Governor was not
authorised to permit the manufacture of intoxicants in that
territory, that was left to the Governor General in Council.
That being the case, the Lieutenant Governor of the
North-West Territories has undertaken to establish a
license systei there, I do not care how strict that system
may be, he is adopting a policy at variance with the spirit
and intention of the law, and one for which not only he but
the Government here are responsible. He is the officer of
this Government, he is subject to the policy of Parliament
expressed in this Act. He is in the same sense an officer
of this Government that Ris Excellency is, who, besides
being Governor General, is an Imperial officer; and if he
violates the law, if he acts upon any principle contrary to
the policy and the spirit of the law, he is responsible for his
conduct, and the Administration here as well as the officer
himself are responsible. Well, Sir, it is rather surprising
to observe the present conduct cof the hon. Minister who
now has resting upon him the important and responsible
duties of the Department of Finance, who was at one time
the apostle-of temperance beyond almost any other hon.
gentleman who sat in Parliament, who several years ago
declared that the country was ripe for prohibitory legisla-
tion; he was not prepared to sustain a government that
did not support the principle of prohibition, he regarded it
as one absolutely necessary for the moral advancement and
the moral elevation of the people of this country. Well,
Sir, the hon. gentleman has entirely fallen from that high
position; he no longer occupies the high moral ground that
he did before he became a member of the Administration.
The bon. gentleman a few years ago, before he entered
the Government, would not for a moment sustain a propo-
sition which declared that the public opinion of this coun-
try was not ripe for prohibition; he would hardly have
voted down the proposition to appeal to the country to as-
certain what the public opinion was upon this partioular
question. . But the hon.gentleman has not only done those
things that he ought not to have done; but he ha. also be-
come a party to the opening of the North-West to the sale
of intoxicants as a beverage, a condition of things that did
not exist before he begsme a member of the Administration.
Now, it seems to me tihat the hon. gentleman, sinee ho a
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had light, ought to have explained to the House how it was
that ho has arrived at the conclusion that the views which ho
formerly entertained, were erroneous; how ho has reached
the conclusion that the North-West may be safely opened to
the sale of intoxicants; how it is that those who were not
pormitted to import, are now authorised to import, that
those who were not permitted to sell, are now authorised to
sell? Then let me say, Mr. Speaker, further, that I do not
think that the Minister of the Interior can escape responsi-
bility in the way that he has suggested, with regard to the
sale of intoxicants within the Banff Park. Why, Sir, the hon.
gentleman's predecessor told this House that the object of this
Rocky Mountain Act was to take that territory out of the
control of the Government of the North-West Territories and
to put it under the control of the Government here. If the
hon. gentleman will look at the Act ho will see the second
section says: "The said tract of land is hereby reserved
and set.apart as a public park," &c. Then in sub-section
e of section 4, we find these wordsI: "The park shall be
under the control and management of the Minister of In-
terior and the Governor in Council, who may make regula-
tions for the following purposes: Trade, traffie of overy
description." Does the hon. gentleman propose to submit
to Council regulations for "trade and traffic of every
description "? The trade and traffic in intoxicants is not
a traffle of every description, but of one description. It is
oue embraced in the general proposition "every descrip-
tion,' and if the Governor in Council and the Minister
of the Interior can make regulations for trade and traffic of
every description, there is no description of trade and
traffic that romains to be regulated by the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor of the Territories.

Mr. DEWD NEY. Would ho not have power to issue any
permit ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think not. This power was
given to him for a purpose, and ho must exorcise it in ac-
cordance with the policy of the law. He exorcises that
power under the direction of the Government whose officer

o is and to whom ho is responsible, just as the Govern-
ment is responsible to Parliament, if ho neglects bis duty
or adopts a policy contrary to law. It is, therefore, incon-
sisitent that, so lar as Banff Park is concernod, any portion
of that power should remain with the Lieutenant Governor.
The Governor in Council regulates trade and Iraffic of every
description, If they do, they can say that the sale of in-
toxicants shall there be prokibited. If they are prohibited,
what becomes of the power of the Lieutenant Governor to
grant permits ? Surely they can say the Lieutenant
Governor shall not grant permits in that territory.
They regulate trade and traffic of every description,
and in doing so they exclude every power what-
ever remaining to the Lieutenant Governor. I think
what the mover of the resolution and the seconder of the
resolution have stated is perfectly correct, and that the
Goverument are bighly censurable for the course which
they have permitted their officer to take in the North-West
Territory. Every Lieutenant Governor in the Territories
is subject to instructions. The business of the Goverument
is to issue to him instructions. They are to state upon what
terms and conditions those powers with which he is
entrusted shall be exercised, and he is as much subject to
control and instructions as the Governor of any British
Colony is subject to the instructions given to him with his
commission, and further as to how his powers have to be
exercised by him.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman bas failed to point
out in what particular the law of 1874 was more r'estrictive
than the law now on the Consolidated Statutes.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If the hon. gentleman will
read sub-section 2, chapter 7, 37 Victoria, I think he will
find out.

Mr. .MILLS (Bothwell),

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will read, and it
would have been fair to the House if ho had read that sub-
section, ho would have found out that the power to enforce
either the sale or manufacture could be exercised by special
permission of the Lieutenant-Governor, and under the pre.
sent law it states that that can only be done by Order in
Council, and the permission to sell be given by the Lieute.
nant Governor. So, really, the Lieutenant Governor under
the law placed on the Statute-book, when the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) was a member of the Government,
was given much greater power than ho now possesses
under the Consolidated Statutes.

Mr. LAURIER. You gave more limited powers, but you
allowed the evasion of them.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman bas made a state.
ment that is not warranted by the facts. Be has made a
statement which I am quite sure, if ho knew the facts, ho
would not have made.

Mr. LAURIER. Give us the facts.
Mr. BOWELL. Whon a gentleman makes a charge

against another ho has to prove it.

Mr. KIRK. What the Minister rose to correct was the
statement that Sir Charles Tupper claimed to be the author
of that law.

Mr. BOW ELL. He said a great deal more than that.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The Statutes of 1874 were
simply an amendment of 1873. If the hon. gentleman will
look at chapter 39, section 13, ho will find that all the provi-
sions which are embodied in the Statute of 1874 extended to
Manitoba and the North-West, and the Act of 1874 simply
continued those powers.

Motion agreed to.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:25 a.m.

(Tuesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUEsDAY, 12th March, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORTS-PRIVATE BILLS COMMITTEE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved :
That as the time for the reception of reports from Committees on

Private Bills will expire on Thursday next, 14th inst., the same be ex-
teided until Thursday, 28th inst., in accordance with the recommends-
tion contained in the sixth report of the Select Standing Committee on
Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines.

Motion agreed to.

SUPREME AND EXCIIEQUER COURT ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce-
Bill (No. 105) further to amend the Supreme and Exche-
quer Court Act. Ho said: The object of this Bill is, in
the first place, to make provision for the class of cases in
which a judge who bas been appointed to the Supreme
Court of Canada bas been interested in a cause, to the ex-
tent of having heard it in the court below, and the Bill
provides that, in that case, four judges of the Supreme
Court may constitute a quorum. There is also a provision
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enabling an appeal to be taken for assessment purposes from
the Province of British Columbia, when the appeai involves
a sum which the flouse will fix.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. COOK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 106) to
amend the Civil Service Act. He said: This Bill is a very
simple and a very short one. It provides that Canadians
shall have the preference for appointments in the Civil
Service; that foreigners, or even th>se from the British
Islands, shall not be placed at an advantage over Canadians,
that is, native-born Canadians, who we claim have the
right to the first place in the Civil Service of this country.
At all events, the Bill provides that a man shall be a resident
of the country for five years before he can enter the Civil
Service. In introducing this Bill, i am only carrying out
the principle adopted by this Government in 1878, when
they declared their policy to be " Canada for the Canadians,"
but I regret to say that, ïn this particular, they have not
followed the dictates of their consciences, or of their
utterances. I am now proposing to put this on a footing
which will not allow them to have the option.

Mr. BERGIN. Is there any chance for an Irishman under
this Bill ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
no Iriahmen in his constituency.

The hon. gentleman has

Mr. COOK. I have plenty of them, and they all vote
for me.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will not after this
Bill is proposed.

Mr. BERGIN. After this, no Irish need apply.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PROVINCIAL JUDGES' SALARIES.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved that on Thursday next
the louse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to
consider the following resolutions:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the Act respecting the Judges
of Provincial Courts and to provide that the salaries and allowances of
the functionaries hereinafter mentioned shall be as follows:-

In the Province of Ontario: Per annum.
The Chiet Justice of Ontario ........ .......................... $7,000
Three Justices of Appea, each.. ...... 6,000
The Chie! Justice of the Queen'. Bench ................ .... 7,000
Two Judges of the High Court of Justice, Queen's Bench

Division, each ........-.............................................. ..... 6,000
The Chancellor of Ontario.... .................... 7,000
Three Judges of the Hligh Court of Justice, Ohancery

Division, each................................,000
The Chief Justice of the Common Pleas..........,..... ...... .... 7,000
Iwo Judges of tho High Court of Justice, Common Pleas

Division, oach ......................................... 6,000
In lhe Province of Quebec:

The Chief Justice of the Queen's Bench...... ............. 7.....,. 7,000
Five puisné Judges of the said.Court, each.............. 6,000
The Uhief Justice ot the Superior Court............................7,000
Thirteen puisné Judges of the said Court, whose residences

are fixed at Montreal and Quebec, each. ............. ........ 6,000
Sixteen puiené Judges of the said Court, whose residences

are fixed elsewhere than at Montreal or Quebec ..... ........ 4,500
The senior puisné Judge residing at Quebec, if the Chief

Justice resides at Montreal, or the senior puisne Judge re-
siding at Montreal, if the Chief Justice resides at Quebec,
in addition te hbis other salary............1'000

In the Province f Nova Scotia: .................................
The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court.......... ....-. ........ 6,000
The Judge in Equity. .............................. ........................ 5,000
Five, and on the occurrence of a vacancy in the office of

Judge of Equity, six puisné Judges of the Supreme Court,each........................................5,000
In the Province of New Brunswick:

The Ohief Justice of the upreme Court...........................6,000
TheJudgeu augitn e .. .. 000
IFOur pusiné Judigo of the Supreme Court, a53000,-

In the Province of Prince Edward Island:
The Chief Justice of the dupreme Court, being also Judge

of the Oourt of Vice-Admiralty..... .......... .............. ..... 5,000
One Assistant Judge, being also Master of the Rolle in

Chancery ........ ......... ......... ........ ......... ......... ...... ......... 4,000
One Assistant Judge, being also Vice-Chancellor....... ........ 4,000

In the Province of Manitoba:
the Chief Justice of the Court of Queen's Bench .............. 6,000
Three puisné Judges ot the said Court, each ....... .......... 5,000

In the Province of Britieh Columbia :
The Ohiet Justice of the Supreme Court ....... ................... 6,000
Four puisné Judges of the said Court, each................5,000

In the North-West Territories:
Five puisné Judges of the supreme Court, each......... ........ 5,000

That tho salaries of five County Court Judges in British Columbia
shall be $3,400 per annum, each, and that each such Judge may, in ad-
dition, receive a salary from the Province for acting as a 8tipendiary
Magistrate.

That there may be pail to each Judge of a Provincial Court, attend-
ing, as such, any Court held at any place other than that at which he is
directed to reside, for travelling allowance, his moving expenses and
sueh sum as is allowed from time to time by the Governor in Council,
for each day he is absent from bis place of residence.

Motion agreed to.

SJPPLY-TIIE BUDGET.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Foster: That Mr. Speaker do leave the Chair for the
flouse to go again into Committee of Supply, and the
motion of Sir Richard Cartwright in amendment.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Sinoe I have had the pri-
vilege of a seat in this House, which is now for the ýeventh
Session, strange to say I have always found that f'or one or
two weeks of iho Session the louse las been transformed
into something aikin to an Irish wake. You will ali know
what that means, when I tell you thut the chief mourners
and the professional mourners vie with oach other as to the
volubility and dolefulness of their lamentations. Judging
the hon. member who spoke the other night from this
standard, I would say he is entitled to promotion, which
would bring him down from his present seat, and place him
beside the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
The hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House
appear to have usurped the office of the traditional
Banshee, whose privilege it was to sit upon the curbstones
of the house and torment and alarm the iibabitants
within, by his wai!s and cries of lamentation, prognosti.
cating all kinds of mischief and ail kinds of alarm.
Now, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen have gone on year after
year, since I have bad a seat in this Hlute, and during all
this time I have looked up and down this country from one
end to the other, I have searched the public records, and I
arn unable to find a corpse which calld for these lamenta-
tions; nay, Mr. Speaker, I have not even found a sick
patient. I bave found some whom these bon. gentlemen
have, by their persuasive eloquence in this House, almost
convinced that they were commercia'ly ill, but when I ap-
plied the unerring test of illness or health, I have found at
all times that no disease was existing within their system.
Now, this being the case, and hon. gentlemen, by the eleo-
tions of 1882, and by the elections of 1887, having been told
in the most unmistakeable way. that there was no commer-
cial sickness in this country, I think it is high time that
they should give up these lamentations, that they' should
give up) this wailing, that they should give up this be-
moaning the condition of their country, and join with
us in praises and laudations of this land of our birth, or of
our adoption. The hon. niember for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) told us that had the colonies of British North
America been sufficiently associated with the other colon-
ies in 1774-5-6, they would, in all probability, have been a
part of the great American Republic to-day. I can tell the
bon, gentleman that had we then had a voice in what took
place at that time, there would have been no separ-
ation from the British Empire by the colonies of
those days. I can tell the hon. gentleman tha
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it was but by a very small majority that the colonies
of New England at that time separated from the
British Empire, and the voice of this little and insignificant
land, as he chooses to call it, would have docided the ques-
tion the other way. I think, Sir, it is a pity, from this
view of the ca e, that we lad not a voice at that time
in deciding the action of the colonies; it is a pity for the
Americans, too, because had they not separated from
England at that time, they would to-day have been rejoic.
ing in the glorious traditions of the history of that great
Empire, the greatest the world has yet seen, or, perhaps,
ever will see. Now, Sir, the hon. member for North
Norfolk must give as credit, at all events, for being a most
magnanimous people. I have been at elections and
attended election meetings on the other side of the border. I
have the privilege of living on the border, and, Sir, no man
in the United States, free as they choose to call it, would
dare to make the utterances against his country that the
hon. member for North Norfolk las made. They would
give him about five minutes to pack his grip-sack and emi-
grate. Now, Sir, that bon, gentleman says that they have
pinned unrestricted reciprocity to the masthead, and they
are going to stick to it. Let me give him the opinion of a
man who las been, and is now, very high in the counsels of
their party, a man whose political opinion, from the .Reform
standpoint at least, is not only worthy of notice, but is
worthy of a great deal of credence, and worthy of much at-
tention. I will read the opinions of this gentleman who
inspired, if he did not write, this article, on the 3lst of Jan-
uary last, in the Galt Reformer, in the town of Galt, that
place of active business, that place of Scotch loyalty, in the
centre of the county of Waterloo, and I read it as a warning
for the hon. member for South Waterloo (Mr. Livingiston)
to trim his sails that they may not be shattered at the next
election. It says, after quoting the Globe, denying that the
hon. leader of the Opposition lad abandoned the policy of
"6Unrestricted Reciprocity :"

hBut we do hesitate to say that a large section of the Libe-al party
would have been glad te leara that it was true. * 0Isurely muet be
apparent to every clear-sighted Reformer, that 'Unrestricted Recipro-
city,' apart from its merite or demerits, ie quite impracticable, at least
at present. We have long telt and now consider it our duty to say
it, that for the Liberal party to go on crying for what the Americans
bluntly and sometimes insultingly tell us they won't grant, appears to
us a weak political position, at variance with the natural spirit ot our
people, and certain to land us in a false and unpopular po ition. 0 a1
As a Liberal journal we regard it as our duty to state frankly that public

nion,as we find it., regarde Unrestricted Reciprocity m ti-able, * and the sooner our party leaders recognise the fact,he sooner
wili they be able to enlist popular sympathy in the overturn of Tory
misgovernment."

Now, Sir, that is the opinion of one of the most prominent
Reformers in this country, a man who never yet, on any
question, las wavered in his allegiance to his party. I
think, Mr. Speaker, that this clearly shows that, in the esti-
mation of the thinking men of this country, the Liberal
party are now further away from their duty to their coun-
try than they have ever been before in its history. Now,
Sir, I desire to deal with some figures given by the hon.
member for North Norfolk. Hon. gentlemen opposite
spend the whole year ransacking blue-book@, for the pur-
pose of gathering up something to throw in the teeth of
this louse, in the teeth of the people, derogatory to their
country; so it is difficult for us to ransack the blue-books
and journals for the purpose of correcting thoir figures, and
1 may here say, that in nearly every instance the figures
are not given as tbey cught to be given, truthfully and
candidly to the Hlouse and the country. Now, i make a
quotation from the speech of the bon. gentleman, where le
says that Canada produced in 1881, $309,678,000 worth of
goods; the United States, in 1880, produced 85,369,000,000
worth of goods. Other industries-and this is what I de-
sire the ouse to remember, because this speech will go to
the people of this countryit will go to the people ofthoe

r.Fanovsoli(Welldhi

s United States, and to the people of England. And lot me
s5ay hore, that I think it is a pity, and something that ought
to be corrected by our Government, that the telegraph lines

-of this country are owned and controlled by a gentleman
who propagates these seditious words to the people of this
country, and to the people of the world. This gentleman
is Mr. Wiman-I mention his name, and perhaps the word
seditions is tuo strong, but you can use a milder term-he
sends these words and the speeches throughout the length
and breadth of America, I am told, free of charge; and the
contradictions that are made from year to year by us on this
side of the House, have to be paid for, and if they
are sent, are sent in a garbled condition. Other industries
in the United States, according to Mulhall, amount to
£2,281,000,000 sterling. I have Mulhall, and I will show
that that amount is the whole trade and wealth of the
United States; it includes manufactures, transportation,
commeree and agriculture, everything in fact, and yet the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Charlton) gave it as a little side
issue. I desire to give the facts from Mulhall, the
very authority from which the hon, gentleman derived
his information, and I think I will show to the House that
the hon. gentleman, by a slip of the tongue, or from a de-
sire to misrepresent this country, made an error, and car-
tainly did misrepresent it. Mulhall distinctly states that
the figures expressed in million pounds, are showing the
aggregate business of the United States to be £2,28 1,000,000;
agriculture, £604,000,000; manufactures, £1,112,000,000 ;
commerce, £3 13,000,000 ; and transportation, £252,000,000 ;
which gives a gross aggregate of £2,281,000,000; which
the hon. gentleman gave as a little side show on the part of
tbe United States. The hon. gentleman gave the House also,
and I will take the hon. gentleman's own figures, although
I believe accurate statements would show differently-and
unfortunately for this country we have not a bureau of sta-
tisties from which we can obtain statistics-as the annual
operations of Canada, £167,000,000. I desire the flouse
to pay attention to these figures, because it is desirable
that they should be c>rrect. The hon. gentleman
desires to show that the United States has advanced and
progressed at an inordinate rate as compared with Canada.
I take the hon gentleman's own figures, £2,281,000,000 as
the aggregate output of the United States for 1881, and
£167,000,000 as the aggregate output of Canada. When
you take those together you multiply £167,000,000 by 13j,
and you obtain a sum equal to the aggregate output of the
United States. Do hon, gentlemen not see that the popula-
tion of the United States being twelve times as great
as this country, the amount of business done by them
is only thirteen and a half times more than ours, according
to their own showing? I leave that fact in the hands of the
Rouse, simply stating that, in my opinion, it is a good
showing. Leaving that point, which I think will be satis-
factory to every lover of this country, at all events, I will go
on a little further. The bon. member for North Norfolk
(Ur. Charlton) stated that the United States had
doubled its business, wealth and population in 25
years. The figures which ho quoted with respect to Canada,
£167,000,0A, were those of the condition of the country
when we had enjoyed ouly one year of the National Policy,
while the United States had enjoyed thirteen years of its
protective policy. But if the hon, gentleman will allow us
to continue, if he will cease decrying this country, we will,
in the space of 25 years, I undertake to say, under
the National Policy, double our population, and double our
resources, and double our output. But it is difficult to do
so, because we have enemies to contend with in this country
who are not tound in the United States; we have enemies
within the country, while they have only enemies without,
and one enemy within the ranks is worse for thecountry than
a thousandenemies without. I dealt with the whole ques-
tion of our marketa very fully last year, and I showed that
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Buffalo is no market for Canadians; that ]Rochester is no
market for Canadians, for it is supplied by the Genesee
valley; that Albany, situated at the outlet of the Erie
Canal, where everything can be sent from Chicago and the
west at lower prices than they can be sent from Ontario, is
no market for Canadians ; that Detroit is no market,
flooded as it is with the products of Michigan. How
can Cleveland be a market for Canada, when the city
is flooded with overflowing exports from the west? fHow
can Chicago, which has been mentioned by the hon.
gentleman, be a market for Canadians ? It cannot, and
this must be evident to every honorable man in this Blouse
or out of it, both in this country and in the United States,
The hon. member for North Wellington (Mr, MeMullen)
referred to the reduced price of farm lands in New York
State, and apologised for it and gave reasons therefor.
Would he spend as much time and exorcise as much talent
in explaining a similar point in regard to Canada ? Wouli
the hon. gentleman come to the rescue and endeavor to
prove that the far m lands of Canada had fallen in price for
good and substantial reasons ? No, he would not do it.
We do not object to hon. gentlemen opposite crying for
unrestricted reciprocity, if they will do it fairly ; but
when they decry this country we are bound to object, not
only on the floor of this House, but throughout the coun try.
The hon. member for North Welington (Mir. McMullen)
said the hon. member for North Norfolk (M1r. ChaîlLon)
had changed his mind since 1876, and that was a sign of
greatness. I wish the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. MeMullen) would give us that sign just now. I pro-
pose to show to this House that the contention of hon.
gentlemen opposite is based entirely upon false premises.
The premises upon which they based their argument is
that we are in a destitute condition and gradually and
rapidly growing worse, that no country has prospered but
the United States, and for that reason we should become a
part of the United States. I propose to show that we have
kept pace with the United States, and this notwithstanding
the cries that have been raised with respect to the exodus.
lu doing so I will use figures and statistics that can be
obtained by any hon. gentleman. The following figures
show these facts:-

Prince Edward Island.............
Nova Scotia..................
New Brunswick...............

Maritime Provinces. -...........

State of Maine ........... ...........

Quebec,......................

Vermont and New Hampshire..

New England States......

Quebec and Maritime Provinces

State of New York............

Ontario,............ ..........

Manitoba............ ..................

Minnesota................

1871. 1881. Increase.
94,021 108,891 lE¾ per-cent.

387,800 440,672 13 "
285,594 321,233 12 "

767,415 870,696 13 "i
1870. 1880. Increase.

626,915 648,936 3 per cent.

1871. 1881.
1,191,516 1,359,027 14 per cent.

1870. 1880.
648,881 679,277 4 per cent.

1870. 1880.
3,487,924 4,010,529 14J per cent.

1871. 1881.
1,958,931 2,229,723 14 per cent.

1870. 1880.
4,382,759 5,082,871 15 per cent.

1871. 1881.
1,620,851 1,923,228 18f per cent.

1871. 1881. Increase.
18,995 65,954 247 per cent.

1870. 1880.
439,706- 780,773 77J per cent.

I am unable to make comparisons with respect to the
North-West, because nearly ail the population of the North.
West Territories have gone in there within the lst three,
four or five years since the completion of the Canadiau
Pacific Railway, but I undertake to say that the North.West

Territories have grown apace with any territory there is
to the south of them. [ will now compare the increase of
Toronto and a few other cities, with that of cities in the
United States. From 1871 to 1881, Toronto increased 54
per cent., from 1870 to 1880, Rochester increased 43 per
cent.; Buffalo 31 per cent., Detroit 46 per cent. During the
last eight years Toronto bas increased 92 per cent.; Chicago,
from 1870 to 1880, increased 68 per cent., Boston has
increased 44 per cent., and Montreal 31 per cent. Montreal
in the last eight years has increa'ed 62 per cent; Ottawa,
from 1881 to 18b6, increased 35ï per cent., bondon in.
creased 32 per cent., Hamilton increased 16¾ per cent., and
the town of Galt increased 80 per cent, within 7 years. I
would take the population of Quebec from so far back as
1812 and show that from that period to 1880, the Province
bas kept pace in every particular with the United States.
The population of the Province of Quebec in 1812 was......... 225,000

do do Ontario in 1812 was.. 75,000

Total in 1812...... ............................. ........... 300,000

Population of Quebec, 1880, was..........................1,359,027
do Ontario, 1880, was ................................ ...... 1,923,228

Total).. . ............... ,........ ............... 3,282,255
(A.lmost il fold -)

Population of the Unitod States, 1812, was..... . .......... ....... 8,000,000
do do 1880, was........... ............ 50,155,683

(6j fold.)
Between 1812 and 1880 Ontario and Quebec multiplied their

population by.............. . . ....................... 10.9
United States, iu the same period, only by.......................... 6'

Now, Sir, I will give the House a few more statistics, to
show our progress and development:
The assessed value in Toronto in 1881 was............. $ 56,c86,039

do do 1888was ........-...... 113,183,828
(Increase, 100 per cent. in the f hort space of 7 yeara.) --

The assessed value of Winnipeg in 1881 was.... ........ S 9,196,435
do do 1886 was................... 19,286,405

(109 per cent.) -

I shall give figures to prove still further that Canada is pro-
gressing and prospering, and that it is progressing and
prospering at a ratio that is not exceeded even by the land
to the south of ns. The hon. the Minister of Finance deait
somewhat with this the other night, but I wish to cull out
a few statistics and give them in a concise form to the
House.
The number of letters and post cards In Canada, 1880........... 53,600,000

do do do 1887........... 90,656,000
(About 7 per cent.) -

Number of registered letters, 1880......................2,040,000
do do 1887.............,..............3,560,000

(74 per cent )
Number of postal money orders, 1880........................... 06,088

(Amounting to $7,207,337.)
Number of postal money orders, 1887............... ...... 574,899

(Aounting to $10,328,984.) --

Money orders issued in other countries and payable in Canada,
1880................... . ............. .......... . ................ s 698,651

Money orders issued In other countries and p ýyable in Canada,
1887.1.. r.............1,495,674

(lncrease, 114 per cent.) -

Number of newspapers and periodical posted In Canada, 1880. 45,120,062
do do do 1887. 64,246,326

(Increase, 42 per cent.) --

Amount of denosits in savinga banks under the control of
the Government on lst July, 1880 ................ ........ ..... S9,207,683

Amount of deposits in savings banks under the control of
the Government on lst July, 1887.................. .... ..... 37,173,813

(Increase, over 300 per cent.)
Amonnt of deposits in chartered banks, 1880....... ...... $ 84,818,804

do do 1887.....................114,483,190
(Increase, 35 per cent.) - -

The amount of life insurance in Canada-and Mulhall
ays that there is no truer test of the prosperity of a people
han the amount of lite insurance they take, and there is no
igher authority than Mulhall--
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The amount of life insurance at risk in Canada, 1880, was... $ 10,280,293do . de do 1887, was... 191,679,852

(Increase, 112 per cent.) - -

Now, if life insurance is a true and proper test of the pro.
gress, prosperiti and advancement of a country, what
better increase doos ore want than 112 per cent. in the
space of 7 years. The number of tons of freight handled
by Canadian roads increased from 9,938,000 in 1880, to
16,000,000 tons in 1867, or an increase of 67 per cent. in 7
years. The number of passengers carried on Canadian rail
ways increased from 6,000,000 in 1880, to 10,000,000 in
1887, an increase of 63 per cent. in 7 years. What further
evidence do you want of the progress of this country, and
what more rapid progress does any candid man ask for thar
an increase of 60 to 112 per cent. in the short space of 7
years. I propose to show you that the United States is
not the only country that was prosperous during the last
few years, and in fact that they bave scarcely kept pace
with other nations in the march of progress. The
United States have fallen far short in many essen
tial elements of progress and prosperity. They have
hoarded up their means, they have put the money in their
coffers at Washington ; and by doing this they have failed,
as I said before, in some of the most important and essential
elements of national greatness and national prosperit. I
will prove this from Mulhall's "Progress of the World," and
1 hope hon. gentlemen opposite will examine this work. At
pages 45 and 46, under the head of "Commerce and Ship-
ping," we find in l30 the United Kingdom has £88,000,000
sterling, and in 1878, £601,000,000, or, in 50 years the in
crease was seven-fold. The British Colonies have increased
in commerce and shipping fourteen and a half fold ; France
bas increased nine-fold, Germany eight-fold, and the great
]and of promi.e, the United States, only six and a half
fold. Why, Sir, the United States have increased at only
one-ha If the rate that Canada and the other British Colonies
have increased. Now, Sir, I will take the figures further
and continue to compare the rate of increase in other coun-
tries. Russia has increaed five and a half fold in 50 years;
Austria. thirteen-fold; South America, seven.fold; Italy,
nine-fold; Scandinavia, eight-fold ; Turkey, in the east,
six-fold ; Spain and Portugal, three and a half fold, and the
Low Countries, nine.fold ; so that of the important countries,
in commerce and shipping,there are nine that havea greater
ratioof increase than the United States, and only three coun-
tries lower than the United States; yet hon. gentle-
men opposite talk about the great prcsperity of that
country.

Countries.

United Kingdom..........
British Colonies....... ..... ..
France...... ................
Germany.... ...............
United States...................
Austria .... ....................
Rusia................
South Amerlca........... ....
Italy. .... . .... . ..............
Scandinavia. ................ |
Tukey and the East............
8pain and Portugal............
Low countries....................

World . ..... ...........

1830.

£

88,000,000
21,000,000
42,000,000
39,000,000
35,000,000
12,000,000
24,000,000
14.000,000
11,000,000
5,000,000

11,000,000
11,000,000
30,000,000

350,000,0000

1878.

£

601,000,000
312,000,000
368,000,000
319,000,000
225,000,000
160,000,000
128,000,000
101,000,000
9q,000,000
66,00,000
85.000.000
19,000.000

275,000,000

2,787,000,000

Increase.

7 fold.
14J do

9 do
8 do
61 do

13 do
5 do
7 do
9 do
8 do
6 do
2* do
9 do

8 fold.

At page 50, in Mulhall's "Progress of the World," we find
between 1868 and 1879 that thei shipping and tonnage of
the following countries have increased at this rate:

Mr. 2 Uason (Welland)

British Empire...... .. .......... 27 per cent.
United States,...... .... ............................ ... ........ 4 "
Scandinavia ............... ... . . ....... . . ........ ....... 50 "

Italy ........................... 58
Germany .............................................. .-............. . 14
Spain -. ."...·.,,..'.•."... '..... ...... ...... " ..' '....:.". .. ",,. •.... 85

And the United States stand at the bottom of the list,
except France. It is easy for those people to have han.
dreds of millions of dollars in their coffers, while other
nations are laying out their surplus in productive com-
merce and shipping.

Mr. KIRK. How much has Canada increased in ship.
ping ?

An hon. MEMBER. Read it up for yourself.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). If the hon. gentleman will

seek a little information he will change from that side of
the House in less than five minutes, if he is candid, and he
will be over here sitting beside me supporting the Govern-
ment, whose policy has tended to the progress and pros.
perity of the country. I want to give, also, to the House,
the percentage of the aggregate industries.

Mr. KIRK. What about the shipping of Canada?
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). If you ore uncomfortable,

Sir, you will be more so before I am through; I would ad.
vise you to get your seat cooled off a little. Now, I want
to show the aggregate annual value of the different indus-
tries. Hon. gentlemen opposite jeer and sneer at manufac-
turers. The only people who have their particular protec-
tion are the farmers. Well, Sir, I represent a farming con.
stituency, and they might bring the whole host of them to
be candidates agaiust me, and they could not elect one of
them. I am essentially a farmers' representative, but I re.
cognise that it is just as important to the farmer to have a
market, as it is to raise bis grain. But hon, gentlemen op-
j osite scoff at every industry but that of farming. Now, I
want to show you the value of agricultural industries in
comparison with the value of manufacturing and other in-
dustries. We will take first the United States, and I am
sure hon. gentlemen opposite will accept that country a con-
dition as a most unerring guide to their conclusions on all
matters of this kind ;-I am taking the year 1881 :

Agriculture........ ........
Manufactures ..............
Add Raw Material...

U. S. Value.
$2,935,000,000

5,404,000,000

Canada Value.
$33,000,000

469,900,000

$316,600,000
153,300,000

You will also find by these figures that the product of agri-
culture in Canada amounts to one-ninth of that of the
United States, while their population is twelve times
greater than ours. Now, that is an important fact. We
find that manufactures in the United States are only
thirteen times greater than they are in Canada, after en-
joying a Protective Policy for thirteen years, while we en-
joyed it only one year.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Enjoyed ?
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Yes, enjoyed; snd I can

tell the hon. gentleman that the country to which he points,
and upon which bis own thoughts are expended, has.grown
to greatness under a protective policy. Now, the value of
the aggregate annual industries of the world amounts to
$50,456,000,000, which is made up as follows:-

Agriculture......................... ....... $16,135,000,000
Manufactures ..... 6.......... ... ... 18,604,000,000
Commerce ,. ....... ,............... . . ............... 11,644,000 000
Transport ......... ... .................... 1.. .. ......... 4,072,000,000

We find that manufactures stand at the head of the list;
and still these hon. gentlemen ridicule manufacturera, and
call them all kinds of nasty names. Now, Sir, the percent-
age of agriculture to the gross industry in different countries
is as follows :-
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Russia ................. ........ ....................... .......... 54 per cent.
Spain................... . 47 i
Austria ............................. ..... ...................... 46
Italy ..... ..... ...... ...... .............. ......... ......... ......... 42
Australia .. ,.. ............ -.................................... 36 "
Germany ......... ...... ..... .......... . ................. 34 '
Canada....................................... 34 "
France.............33 "
United States.......... 26 "
United Kingdom.............. .............. 14 

From this we see that the higher the condition of civi-
lisation, prosperity and progress, the lower is the per.
centage of agriculture. Now, Sir, hon, gentlemen on the
other side of the flouse talk about our national debt. I
want to show you, as the hon. Minister of Finance pointed
out the other night, that our national debt has been brought
about by expenditures upon productive publie works in this
count, y. I want to show you that the United States, with
all its prosperity, its greatness and its population, has
expended very little upon productive public works, while
we have spent a great deal. By the American Almanac-
that red book whieh, I have no doubt, the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) bas in his desk-you will
find that the United States, from the year 1779 to the year
1879, or one century, have expended the following sums on
public works :

Railways..................$ 84,627,181
Rivers and Harbors......................66,209,118
Canals ..... -.................. ................ ...... 9,197,473
Public Buildings... ...... 115,864,928

Total.................$275,398,700
Equal to $5.50 per head of the population of 1880. Now,
the expenditure of Canada on public works in 20 years,
since Confederation, has been as follows:-

Railways......................................., ...... $97,056,423
Canals...........................29,876,800
Public Buildings.............................. . 10,418,390
Public Works........... ...... ...... 11,547,019

Total .... ,......... ....... ,.......d$148,898,622
Add expenditure prior to Confederation:

Railways and Canais ...................... ...... ..... $52,944,175
Public Work ........ , ...... ......... . ................. 10,690,917

Total................................... $212,533,714
Equal to $42.50 per head of a population of 5,000,000, as
against $5.50 per head in the United States.
These public works have given employment to our people,
and the*money is in the country, and has been spent here.
The digging out of the Welland Canal in the earlier days
of this country furnished ready money to the immigrant
who came to this country; and the building of aIl these
canals and railways, the opening up and developing of this
country, has been productive, is productive, and will be
more productive in the future. Now, with regard to the
United States as a market, I want to show you what is a
most remarkable fact, that if the United States furnished
an advantageous market to the people of this country from
1854 to 1866, that advantage has disappeared, and I will
show you why. The reason is that the producing power of
the people of the United States has increased at a greater
and more rapid ratio than has their consuming power. The
consuming power of the United States, as indicated by the
increase of its population from 1860 to 1880, ias only
increased 56 per cent., while its producing power ias
increased, in wheat 333 per cent., in corn 450 per cent., in
bacon and hams 443 per cent., in cheese 333 per cent., and
in wood and manufactures of wood 65 per cent. So that, if
that country was of any value to us as a market during the
twelve years of reciprocity, that value has disappeared by
reason of the fact that their producing power has increased
80 enormously over their consuming power. Now, Sir, let
us see what the imports and exporte of the United States
were in 1887:-I take the figures from the report of the
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Ontario Bureau of Statistics. I do not vouch for their cor-
rectness, beyond that I think hon. gentlemen opposite will
take them as being correct. In 1887, the exporte of Canada
to the United States, and of the United States to Canada,
stood as follows:-

Canada Exporta U. 8. Exporta to
to U. Canada.

Mines. . . ...... $ 3,085,431 $ 4,460,260
Fisheries....................... 2,717,509 156,909
Animals and their Procluce................ 7,291,369 7,071,498
Agricultural Products. .................... 7,969,716 12,342,800
Manufactures.................. 1,285,584 7,159,115

$22,349,600 $31,180,682The Forest ......... ........ ,.......... ........... 8,545,306 1,070,589

$30,895,006 $32,250,771
With the forest inclnded we furnish the United States
with a market for $1,355,765 more than they furnish us.
Leaving the products of the forest out, we flnd that we
furnish the United States with a market for 88,830,982
more than they furnish us; but still these people say we
must seek a market in the United States. I propose to deal
with the question of reciprocity from 1854 to 1866. The
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says the
reeiprocity treaty was unfair to the Americans, and that
we can never expect to get another treaty like it. Now,
I want, from an authority they will not question, to con.
vince those hon. gentlemen of the contrary. I intend to
quote the late Hon. George Brown. who was as strong an
opponent of the right hon. the First Minister as an
member in this House can ever expect to be, but thoug
an opponent in politics of the right hon. gentleman, the hon.
George Brown was loyal and patriotic to his country.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He is dead now.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). When the hon. member

for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) is dead, I do not think any hon,
gentleman will be found to use similar language with regard
to him. Rlon. gentlemen opposite say that the whole
Reciprocity Treaty was unfavorable to the United States
and favorable to Canada, and I will just weary the House
with a quotation which will show the opinion of the late
Hon. George Brown on that subject. You will find it in the
proposed treaty which he offered in 1874:
" An impartial examination of the commercial relations between the
British North America Provinces and the United States for the past
fifty years cannot fail to establish beyond ail doubt that the traffle
between them has been valuable to both countries, but that the United
States bas from first to last reaped the largest advantage from it."'

That is from the mouth of the lon. George Brown, and I
will just give you some of the figures :
From 1821 to 1832 the United States exported to the

British North America Provinces-
Domestic productse........ ................ ..... ..... ..... ..... $30,997,417
Foreign ................. , ......... .......................... ........ ..... 403,909

$31 ,401,M2
Prom 1821 to 1832 the British North America Provinces

exported to the United States .............. . ...... ............... 7,684,533

thowing a balance in favor of the United States of ........... Î33,7I6,767
From 1833 to 1845 the United States exported to the

British North America Provinces-
Domestic products ..... ........................ ,...... ...... .........
Foreign do ...... ...... ........ .........

Canada exported to United States ........... .................

Balance in favor of the United States... ............ ...
In 1846 transport in bond commenced.
From 1845 to 1853 the United States exported te the

British North America Provinces-
Doméstic productsa..... ...............................
Foreign do ................. ..... ..........................

From Canada to the United States ..................... ........

Balance in favor of the United States ............ ,.........

$54,082,537
4,640,332

$58, 72,869
28,858,275

s35,866,594

855,072,260
22,020,254

$77,092,514
38,753,592

$40,38,822
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Let us see what the late Hon. George Brown said still
furtber:

" To obtain a just appreciation of the value of the traffie between the
two countries during the operation of the treaty. it is neceusary to keep
in mind that the civil war in the States in the last four years of the
treaty's existence enhanced the value of commodities, and so deranged
the industrial lnterests of the Republic as to give the Provinces a tem-
porary advantage in the traffic, forbidding any fair deduction from it as
to the ordinary course of trade in times of peace."

This is in answer to the bon. gentlemen who say we got
higher prices. I denied that and proved last Session that
we did not. I took the four years. when the world was at
peace, when prices were not enhanced by domestic or
foreign wars : [took 1858, 1859, 1860 and 1861 as a period
of four years, during the existence of the treaty, and 1863,
1869, 1870 and 1871 as a period of four years during the
non-existence of the treaty, and I shall show the House
that the people of Canada realised larger prices for agricul-
tural products during the latter period than during the
former. The late Mr. Brown indicates here most clearly
that we derived a temporary advantage because of the four
years' war. Again Mr. Brown said:

" And notwithstanding the anomalous charaeter of the circumstances
arising from the existence of the civil war during so considerable a
portion of the treaty's existence by which the imports from the Prov-
inces were greatly increased in volume and value, and the exports to
the Provinces as naturally reduced in quantity, the balance of trade
during the existence of the treaty was largely in favor of the United
States."
During the existence of the treaty, the British North Ame-
rica Provinces purchased from the U nited States $346,-
180,264, and the United States purchased from us only
$325,726,520, leaving a balance in favor of the United
States of 820,454,246. The total export of the United
States from 1854 to 1863, during the existence of the
treaty, was 84,000,000,000. Of this England and ber pos-
sessions took 82,769,974,538, or nearly 70 per cent. of the
whole. In those days England and her colonies were the
great market for the people of the United States, and to-
day England and her colonies are equally the great market
for the Americans. The prices in Liverpool and London
control and are the true barometer of prices, and the
United States have to seek a market in England and on the
continent just as we have. Talk about our getting a mar-
ket there. I would ask any hon. gentleman what is the
use of going to a farmer who has 400 bushels of wheat in
his granary, to sell him 5 bushels more? He would tell us:
I have more wheat than I know what to do with. I must
find a market for my wheat, and if I buy from you, you
must take enough off the price to enable me to export it.
That is the exact position of the United States market.
They boast of their manufactures. That very boast ought
to show these hon. gentlemen that they have not a market
and never can have a market for the products of Canada.
During this period, Canada took more from the United
States than any country in the world except France; and
leaving out France, Spain and Germany, Canada took more
than all the rest of the world. I will go on to show the
character of the commodities taken by us from the United
States during the existence of the treaty :

Animals and their produet.......... ......... $ 35,4321
Breadstufs... .... ....... ............ 112,058,473
Other farm products........ ..... 3,242,982
Timber............................ . .. ........................ 8,511,488
Manufactures........... ...... .......... 88,649,85
Mlsc.ella.neous . . -.............. ............. 24044,977

Home productions.................................. ., 271,940,988
Foreign commodities.........................62,379,718

Grand total taken by us.............. .. $334,320,706

I want to read you again, something more that the Hon.
George Brown said, in reference to this treaty:

" Did nothing more, therefore, than the volume of traffic between the
two countries, sud the comparative contribution of each country to it,
enter into the question of relative advantages derived from the treaty

Mr. FERGUsoN (Welland).

by each, no doubt could exist as to the United States having reaped
much greater profit from the Treaty of 1854, than the Provinces But
there is another very important branch of the account. The transporta-
tion traffic sent to and brought from foreigu countries by the Provinces
in bond, over the railways and canals, and in the ocean ships and
steamers trading from United States ports, raise to au importance,
secondary only to the traffic in domestic productions, and must have
drawn very large gains into the coffers of the Republic."

The Hon. George Brown further says:
"Nor was it merely the vast interchange of commodities, and the

great carrying trade in bond, that the United States reaped their golden
annual harvest from the Treaty of 1854.

Mark how strongly he puts it-" Their golden annual
harvest from the Treaty of 1854." le goes on:

" It must not be forgotten, that the Canadian canals and River St.
Lawrence were thrown open to the ships and commerce of the United
States, on the same footing as to the Canadian people who had spent
large sums upon them, at tolls so low as not to defray the cost of atten-
dance and maintenance. The sole return made for this concession was
the permission to navigate Lake Michigan and the promise of the United
States Goverument to urge upon the State Authorities of the Republic
to extend to us the same free use of the American canals as we had
extended to them-and this promise never bore fruit."

They never kept faith with the people of this country in
regard to that promise, and they did not keep faith with
them in the last treaty tbey made. We will see what the.
Hon. George Brown said in regard to the repeal of that
treaty, and I think that is a complete answer to the hon.
gentleman. He said :

" Immediately on the repeal of the treaty, the United States imposed
a heavy Customs duty on nearly all the articles imported from Canada.
The Canadian Tariff was still unchanged, and a large preponderance
of the exports from the United States into the Dominion are still admit-
ted free of duty. The use of the Canadian canals and the St, Lawrence
still continued, and the shore fisheries of the St. Lawrence thrown open
upon payment of a small license fee."

Still, hon. gentlemen say we have dealt too harshly
with, and have tried to irritate the American people.
I say that, instead of the hon. gentleman having acted
simply as ho bas done, ho should have cancelled every pri.
vilege which was given to the United States, but, in order
to allow them to come to their senses, those privileges were
continued until 1874. The Hon. George Brown was in
Washington at that time, and so little attention did the
American Government pay to his mission that they did not
even bring it before the Council of their nation. Mr. Brown
says:

' The abrogation of the treaty led to Confederation. Gave a new
and vigorous impetus to the building of railways, enlarging the canals,
and to seek trade with foreign countries. These (he says) were attended
with remarkable success. Ouly seven fiscal years bave passed since the
repeal of the treaty, but already the loss inflicted by it has been more than
made up, and excellent outlets in new directions opened for Ganadian
commerce, with an increasing annual proportion of the vast carrying
trade formerly done for the Provinces by the railways, canals and
steamships of the Republic transferred to Canadian hands."

This is the voice of the late Hon. George Brown in 1874,
when all these things were fresh in bis mind, and when he
gave a candid and honest expression of opinion. I do not
desire to detain the House any longer. I have already ex-
ceeded the proportions of the speech I intended to make to
the House, but I may say, coming from a b rder county as
I do, knowing the American people well, knowing their
institutions well, I could not sit idly by and see that
country lauded to the skies and the country of my birth
derogated from in every particular. When I cross the
Niagara River, people on the other side often quote to me
speeches which have been made on the floor of Parliament
here, saying, " You must be poor, destitute, and in want;
though I do not see very many signs of that about you;
that must be the case in the back country, thongh you
keep up appearances on the frontier." I protest against such
speeches being made in this House. One word as to the
question of taxation. I happen to b. a director of the
Suspension Bridge, crosing the river at Niagara. Half of
that bridge is in the State of New York, and half in Canada.
I find that, in 1888, we paid state and municipal tax-
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ation on ihat bridge in New York amounting to $4,200, perhaps, but certainly in resources, certainly in grandeur,
while we paid in Canada $2,100. That is a criterion of the and certainly in wealth.
difference between the taxation in Canada and ih the State
of New York. If hon, gentlemen will examine the matter, Mr. COLTER. In a great deai that has been said on the
they will find that what I said last Session is true, that, other aide of the House we bave heard the charges made
if we submitted to the same rate of taxation as the people that we who occupy seats on this aide of the House are
of the United States do, we would pay off that little debt of greatly given to disparaging our country. That seeme to
ours in a very short time. In 1886, the State of New York be their main cry, but that is not the position which we
raised for State purposes $9,512,813, on a population of five assume at ail. We feel that we have a grand country, we
million people, which would be equal to about $1.70 a head. feel that we have grand opportunities before us, and when
Hon. gentlemen will find that the taxation in that country we undertake to condemn a systen of government which
for municipal purposes, to keep up roads, bridges an i othor we believe is inimical to the best interests of the country,
things of that kind, is not less than our total taxation for then we are showing true patriotism and true loyalty to
ail we need in this country. For foreign goods, our people our country. When we review the late political history of
need not pay any taxes at ail, and, as a matter of fact, very Canada and see what great pretentions and what great
few of the working people of this country buy these foreign promises have been made by those who oocupy the Treasury
goocis, so that all the taxes they pay are practically the benches, and compare them with the actual results, we can
municipal taxes for keeping up their sidewalks, their roads, charge these hon. gentleman with having been untrue to
their bridges, and so on. The amount they pay in the trust which the people have reposed in them. Now,
the State of New York for municipal purposes alone they told us in 1878 that they were going to do great things
is about equal to the whole taxation of the people for this country : they told us that they were going to give
of Canada. Then, if the tarif! is taken as a rate of taxa. our farmers a home market for their wool, for their wheat,
tion-and I deny that it is-I want to show and for their barley; they told us that instead of having to
that the tariff of the United States is proportionately send these commodities, which the farmers produce, to the
much higher. Nearly everyone here knows what it is, other side of the Atlantic, and to pay freight on them, we
and especially those who live near the frontier. You will would have a market for them ail at home; we would
find Mr. Wm. L. Soott, in the House of Representatives, export nothing but the manufactured products, and we
stating that the rate of taxation on the average of the whole would not import avy manufacturcs whatever. They said,
dutiable goods in the United States was 65.tý48 per cent. of Why, we are importing more than we are exporting, the
the people. Mr. Scott and Mr. Mills endeavored to reduce balance of trade is against us, a country that importa more
the average taxation to 48.30 per cent., but they did not than it exports must necessarily be growing poorer; and they
succeed. The people of the United States knew well enough said, We will adopt a policy which will bring about aglorious
what that meant, and did not permit it. If yon were to reform. Well, they wore put in power, and since then we have
throw in the free goods, you will find that the taxation of found that in 1879 the balance of trade was against us. They
the people of the United States, if it be taxation at ail, said, Wait tili the National Policy has an opportunity to
amounts to 54.16 per cent., which is double the taxation of' show what is really in it. We came to the year 1880, and
the people of Canada. If the workingman of Canada wants then thore was a slight balance of trade in our favor, and
to buy an importéd article, he bas to pay for it, but the they said, See what the great National Policy bas done
workingman in the United States has to pay at least twice for us, see what great bonefit it bas conferred upon us; and
the amount paid by the workingman in Canada. Then he they claimed the credit for ail these things. But after.
bas to pay the State tax. We, in Canada, furnish to the wards when they found the balance of trade going con-
Provinces about sufficient money every year to run the tinuously against us, when they found it last year
machinery of thoir Governments, we furnish them about 80 practically the same as it was in 18'8, do we hear any-
cents per head; while the people of the United States thing f rom them about the balance in trade? They either
are taxed directly, as they are in the State of New undertook to do what they were unable to accomplish, and
York, for State purposes. There is no man in this they cortainly professed to be able to do impossibilities, or
louse or ont of it who admires or respects more else the hon, gentlemen on the Treasury benches have not

than I do, everything that is good in the American been exerting themselves up to thoir full capacity. In
people, and in their institutions, and there is a great either view of the case, the people have the right to charge
deal that is good among them. But I am not blind to their them with being unfaithful to the trust imposed upon them,
faults, I know right well that they have many faults, and and with having decoived the people who placed them in
amongst them is their utter disregard and disrespect for power. We were told further that not only would we not
everything that is not American. They have no respect export our raw material, but that we would export our
for any nation or people under the sun that is not Ameri- manufactured producta, and we would koep our young mon
can. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is good in a sense, and I wish at home, and we were told what great profits we would
the people of Canada, as a whole, had some of that spirit in have in consequence of the export of these manufactured
them to day, for then Canada would prosper and progress products. I remember hearing a very eloquent gentleman
more than it does. The reason the United States have pro. speak on that occasion when ho declaimed in duicet tones
gressed in the degree represented by hon. gentlemen, is of the great benefits that were to accrue to this country.
that they are a loyal and a patriotic people. Lot any gen- Why, ho said, take a ton of ore in the raw state, and
tleman on the floor of Congress, in the United States, get it is worth practically nothing, but convert that into
up and speak disparagingly of his country, and ho would watch springs, and it is worth thousands of dollars.
not be there five minutes; ho would be put out. Now, Mr. He told us that we were going to do a great deai in this
Speaker, I will just say this much more, that we have com- respect, we were going to manufacture at home ail the
mitted to our charge a vast heritage, such a heritage as was products that we required for our own consumption. But
never before given into the charge of five millions of we said, This is going to ruin British manufactures; they
people. We have a grand future before us. Our possi- cannot export anything to us ; it will injure them. What
bilities are great. If we would only join bands and work was the reply that was made? "So much the worse for
together to promote the best interests of this country, I British connection." But when we propose to enter into
would undertake to aay that within the lifetime of those reciprocal trade with the United States, when English
who are now of middle age, we would have a country manufactures cannot be any worse off than they were
unsurpassed on the face of the globe, not in population, under the policy entered into in 1878, hon. gentlemein
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opposite tell us that we are very disloyal. They told us,
You will have manufactures at your doors, you will not
have to go abroad to buy any manufactured articles, you
will buy them at home, and when you buy them at home
you will not have to export those things which you pro-
duce upon your farms, and in consequence of that you will
get liberal prices at home. But they have falsified those
promises as well. Although manufactures have been on-
couraged for the last ten years, what do we find ? We find
that the export of manufactured articles last year-and that
was much higher than the average for the last ton years-
was only $4,161,282 ; and we find that in 1878, when
these gentlemen came into power, our exports amounted to
84,127,755. They told us, You will not have to send your
agricultural produce away, yon will not have to send your
animais and their product away, in order to find a market.
You were to provide that market for him under the oper-
ation of the National Policy; but when the National Policy
came into operation we were obliged to export more than
ever. We find tiat the people of Canada have been sub-
mitting to most grievous taxation during the last ton years,
and yet the export of manufactured articles has remained
stationary or fallen during that period. There is one point
to which I wish to cali the attention of the House, and it is
this, that during the last few years there bas been what has
been termed an appreciation of money, in other words the
prices of almost ail commodities have fallen. Agricultural
products have fallen, and we would naturally expect that
the prices of other articles would fall similarly. It has been
shown that the Govern ment have been unable to prevent a
decline in the price of agricultural products; or, if they
have been able to prevent it, why have they not prevented
it during the last ton years ? But when we come to con-
sider that the farmer bas to expend a great portion of his
product in purcbasing other commodities, it becomes
apparent that the protection system enhances the
prices of the articles ho has to purchase, and
in that way it causes the farmer much injury.
The articles which the farmer bas to buy have not fallen
correspondingly in price, due to the tariff which has been
levied against the farmers and against the great mass of
consumers, but in favor of certain of the manufacturers. I
was surprised at the statement made by the hon. gentleman
who preceded me, who stated that the farmers need not pay
any taxes whatever; that the farmers could eat with their
fingers, and need not, therefore, pay taxes on knives and
forks; that the farmers could raise and weave their wool,
and so they need not pay taxes, but wear homespun, if they
wished to avoid taxation. What I say is this, that the
farmers occupy a position in this country inferior to no
other class; and when the hon. gentleman attempts to pro.
sumo on thoir supposed ignorance, ho will find himself very
much mistaken. The farmers know they have rights, and
they will maintain those rights when the proper time and
the proper occasion cornes. I remember, during some of
my campaigns-and I have had as many in my constituency
as most people during the last three or four years-when
I spoke in favor of unrestricted reciprocity, some of
my opponents said: It is ail right, our party ia in
favor of it. I am sorry for the sake of the
farmers that they have been grossly deceived with respect
to the National Policy; but the farmers are now determined
to free themselves from some of the burdens that have been
imposed upon them, for they feel they are taxed for the
benefit of the favored few. The hon. member for Welland
(Mr. Ferguson) has said they could avoid taxation, that
they need not pay any duty on sugar if they did not desire
to do so, that they need not use it unless they choose. The
hon, gentleman is in favor of keeping sugar for the favored
few, just as the Government keeps the saugar plums for the
favored few. We will consider for a moment this question
of u a, and we can bring it down to something like a

.COLTER.

reasonable basis. We find, according to the testimony
given by Mr. Drummond before the Depression Committee
in 1876, that 375 or 400 mon can manufacture 100 tons of
refined sugar per day, or, taking 300 working days in the
year, 60,000,000 pounda per annum, or 180,000,000 pounds
by 1,200 mon. That quantity would perhaps equal the
total consumption of sugar in Canada. That manu-
facture would, apparently, give employment to 1,200
men, and one would naturally consider it to be a
good thing. If we come to compare this with
the Trade and Navigation Returns, we find that in
1881, 723 people were employed in our sugar refineries,
and that the value of the product was $962,000, capital
invested $2,150,000, total wages $363,000, average per man
$502. That appears to be a large average, and I doubt
whether that average sum has been paid to the employés
in our sugar refineries. Lot us now consider what the
sugar refiners have obtained from the people, from the
consumera of sugar in this country. During last year there
were entered for consumption 201,891,000 pounds of sugar.
Taking the amount of the refined at 90 per cent. of this, there
would be 181,655,829 pounds. The Trade and Navigatiou
Returns show there was a duty paid on that sugar of $3,-
433,334, the duty per 100 pounds being $1.89. That was
the amount paid on sugar refined in Canada during 1888.
The Trade and Navigation Returns show there wore import-
ed direct of sugar over fourteen Dutch standard last year,
1,874,283 pounds, the duty on which was $60,898, duty per
100 pounds 83.25. In other words, the people were paying
$3.25 of duty, while $1.89 only was going into the Do-
minion Troasury. The people of Canada were taxed, not
only to pay into the Dominion Treasury $1.89 on every
100 pounds of sugar they used, but they were
also taxed to put into the pockets of the sugar
refiners $1 for every hundred pounds they manufacture-
So we have a double system of taxation, a system which
realises a very large revenue indeed. Suppose the tax is
only one cent per pound, no less than $1,816,558 are
obtained for the benefit of the sugar refiners. If we were
to divide that sum by the total number of hands employed,
we would find that not only did the people of this country,
by reason of the taxation which was placed upon them in
this way, pay the entire amount which is paid to the em-
ployés in our sugar refineries, but they paid more than
double that sum every year. This seems to be an extrava-
gant statement, but it is a statement borne out very com-
pletely and fully by the official statistics. We pay over
$1,800,000 per annum, according to the official returns.
And yet hon. gentlemen, forsooth, say to the farmers, You
need not pay any taxes, for yon ueed not use sugar at ail.
Not only has sugar become, to a certain extent, a luxury,
but it has become quite an important article of commerceý
An hon. gentleman, the other day, stated -that in the
district from which ho came you could go through a hun-
dred miles of apple blossoms. The district I represent can
show double that extent of country, even five times that
extent of country well adapted to fruit growing. We have
great advantages in the Niagara peninsula, and when we
possess those advantages it is only natural that our people
should engage in raising fruit, in canning and preserving
fruits and iu manufacturing jams. And we find in regard
to sugar, which is a raw material, that in order to manufac-
ture jams for export they have to pay a tribute of 81.89 into
the Dominion Treasury and pay a tribute of 81 per hun-
dred pounds to the sugar refiners of Canada. The sugar
tax presses very heavily on the great mass of
the community; it is an evil that should be re-
medied and should be terminated in a very short time.
Take cotton; it is said by hon. gentlemen opposite
that the farmers need not pay any tax on cotton.
We will suppose a merchant is engaged in the drygoods
business for instance, and he imports cottons from the
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United States or from England. He is met at the custom
house and bas to pay a duty of 30 per cent. The cottons
coet him $1,300, and ho sella them, at 20 per cent. profit,
and there is not only 20 per cent. in the original cost, but
%0 per cent. on the duty besides, and this would bring the
cost up to $1,560. When the retailer gets them ho charges
20 per cent., and when the consumer bas got those cottons,
and pays for them, he pays $1,872, but that is not ail lest,
for $300 of that is in the Treasury, and part of the rest of
that is taken up in the nature of profits. But, if we simmer
it down, we find that the consumer paye $433 in order to
get $300 into the Treasury. Suppose he chooses not to
import these cottons, suppose ho makes up his mind to
patronise our cotton manufacturera in Canada, he bas to go
through about the same formality. The cotton manufacturer
in Canada charges him juat the price it will cost
him to import this cotton, and when the consumer
comes to pay for those cottons, although they are made
in Canada, ho bas to pay $400 at least. You may Call that
$400 taxation, you may call it a bonus, or you may
call it a fine if yon please, but the consumer bas to
pay $400 in order that ho may put a bonus of $300 into the
pocket of the Canadian manufacturer. They tell us that
our cotton manulacturers are not making so much money
after ail. Why are they not? They get this bonus out of
us, and if they do not make that much money, then there
is some mismanagement, and the consumer ought net be
made atone for their mismanagemernt. The same might be
said with reference to our woollen industries, and with
reference to a large number of our industries in Canada.
Whether the article is home manufactured, or imported
from abroad, it is taxed, and the only difference is that if it
is home manufactured the tax goes into the pockets of the
favored few. We have in this way the system of the
present Government in full force, and it is not increasing
the wealth of the country, but simply diverting money
from the pockets of one clase into the pockets of another
class in the community. This policy is not increasing the
general wealth at ail, and, as I have already stated, it is
simply diverting the money from the pockets of the men
who deserve it into the pockets of many men who do not
deserve it. The people of Canada now feel, and they feel
very generally, that the time has come when an end
should be put to this condition of things. Our
friends on the other aide of the House well know
this, and, therefore, they try to raise certain prejudices
in the minds of the people. They say to us, "Do you want
us to be subservient to the United States ? Do you want us
to back down in our proposais ? Da you want us to levy a
certain duty one day and to be afraid to levy it the next
day ?" We have had a good deal of that kind of thing
from the Government lately, and indeed too much of it
during the last few weeks, and they do not seem to want
any more of it. It is no doubt very uncomfortable for
them to have to take this humiliating position, and they
think that we on this aide of the House ought to feel un-
comafortable in the same way, although they cannot make
the charge truthfully against the party on this side of the
liouse, yet they fail into this position, with reference to
the taxation on small fruits and their proposed taxation on
trees. They do not seem to be able to propose any taxation
without considering from day to day how the people on
the other aide of the lino will take it, and if the Americans
protest against it our Government back down and eat
humble pie in the mildest way possible. I imagine they
ought to be getting well used to this kind of thing
now. They say to as on this side of the House,
"You want us to cringe to the United States." We
never asked them to cringe to the United States. We
never. wanted them to make any proposais that
were not just and reasonable; we wanted them to take
a manly stand, and if they had persisted in doing this, and

not persisted in following their taunting and tantalising
.policy, there would not be so much humiliation for them.
t say that the United States has pursued a tantalising policy
too, and I hold that the policy of the two Governments
which bas existed during the last two years is unworthy
the Governments of christian peoples. We, on this side of
the House, propose simply to go and tell the people of the
United States, "I you are willing to trade with us on fair
and equal terms, we are willing to trade with you likewise,
on the same terms; we do not propose to interfore with
your internai logislation, and we do not propose to allow
you to interfere with our internal legislation." The farm-
ors of Canada know very well all the benefits that can be
derived, and are likely to be derived, from this reciprocity
treaty, and the Government and its supporters might talk
till doomsday to any constituency of farmers, telling them
that reciprocity would not bonefit them ; they might quote
all the statistics in the library of the House of Commona to
them, but still the farmers will not believe thom. The
people of the country know from past experience that
reciprocity is bonoficial to them, andthut if it were in
force now, it would be a great benefit to them also.
A short time ago I was talking to a succesful farmer
in my constituency who is accustomed to keep
accounts, and he knew very well the experience he
had under the old Reciprocity Treaty. He told me, and I
believe he can verify h s statement from the crops he bas
raised during the last few years, that if we had reciprocity
with the United States the net profits on his farming would
be $100 a year more than they are now. ie said further,
that ail his neighbors would derive a like advantago if they
had free access to the markets of the.Jnited SLates. Yot
we have been told by the member for Wellanid (Mr. Fergu-
son), that we do not want to send our produce there.
Why, you cannot go to the station of any railway leading
into Buffalo without soeing every day cars of cattle leaving
Canada for Buffalo, and they are going there because there
is no market for them elsewhere. Shipments are made
every day of cattle and shoop and produce grown in
Canada to the United States, because they have no other
markets. In the Niagara peninsula we find ourselves
wedged in as it were between the United States to the east
and the United States to the west; we have important lines
of railway running down and conveying pioduce from
the Western States through to Buffalo, and through to
New York, and througb to Europe. We are on that
main lino of communication and every one of us feel
that it would be very beneficial indeed if we had
free access to the markets of the United States. But
while this resolution, which I support, proposes to give us
free access to these markets, it proposes something better
still,-it proposes to relieve us to a large extent from the
tyranny that has been imposed upon us by a few monopo.
lists in the Dom!nion. Take, for instance, these sugar men
about whom 1 spoke a short time ago. It is not reasonable
to suppose that they would willingly relax the hold which
they seei to have on the present Government, and the
hold which they seem to have on the country, of levying
over a million dollars every year, by means of their tariff
arrangements, ont of the great mass of the people of Canada.

Mr. HAGGAR T. llear, hear.

Mr. COLTER. It is not reasonable to suppose that they
would relax their hold. The hon. gentleman says, "hear,
hear." Lt is very comfortable for him to say "hear hear ;" it
is very nice to be backed by such men at election times;
they fill a very nice gap; and when the hon. gentleman
opposite finds that to be the case, he can easily aay to these
men who profit by this policy, "What is your faith worth ?
Lot us see by your works how much you are interested iq
this policy ?
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Mr. SPROULE. What about the sugar trusts in the of this Dominion. It bas free trade with over 50,000,000 of
United States that are said to be taking $25,000,000 a year ? people at its very doors, and that trade is beneficial to the

Mr. COLTER. Now, we say that our people wish to be State of New York, and the trade of the Stateof New York
froc from this tyranny. Thiey can go to the city of Buffalo is beneficial to the rest of the United States as
and buy botter sugar at six cents a pound than they can well. In the same way, if we had free trade
buy in Canada at eight or nine cents a pound, and we want with the United States, that trade would be bene.
an opp(rtunity of doing that. The sugar men in the United ficial to us, and our trade, at the same time, would be
States are subsidised beavily enough, everybody knows. beneficial to them. The benefit being a mutual benefit, there
Further, wo can go into Buffalo and buy at eight cents per is no reason why the adoption of this policy should be
wine gallon, better coal oil than we can buy at home at attended to the slightest extent with dishonor. Now, when I
25 cents per Imp:erial gallon. These are two of the articles hear so much about the old flag by our friends on th e other
of which the farmers and ail the consumers of this country side of the House, I ar at a loss to ascertain what their
have to make very large purchases; and when we find that object is. They must feel that they are driven into a corner
we have to pay 0 per cent, on our cottons and our wool- in some way, when it is necessary to resort tothat cry so often.
lens, and that everything else wu use is taxed to an enor- They remind me of a story I heard a short time ago. Ont
mous extent, we wish to be free to some extent from this in the Western States, before they had any regular clergy-
tyranny, and have an opportunity to buy our goods more mon, they sometimes used to bury their dead without any
cheaply than we can now buy them. As I said before, this religions ceremony, but instead there was some orator ap-
resolution proposes to give us a double benefit; it will so- pointed for the occasion, whose duty it was to dilate upon
cure better prices for what we have to sell, and it will enable the virtues of the deceased, and to portray the great and
us to obtain the necessary commodities of life at much lower goo4ihings ho had done.for mankind and the community,
prices than we obtain them at now; ard when such is one and perhaps more particularly for the United States. On
of the recommendations of that policy, we feel that we one of these occasions, the orator found himself somewhat
must press for it on every and any available occasion. puzzled, because the record of the man who had died was not
I am not prepared to agree with gentlemen on the Just as good as it should have been. Be paused for some
other side of the House when they state that we time, and at last he said, "What though our deceased friend
are doing everything we can to decry the country. robbed the First National Bank, what though ho made
We are not. We want to see our people, who desolate the homes of widowd and orphans, there is one
are a noble, an industrious, thrifty and economi- thing at least that can be said of him, his heart always beat
cal people, in a position to erjoy the just rewards warm for his country." And when I find our friends on
of their industry, and that is ail we ask, We have the other side of the House confrontecd with their pro.
a fertile soil; #e have a vigorous climate, capable of pro- fessions of loyalty, and unable to make good the pro-
ducing vigorous me; and wO want freo scope for the mises they made in connection with those professions;
energies of those mon. When our sons have gone to the when I find thom in 1878, in order to obtain office,
other side of the line, have they, in the competition, come saying that the expenditure of this country was extravagant
off the worse? They have not. They have held up their when it was $23,500,000, and that 122,500,000 was adequate
end weil, and have attained some of the highest positions, to run this country ; when I find them, after getting into
both in the legislative halls and in business circles in that power, increasing that expenditure to $37,000,000; when I
country; and if those who have gone have been able to do find them complaining of the national debt under the
that, why cannot we do it also? We are made of the same Mackenzie Administration, and when they get into power
stuff as they are, and why should we be afraid of suffering incressing that debt enormously and oppressively; when
from closer contact with our neighbors ? We have in they have not fulfilled any of their promises, when they
Canada some of the finest water powers on the face of the have failed utterly to do all these things they agreed to do,
globe; we have as great a stretch of fertile soil as can be and when they have to admit this, they think to atone for
found anywhore; we have immense mineral wealth and their omissions by waving the old flag gloriously, and by
natural resources of every kind; and all we ask is that the saying, We will always hurrah for old England.
Government will give free scope to the people, in order .r. LkNDRY. I will net omit te congratulate the hou.
that they may be rce to develop their resources, and not gontleman who bas just taken bis scatu lan tbe elequence
be hampered by the restrictions imposed upon them every he
year, or every lew years, in the attempt to bolster up some he has displayed in his maiden speech. I have listened to
concern wbich is about to fail through mismanagement of him with a great deal of attention, but I have failed to dis-
some kind. We now find hon. gentlemen opposite admit- cover, with ail his eloquence and all the vehemence which
ting the breakdown of their policy. ho put into his utterances, any argument that had not been

advanced before by hon. gentlemen on the other side to
Mfr. HESSON. No• convince us why these resolutions should be adopted. The
Mr. COLTER. Why, what does the hon. Minister of hon. gentleman has referred to one or two subjects to which,

Finance say ? He says the Government are going to sub- I think, had ho been in this House a little longer, ho woald
sidise steamers to South America. For what purpose ? In have refrained from referring. He recalled one or two sub-
order that we may get a market for our manufactures and jects which, if ho had consulted his friends, ho would not
other surplus products. The N. P. was to give us a market have brought to our attention. He spoke of broken promises.
at our doors, but these steamers are to be subsidised in order lie took us back to 1878, and told us that the Government
to obtain markets for us in South America. What is the at that time had made numerous promises which they bad
good of paying these long freights and granting these sub- not fulfilled. He told us they had promised many things,
sidies ? We have a botter market at our own doors with- some of which ho enumerated, but more of which ho gave
out any subsidies, and a market which we eau get without us simply to understand by inforence, and that they had
demeaning ourselves in any way. Now, I believe the not accomplished any of them. I think that the hon. gentle-
United States bas prospered, and, notwithstanding a great man, if he had been in the House and had heard
deal that has been said, it has prospered, not in consequence the discussions which have taken place in these
of its protective tariff, but in spite of it. The United States precincts, and the numerous prophecies of evil
affords an illustration, not of a high protective policy, but which hon. gentlemen opposite have made, would
of a great free trade policy. Take, for instance, the State have hesitated before speaking of unfulfilled prophecies,
of New York, which has a larger population than uthe whole because ho would have known that if hon. gentlemen 01

Mr. COLTER,
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this side have made any prophecie, their prophecies were
not those of despair but of encouragement, and therefore if
some of their prophecies did fall somewhat short of fuifil-
ment, yet the Government had the courage of their convic.
tions, and having made prophecies in the best of faith for the
benefit of the people and in the direction of progress, they
put forth every effort to carry them to completion. But con-
trast our predictions with the prophecies made on the other
side,-always prophecies of desolation, prophecies that this
country would have, sooner or later, to succumb to the
weight with which it was burdened with by the actions of
the Government; prophecies always made in the one key,
the key of despair. I need not go over those prophecies,
but I may remind you, Sir, that there was not one under.
taking entered into by the Governmentof the present party
in power, from Confederation to the present time-there was
not one undertaking entered into with a view to the future
prosperity of the country, out of which hon. gentlemen op-
posite did not prophesy that nothing could come but blue
ruin and desolation. Leaving aside the smaller undertak-
inge and dealing with the larger ones, those which had
some influence on the future of the country, I say there was
not one concerning which hon. gentlemen opposite did not
predict ruin and desolation. On the other hand, the hon.
gentlemen on this side who proposed those undertakings
had the courage of their convictions. When they believed
that something was good in the interests of the count ry,
they had the courage to undertake to carry itout, and they
encountered not only the natural difficulties of those large
undertakings, but also the difficulties thrown in their way
by hon. gentlemen opposite who were continually making
their ill-omened predictions. Had the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken compared the prophecies of his friends
with the prophecies en this side of the House, he would
have hesitated making the remarks he did. Why, Sir,
when it was proposed to acquire for this great D£minion,
Manitoba and the North-West Territories, what was
said by hon. gentlemen opposite? We all remem-
ber the description they then gave of the country ac-
quired; we ail remember how useless they said
its acquisition would be; we ail remember the evils they
predicted which would result from the acquisition of
those large territories. At that time they told us that these
territories were nothing but the home of the bear and the
Wolf; that they were no& worth acquiring, that they were
not worth the cent and a half an acre paid for them to the
Hudson Bay Company; and yet, a few years afterwards,
when it was proposed to give these very lands for the con.
struction of a railway, and when hon. gentlemen opposite
felt called upon to put a value on them, they valued those
same lands which they had said previously were not worth
a cent and a half an acre, at $4, $5 and 86 an acre. In the
same manner they greeted the undertaking to build the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. We all remember the prophecies
they made regarding that road and the obstacles they
threw in the way of its conpletion. We ail remember that
when, in 1884, it was proposed to come to the aid of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company by a loan, they
prophesied that loan would never be returned, and we ail
know how, in point of fact, that loan was returned before
the time specified in the contract. I say, therefore, that
my hon. friend could not have considered these things
very seriously, or he would never have turned
the attention of the people to the prophecies made
by both parties. The hon. gentleman has told us
that our prophecies of 1874 have not been fulfilled
because our people do not to-day enjoy a home market. But
i it not proved to be a fact that we have a larger home
market to-day than we bad in 1818? Bave we not bad
extensive manufactor:es established in the country since
then ? and have these manufactories provided ns with ai
very large quantity of the products we consume in the

country ? It is well for hon. gentlemen opposite to make
assertions, but it would be better if they would bring proof
and show that we have not within ourselves a very large
market indeed for the products of the people. Niy hon.
friend bas told us that the farmers are not to be imposed
upon. Well, he gave the answer tc that almost immediately,
when in the next breath ho told us that they had been
imposed upon because they had believed in what had been
preached to them by the Liberal party throughout the
country. i suppose he meant that they were no longer to
be imposed upon as they had been in the past in this respect.
My hon. friend referred also to the manufacture of sugar
in this country in ordor to convince the people that our
people did not benefit by that industry, and that the benefit
was reaped only by a few who had money invested in it.
Why, I remember, only a few years ago, during the frest
year or two after the National Policy had been
inaugurated, if there was one argument made stronzer
than another by hon. gentlemen opposite, is was that
the men who had been induced to put their money
into these manufacturing industries by the promises
made by the Liberal-Conservative Government had been
deceived, and that their investments would not turn out
profitable. True, what they had prophesied in tho begin-
ning was that this policy would create monopolists, and
put into the pockets of the rich, who invested in these
enterprises, the money of the people who could ili afford to
pay it, but in a year or two they changed entirely their
line of argument, and they endeavored to show that their
prophecies of ill had been realised, because a great many of
these manufacturers were not successful. Now, however,
they tell us that the manufactories are making immense
profita. I am not going to dispute that. I believe that in
the last year or two, those engazed in the manufacture of
sugar have made large profits, but I think I am safe in
affirming, that up to a year or two ago, their investments
were not profitable, although there was a very large output
of sugar by which our people benefitted through its manu-
facture in our own Dominion, and the labor it thereby gave
to our own people. As my hon. friend was speaking, my
mind reverted to a manufaqturing centre with which I arn
better aoquainted than with other places in other parts of
the Dominion where eugar is manufactured. I refer to
Moncton, N.B. I would draw the hon gentleman's at-
tention to this fact, that in- Moncton, in 1878, at
the inauguration of the National Policy, the amount
of duties paid only reached $19,455.00. In 1888, the
amount that was collected in Custom duties in the town
of Moncton was $403,277, while, in 18:8, the amount
collected was only $19,455. My hon. friends will say
that this shows that the National Policy bas imposed
larger taxes on the people of this country, but I say that
that statement cannot hold good from the point of view
which I want to make clear. In 1888, and the years
immediately preceding it, the price of sugar was very much
lower in the Maritime Provinces than it had been before
1878. You may argue as to the amount of duty which is
paid, and may try to convince the people that it is coming
out of their pockets, and that they should replace this
Government by another, under the belief that they would
pay less taxation, but you will not convince the people of
that se long as you have so positive a fact before them as
that they get their sugar at lower prices than they did
before the inauguration of the National Policy. Further,
these people know that the $403,000 paid for Customs in
the town of Moncton meant the circulation of a large
amount of money not only in that town, but in the
surrounding districts, giving employment to a large
number of people. Therefore, with all these ad.
vantages coming to our people, it would be bard
te convince them that the result would be to their detri-
ment. My hon. friend opposite has told us a story which
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rejoiced the hearts of bis friends on that side of the House,
of a man for whom lie was called on to preach his funeral
sermon could find nothing good to say, as he had been a
very bad man, except that bis heart beat warm for his
country. When ail the good qualities which characterise hon.
gentlemen opposite have left them, when they have gone
elsewhere, would that we could add, after all they have
done injurious to their country, after ail that may be con-
demned by the people of this country, would that we could
say that their hearts beat warm for their country. I fear
very much that, if anyone is calied upon to speak over
their political romains, the lines, instead of being "their
hearts beat warm for their country," would be "I have
nothing of that kind to say, but I have come here to apolo-
gise." I will not undertake to follow the hon. gentleman
through the figures he bas used, because it is impossible to
follow a speech of that kind of an hour's duration and pick
up the figures as they are presented. I will not say that
ho misrepresented anything by the figures ho gave,
but, when ho said we could get sugar for 6 cents in
New York or in Buffalo for which we had to pay 8
cents or Si cents here, I think ho was mistaken. I do not
know where he got his figures, but I think the prices are
not less than 7 or 8 cents a pound for sugar, or practically
the prices we bave to pay bere. For a few moments, I
will give some attention to the remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). I do not desire him
to think that too much attention is given to him, but in
regard to his speech, for myseif, I believe that in many
respects it had a great deal of merit, and showed a great
deal of research, and that it was placed belore the fHouse
very well and deserves notice because of the high position
the hon. gentleman occupies in this House. Possessing ail
these morits, I tbink it is all the more reasonable that lis
speech sbhould not ho forgotten, ard therefore he will excuse
my referring to some remarks whichli he made the other
evening. I pass over very hurriedly some of the complaints
he made against the Government of the country. When ho
spoke of the majority, he said majorities were not always
right, but I believe in this country the majority is the
test by which we find whether hon. gentlemen are right
or not. That is the way in which the people are
governed ; that is the way by which in this flouse
public affairs are governed ; and, that being the only
test we bave, it is quite unnecessary to show that it is the
prooer test. He spoke of the Gerrymander Act and of the
Franchise Aet. It is not my intention to refer to either of
those Acts here except to say that, in the Province of New
Brunswick, at ail events, the effect of what is called the
Gerrymander Act, if it had any effect at ail, was in lavor of
hon. gentlemen opposite. A great deal bas been said in re-
gard to the Province of Ontario, but, as regards New Bruns-
wick, that isympathy was created wrongly, 1 believe, for the
gentlemen on the Opposition side. If any advantage was
derived in the Province of New Brunswick, it was derived
by hon. gentlemen opposite. As to the Franchise Act, I also
believe that hon. gentlemen opposite pi ofited more largely
than did bon. gentlemen on this side. I must, however,
refer more at large to a complaint made by the hon, gentle-
man, and often made by hon. gentlemen opposite, in this
flouse and in the country, in reference to the exodus. I am
not prepared to say that the exodus for the last six, or eight,
or ten years has not been considerable and deplorable, but,
if tbere is a party in this Dominion more responsible than
another for that state of affairs, it is the party on the
opposite side of the House, which is very much more res-
ponsible than the Government of the day and their sup-
porters for that exodus. While it may be a great comfort
to gentlemen living in the United States who desire to repre-
sent the condition of this country as one of despair, to have
the assurance of an hon. gentleman in the high position
which the hon. member for North Norfolk occupies to that
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effect, yet it must resulttoourdetriment. I say thathis speech
alone is sufficient to show that he and his friends are largely
responsible for that exodus, and I will refer to some of
his remarks in order to prove that, if the hon. gentleman je
to be believed by the people of tbis country-and we must
take it for granted that hie statements are read by the
people, when they are so elaborately got up and so well
delivered-the inevitable result will be to drive the people
from this country and send them to the United States of
America. My only hope is that with the speech of the
hon. gentleman that may go to the country, may also go
the eloquent refutation that has been given by hon. gentle-
men on this side of the House who have preceded me.
Lot them both go together, and I am not afraid of the re-
sult; but if his speech goes alone I am compelled to believe
that if there bas been an exodus, it will be greater still
after what the lon. gentleman bas said.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The public money pays for the
Budget Speech.

Mr. LANDRY. We will not discuss the means by
which these speeches go to the country ; but I have no doubt
that by some means the speech of the hon. gentleman will
reach the people of this country, numerously and exten-
sively. I have no doubt that it las been already sent as
campaign literature, and will be sent more extensively for
the purpose of educating the people of this country in their
views. Let me try to show to the people of this country,
or to those who may do me the honor of reading my
observations, how pernicious are the sentiments which are
contained in the speech of the hon, gentleman for North
Norfolk. He says:

" In the case of war with the United States, England would be utter-
lY unable to place an armed force upon the frontier between these two
Countries adequate to the defence of Oanada."
Sir, what sort of a declaration is that to go to our people ?
Who would take the hon, gentleman as a guide, who would
take him as one to whom they would look for information,
whose opinion they would take upon the question as to
whether this country was worth living in, or as to whether
we should leave this country and go to another more pros-
perous, where the people find more sunshine and more
happiness and contentment? The bon. gentleman tells us
that we are only 4,000,000.of people, and we cannot defend
ourselves against 60,000,000 in case of war; and if we can-
not do it, neither is England able to do it, our mother
country, upon whom we have depended, the mother country
upon whom we do depend, in case anything of this kind
should ever occur. The hon. gentleman says, seeing that
we are in this position, what should we do? We muet
throw ourselves immediately into the arme of this groat
nation alongside of us. But that is not ail, for he goes on
to say :

" The United States, with no greater exertion than was put forth in
the rebellion of 1861 to 1864, could place in the field an army of 3,000,-
000 men, and it is folly to talk of Englanel being able to cope with such
a force, in British North America, sa far from her base of operations. It
is true that, so far as land operations are concerned, England would be
unable to afford to us adequate assistance and protection."

Now, Sir, I am not disposed to believe that myself, and I
hope that the people will not believe it; yet there are bon.
gentlemen who are making use of that argument. Why
do they preach that to the people of this country,? Although
I do not believe that the bon. gentleman desires to produce
that effect, yet I say hie speech can have no other effect
than to make the people of this country dissatisfied with
the country they live in, and make them hurry to leave
our shores for the purpose of emigrating to that great and
better land which he las so much lauded. Now let us
go a little further. He says in another place:

" Why, what is the condition of the farmer in this country to-day?"

Here I want you to bear in mind that this speech will be
sent to the farmers of this country; and we all remember
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the story that was told of the prisoner who had heard the
eloquent harangue made on his behalf by his counsel, who
wanted to prove that he was not guilty. The prisoner
knew that he was guilty, and be told bis counsel, after
hearing bis eloquent plea, " You have convinced me that I
am not guilty." And when the farmers of this country will
read the eloquent speech of the bon. gentleman, endeavor-
ing to convince them that they are living in a forsaken
country, that it is not good enough for them, they may be
led to believe, and to say: "After all we are not so for
tunate ; we are not so happy as we thought we were; we will
emigrate to some other land." He then goes on to say:

" What is the condition of the farmer of this country to-day ? Living,
Sir, in a country which is the dearest in the world to purchase in, which
is the cheapest in the world to sell in."

Well, Sir, if this country is the dearest in the world to pur-
chase in, where can you find a stronger argument to make
a man believe that this is not a good country, and that he
had better try and seek another, which will not be the
" dearest country in the world to purchase in, and the
cheapest to sell in."

i So far as the products of hie labor are concerned, selling the pro.
ducts of the soil for very much less than they were sold for during the
r6gime of my hon. friend at my right, struggling with difficulties created
by this very party who taxes everything that he produces, and reduces
the purchasing power of the natural customer to whom he sells his
productions, and not only increases the cost of what he purchases, but
diminishes the price of what he sella."

Hee is something else that is going to be sent to the
people of this country for them to think over:

" The circumstances of the case were entirely different, and they took
different ways, and the result of those experiments we may see to-day
in the one case in the creation of a great nation--"

Ho was speaking of the colonies that separated from the
mother country more than a hundred years ago, and ho was
comparing their condition with the condition of the people
of this Dominion:
" - with its own history, with its own national life and with the world
looking to it as one of the great powers of the earth, while in the other
case we see as the result ofthe experiment the creation of a great colony
without a history of its own, challenging the attention of the world, and
shining, not in its own light, but in the borrwed light of another
luminary."

Then a little further:
'' The American States have prospered and grown rapidly, and a con-

dition of things more favorable to their growth could not have been
desired."

Well, Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite find fault with us be-
cause we call that disloyalty. I cannot find any other term
for it, although I do not wish to use that term in an offen-
sive way, but how else can we qualify it ? We sec that hon.
gentlemen opposite, and all their friends, in the speeches
they make in this House and in the country, and in their
press, direct all their efforts to running down the Dominion
of Canada, leading the people to believe that this is a coun-
try unfit to live in, that we are burdened with taxation,
while they picture in glowing colors the condition of the
people of the United States. Sir, can we come to any other
conclusion but that there is disloyalty in language and
efforts such as these, even if the language was true, which,
however, fortunately for ourselves, in my opinion, is not
correct. Now we go a little further in this speech, and we
find some other assertions that are even stronger than those
I have cited :

" Take these four geographical groupe of the Dominion-the Mari-
time Provinces, the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario, the Province of
Manitoba and the Territories of the North-West, and British Columbia-
nature ias decreed that each one of the four shall trade more naturally
and on more advantageous terms with the country to the south of the
hne than with any other geographical group in the Dominion."

There again he is grouping the Provinces separately, telling
the people of each one of them, Your best market is not
with vour own neighbors, your best market is not with your
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own fellow-citizens, with those living under the same flag
and the same constitution; the proper thing to do is for
these groups to abandon each other, for the Maritime Pro-
vinces to abandon the Province of Quebec, and for the Pro.
vince of Quebec to abandon the Pro7ince of Ontario, and
Ontario to abandon the rest of the Dominion, and your best
way is to throw yourselves into the arms of another nation-
ality. In this way hon. gentlemen hope to convince some
of us that our natural markets are with another country
and with another people. A littlo further he says:

I We have perhaps a million of immigrants who have gone there in-
stead of coming to this country, and that is a mighty force which is
drawing these two countries more and more together, and is impressing
on the mind of both countries the desirability of free commercial inter-
course and the absurdity of maintaining the condition of things which
now exist."

And again:
" I turn to the United States and find the increase in that country ln

the decade commencing one year earlier and ending one year earlier was
308, as against 18 in Canada. That is not satisfactory. Here we have
a difference in the increase of population of the two countries of more
than Il per cent. against ourselves, and there is no reason for It."

Sir, the same observations that I have been making else-
whore, apply also to this quotation. I will not make any
more quotations from the hon. gentleman's speech, although
I had marked here some eight or ton of the same nature,
everyone of which go to disparage the condition of the people
of Canada, and speaking in very oulogistic terms of the
people of the United S.atos I ropoat again whatt I b3lieve to
ho true, that the figures which the hon. gentleman used were
not always accurate ; but even if they wore aucurate, if ho had
been a true Canadian at heurt, ho would not have been the
first to have brought thom before the Parliament of Canada.
Why, the hon. gentleman found fault with us because we
tried to expose not only the fallacy but the injurions effect
of those speeches on our own people, and ho declared that
ho might as well charge upon a physician responsibility for
the disease bocause ho had given an acurate d tagnosis of the
case and when the treatmont ho had recommended had not
been adopted. In my opinion the cases are not at all
similar. I believe no wise and true physician would proach
despair and brood ove r doath to his patient; and if ho were
a prudent physician ho would be careful to avoid making
bis patient dissatisfied with bis condition. A physician
would be blameworthy who although ho might have
a suspicion as to the true condition of his patient, con-
sLantly pointed out to him that under different circum.
star.ces he would have been in a botter condition, when those
circumstances would have driven hima from his own home.
The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) re-
ferred to other matters, which I shall take the liberty of
discussing for a few moments. He stated that no attempt
had been made to secure reciprocity, and that the conduct
of the Government had boon exasperating to the United
States. I noed not cite any authorities to show that the
assertion that the Governmont had made no attempt to
secure reciprocity with the United Statos is devoid of truth,
or rather is not stating the case quite accurately. I affirm
that the authorities go to show that the Government by
speech and by advances have gone as far as it was possible
for them to go in an honorable way to meet the people of
the United States with a view to obtaining a reciprooity
treaty on a fair and equitable basis. I would ask the hon.
gentleman whose fault was it if the Reciprocity Treaty was
abrogated ? Was it the fault of Canada ? No; it was the
United States which abrogated that treaty. If they wore of
the opinion that Canada was roceiving greater advantages
from the operation of the treaty, there was no reason
why the treaty should have been abrogated, and
the people of the United States, if they had
wished to continue reciprocity, might have asked that
amendments be made to the treaty as it thon existed
and have pointed out the manner in which it bore heavily
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on their people. But instead of doing so they abrogated
the treaty. After the abrogation of that treaty, what do
we find ? The people of Canada, in order to show their
good feeling towards the United States-and I commend
this to hon. gentlemen opposite who say the conduct of the
Government has been exasperating to the United States-
gave a direct contradiction to the assertion that they no
longer wished reciprocity. They allowed the United States
to continue to enjoy many of the advantages they possessed
under the Reciprocity Treaty, whereas the United States,
when they put an end to reciprocity, did not allow the
people of the Canadian Provinces to enjoy any, or at all
events very lew, of the privileges they possessed under the
Reciprocity Treaty. With the permission of the House, I
will cite an authority which cannot be disputed-a report
made by a gentleman two years after the abrogation of the
reciprocity treaty. This report must be held to be authentic
because the United States have made the views expressed
therein part of their record. What doos the writer say ?
He said, in speaking of the privileges the United States
had been enjoying of the use of the St. Lawrence under the
treaty :

" No arrangements or understanding have been entered into since the
abrogation of the treaty, between the United States and the Govern-
ment of Great Britain or of Canada, with reference to these subjects.
But the Canadian Government have seen fit to permit the arrangement
practically to continue in force, so far as our citizens are concerned, in
the hope, as they avow, that some understanding will shortly be entered
into for liberalising trade between the two countries, and they desire in
the meantime, to do nothing which might bear an unfriendly inter-
pretation."

Could we have anything stronger ? This is a report pro.
pared at the request of Congress, for the purpose of ascer
taining the exact state of affairs; and the writer, in so
many words, tells us the nature of the privilege extended
to the United States, after the abrogation of the Reciprocity
Treaty. Is that evidence, that even at that time, the Gov.
ernment ofthe country were doing anything to exasperate
the American people ? It gives a direct contradiction to
that assertion, at all events at that period, The writer
goes on to say further :

" There is really no regulation or Order in Council upon the subject
of the 8t. Lawrence. Since the termination of the treaty, American
vessels desiring to pass either to or from the ocean through the St
Lawrence have asked permission in each case of the Canadian Govern-
ment and it has uin no instance as yet been refused. But the informal
manner in which this permission has been given and the absence of any
general regulation upon the subject, evidently shows that the Govern-
ment does not desire to have the special permits regarded as precedents
or as in any manner committing the Government in its treatment of the
question hereafter should no general arrangement be entered into with
the United States."

A little further on the writer proceeds to show the great
importance of this privilege to the United States. fHe says:

" It is notexaggerating its consequence to assume that even a war for
the possession of the rigbt to the natural outlet to our great lakes and
the fertile teeming territory they drain would be less costly to us in its
consequences than the loss which the closing of that outiet to our pro-
ducts would entail,"
I am inclined to think ho exaggerated the value of it, but
he estimated the privileges so highly that ho said that it
would be even lees costly to go to war for the retention of
that right than to surrender it.

" And yet notwithstanding the gravity of this question and the extent
of the interesta involved, our citizens enjoy the privilege at this moment
solely through the liberality of the Canadian Government, without any
understanding whatever of au officiai or even unofficial character, and
without the right to enter a complaint if the permission to use that
river was refused."

We would have the right to refuse an extension of that
privilege, but Great Britain representing the different
Canadian Governments, extended that privilege to the
Americans. On this point I desire to read one more ex-
tract to illustrate the point still further, and in order to
show that the conduct of our people before Confederation

Mr. LANDIRT.

has not been to exasperate the United States, but has been
liberal to a great degree. In order to make this more
intelligent I would promise by saying that the reason
given for the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty was
bocause, immediately after the civil war, it became neces-
sary for the United States Government to levy higher taxa.
tion than otherwise would have been required, and under
the changed condition of affairs they could not do that
with the Reciprocity Treaty in force, The writer said:

" So reasonable was this argument felt to be that the representatives
of the several Provinces, placed on record their acquiescence in its jus-
tice. A delegation, comprising members of the Government of the then
Provinces of Canada, New Brunswick and Nova Seotia, visited Wash-
ington, and on the 2nd February, 1866, submitted the following memor-
andum, acknowledging the changed condition of the country, the pro-
priety of establishing duties on articles heretofore embraced in the free
list of the Reciprocity Treaty, equivalent to the internal taxation exist-
ing in the United States, and general propositions for the rearrangement
of trade relations between this country and the Provinces they repre-
sented."

The memorandum was a strong evidence, in my opinion, of
a desire on the part of those people representing New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, that some arrangement ehould
be arrived at with the United States. If there was anybody
at fault at that time, it was the United States, who did not
make any effort to meet our people half way. This memor-
andunm goes on to say, then:

The trade between the United States and the British Provinces should,
it is believed, under ordinary circumstances, be free in reterence to
their natural productions, but as internal taxes exceptionally exist in
the United States, it is now proposed that the articles embraced in the
free list of the Reciprocity Treaty should continue to be exchange, sub-
ject only to such duties as may be equivalent to that internal taxation.
It is suggested that both parties may add certain articles to those now
in the said list."

I will not read the memorandum in full because it is too long;
but I have read this much in order to emphasise the fact that
step by stop the people of this country, whether they re-
present Nova Scotia or whether they represent New Bruns-
wick, or the two Canadas before Confederation, showed to
the United States their strong desire to live on friendly rela-
tions with thenm, and their ardent wiish to meet them half
way in the direction of arranging the tariff that might exist
between tho people of the two countries. Every stop taken
by the people of Canada in this direction, since the abroga-
tion of the Treaty in 1866, was always thrown aside by the
peopl of the United States, and very often it was rejected,
if not in an offensive way, in a way calculated to make
more difficult the conciliation between the two peoples.

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

After Recess.

Mr. LANDRY. Mr. Speaker, before returning to the sub-
ject with which I was endeavoring to deal before the House
separated I wish for one moment to refer to a statement
made by the hon. gentleman who preceded me (Mr. Colter.)
Re told us before dinner that in Buffalo (I do not know
that ho gave us the date, but very recently iiideed) sugar
was selling at 6 cents per pound, while we had to pay 8
or 9 cents per pound for it in Canada. I ventured to assert
without having looked up the quotations myself that the
hon. gentleman must have been mistaken in the figures ho
then used, or that ho had a defective memory if he depended
on his memory for the figures. The quotations have been
handed to me since and I find that on the 8th of the present
month, according to the quotations, sugar sold at 7 cents per
pound in the United States, and in Montreal yesterday, only
a few days afterwards, sugar was sold at exactly the same
price. If hon. gentlemen will come before this House and
solemnly affirm in a way that their speeches may go to the
country, and in a matter like this, not important in itself,
but with the intention of having the effect of showing
that we live in a country which is dearer to live in
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than the United States-if they make such mistakes as this
what can we expect of their other statements where they
cannot be immediately contradicted. I have no doubt that
in the article of oil referred to by the hon, gentleman, if I
had time to look up the prices of that commodity, I would
find that his figures are quite as inaccurate as those he gave
us in regard to sugar. Returning to the subject that I was
dealing with before six o'clock, I was trying to con-
tradict the statement often reiterated in this House that the
conduct of the Canadian people was exasperating to the
people of the United States and that the conduct of the
Canadian people as represented by their Government since
the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty had not been
inviting to the United States to either renew that treaty, or
to enter into a new treaty with a view of our having wider
commercial relations with them. I was endeavoring to
show that the conduet of our people as represented by our
Governments before Confederation, and by the Dominion
Government since Confederation, has always been in the
direction of conciliation instead of exasperating the people
of the United States, and that it has been rather inviting to
the United Statcs to enter into commercial relations with
us so far as that be beneficial to Canada. I will not say that
we wished those relations to the same extent that some bon.
gentlemen desire on the other side of the House, because I do
not thinkthat would be beneficial to us, but we desired them
to the extent the people of this country believed it was bene-
ficial to them. No opportunity has been lost to try and further
that end with the people of the United States, and almost
invariably we have been met with a denial or a refusal to
treat. A great deal was said by an hon. gentleman the
other evening in order to try and show that under the
Reciprocity Treaty the Dominion of Canada had made very
rapid and very extensive progress; very much greater
progress than we have since made and for that purpose the
hon. gentleman cited a great many figures and made a
great many assertions. I am not going to go through the
figures he gave to this House, but from the study I have
given the subject I will venture to assert, and it is at any
rate the conclusion at which I have arrived, that the pros-
perity the people of Canada enjoyed during the period of
the Reciprocity Treaty was not due entirely to the fact of
our having that Reciprocity Treaty with the States. There
were many other causes that tended to enlarge our trade
with the United States at that time. We must remember
that during that period came the civil war in the United
States, and we must remember that the Crimean War had
something to do with giving larger markets and higher
prices for the produce of the people of this country. But
even making the admission to some extent, that our
commerce with the United States sprang up very
rapidly from the time this treaty was entered into,
yet I say that in my opinion the hon, gentleman who
quoted figures here the other night did not represent the
case exactly as it was. I think that in his eagerness to try
to show or to exaggerate the position that Canada had as-
sumed in from 1854 to 1866; that with the idea of exag-
gerating that in the eyes of the people of this country and
in order to give them a desire Io retura to the same thing
again, that he did not quote a sufficient quantity of figures
- although he cited a very large quantity-to show the
exact state of affairs. I hope you will permit me to deal
with figures for a very few moments for the purpose only
of illustrating what I mean. The hon. gentleman told as
that in 1854 our exports to the United States were
$10,473,000. I do not find from the figures that I have
been able to hunt up that his figures are exactly correct,
but stili I will not dispute them, and I will take it for
granted that in 1854 our exports to the United States were
810,473,000. He tells us that in one year, 1855, our ex-
ports amounted to $19,316,000. Now, Sir, the best infor-

mation I can obtain is that instead of being that amount in
1885, they had risen to only $15,136,734.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Is the hon. gentleman quoting
from Johnson's Statistics ?

Mr. LANDRY. Yes,

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) I think he will find that the
figures were not made up for the fiscal year, but for the
calendar year ending with December, and that is how the
discrepancy occurs.

Mr. LANDRY. If that is the case, even then the hon.
gentleman failed, I think, to show that the exports to the
United States between 1854 and 1866 went on steadily and
largely increasing. fie simply showed that from 1854 to
1855 they made a rapid stride, and then again from 1855 to
1866 there had been a very large increase, but he omitted
to show how uncertain and fiuctuating were the exporta
during the twelve years. Though up to $15,136,734 in 1885,
yet, four years afterwards the amount had not gone up to
more than 8 16,000,000. In 1859 it had only reached a little
above $19,000,000 and in 1861 it was 819,800,000. So you
see, Mr. Speaker, that we did not at that time make such
rapid strides as the hon. gentleman indicated. It is true
that in the last year of the Reciprocity Treaty there was a
very large increase indeed. There were many reasons con-
tributing to that circumstance. One great tact, which, I
think to a large extent influenced trade in that year was
the notice which had been given to bring the treaty to an
end, which, no doubt, induced our people to send to the
United States all they could in the last year of the
treaty and thus swell the amount to unusual dimensions.
Therefore, it is unfair to cite that year for the purposes of
comparison, to show the progiess the country made. It Is
true, the difference in the amount of our trade has not been,
perhaps, so great between a single year and the next, but
it will be found that since thon we have made considerable
strides in the direction of increasing our trade with the
United States every year. I do not think there is any excep-
tion in any year, if I can trust the tables from which I have
quoted, and I do not think their accuracy has been denied
by anyone. But more than that, we find, by a very good
authority, the authority from which I quoted a little while
ago, that the prices obtained by the people of Canada during
the time the Reciprocity Treaty was in force w ere not equal
to the prices obtained by them after that treaty was abro-
gated. If that be the case, what deductions do we derive ?
If there be any argument in what the hon. gentlemen say,
that to have the market of the United States opened to us
would be beneficial to our farmers, they must mean that
our farmers would get greater prices for their productions.
If it can be proved that they got as large prices after the
abrogation of the treaty, it seems to me that argument falls
to the ground. Quoting again from the report of George
W. Brega, made at the request of Congress, I believe, we
find that he gives tables containing many figures which
1 will not cite; and then he says:

" An examination of these tables shows the remarkable tact that large
as were the sales of produce by Oanada to the United 8tates, under the
free admission to our market ; yet the prices obtained in aanada, after
the termination of the Reciprocity Treaty, for such articles was, in almost
every instance, higher than when it was in operation. It cannot be
denied-granting the correctness of the figures given above, which are
from officiai sources-that whatever amount of this produce was pur-
chased for consumption in the United States since March, 1866, was
purchased at as high prices in the Canadian markets as before the abro-
gation of the treaty; and that the &merican consumer was compelled to
pay the American duty in addition."

If it be the case, that the prices paid for these goods which
were purchased by the Americans within our own territory
were higher than the prices obtained before the abrogation
of the treaty, then I say that no great damage was done to
our people by its abrogation. But there is another consid-
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eration which it seems to me must weigh heavily in the
minds of our people in considering this matter, namely,
that transportation facilities are very much-greater to-day
than they were at that period. It must also be borne in mind
that a great deal that was purchased by the United States
from us at that time was re-exported by them across the Atlan.
tic. If that be the case,who made the profits on those goods ?
It was no doubt the middleman in the United States who
purchased from us. It may have been that it was inevit-
able to our people to export their products in that way ; it
may have been more profitable for them to do so than to
export them direct ; no doubt it was, or they would not
have done it. But since thon the means of communication
have become more easy, and our people have taken advan-
tage of them, and instead of selling their products to the
United States for the purpose of being transhipped to
European markets, they can to-day export directly from
Canada to Europe. On reading the beautiful lecture de-
livered by Mr. Murray in the city of Boston, which was
spoken of in this House a day or two ago, I was struck with
the similarity between the argument used by that gentle.
man and that of the bon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton). It appeared to me that the bon. gentleman had
taken up that document, and followed almost exactly the
lines taken by Mr. Murray. Of course, the two gentlemen
did not appear to have the same object in view, and did not
protess to have the same object in view. Mr, Murray said
to his audience and to the world, because he published bis
lecture and sent it broadcast throughout the world, and par.
ticularly throughout Canada, that ho prepared bis statements
not for the purpose of advocating unrestricted reciprocity
or commercial union, but for the purpose of inducing the
people of Canada to become united with the United States.
From this point of view it was a patriotic lectuie; but can
we say the same thing of bon, gentlemen who take up that
discourse as a model, and preach the same lines to the
Canadian Parliament and the Canadian people, though pro-
fessing at the same time that the object is not to get them
to join the Union, but to secure reciprocity with the people
of the United States. Well, Sir, when Mr. Murray com-
menced his speech to an American audience, the first thing
ho did was to ask for a map; and my hon. friend bore was
so strongly impressed with bis ideas that ho did not want
to begin his speech without first having a map also; because
if ho had only a map hung on the walls of this Parliament,
to illustrate to the minds of the members the argument ho
wishod to make, that our geographical situation was such
that whether we would or not we had to throw ourselves
into the arms eof the American people, his argument would
have been made stronger. Well, listen to Mr. Murray for
a few moments, and see what his ideas are. He says:

" Now look at the map. Wipe out that fool's line drawn by two
foreign nations, who had no right to make a line of division here save
that of conquest."

That is the argument used by my bon. friend. We had
that fool's lino, which is an imaginary lino, and should be
obliterated. We ought not to have that lino to separate us
eommercially, or in any way, from the American people.
If we have too strong attachment to our land to wipe it
out completely, we should obliterate it so far as it refers to
our commercial relations with the American people. This
gentleman goes on to say:

"Being alien to the soil which is to us fatherland, and drawn, too,
when on them and as had not yet dawned the vision of an empire, be-
sides which the Persian and the Roman world, when it stood at its
widest, is but a unit by which to multiply our measurement. Look at
the rivcrs See how they run. Note how they tie north and sonth to-
gether like threads into whose golden strands new strength is spun
continually."

We must all admire that language; but yet while it may
be becoming in an American citizen to point out to his peo-
ple that this lino must be an imaginary lino, that these large
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rivers-and he referred particularly to the St. Lawrence and
the Mississippi-were rivers that should connect us with
them as one people; I say that while we may admire such
language in him, we cannot admire it in a gentleman repre-
senting a Canadian constituency, and representing, as I
have no doubt the hon. gentleman does, a very loyal perple.
The hou. gentleman told us that our natural markets are
not among ourselves, but among the people of the United
States. Well, 1 would ask, who at present is closing the
door? Who is putting restrictions upon this natural mar-
ket ? It is all very well for the hon. gentleman to find fault
because the door is closed,and there are restrictions between
us and the United States, commercially speaking, but who
is it that imposes these restrictions and closes the door ?
Why, if we were to judge by the hon. gentleman's
speech, we would be disposed to believo that the
Canadians are the ones who put up the barriers
that are so injurious to our trae and commerce. Well,
I need not remind you, Sir, that if there be restrictions,
they have been imposed in the first instance by the
Americans, and that they have never shown, from the time
they first imposed their barrier of a high tariff, any dispo-
sition to remove that barier, but, on the contrary, have
shown every disposition to strengthen it. Even the last
presidential election was run upon this lino, and the voice
of the people of the United States pronounced largely in
favor at any rate of not lowering in any degree the barriers
but of leaving them as they are. Yet the people of this
Dominion are found fault with by hon. gentlemen opposite
because of these barriers. I say we have had nothing to
do with therù. True, we were forced in 1878-79, in self-
defence, to establish the National Policy, but when that
policy was established, the tariff imposed was very much
lower indeed than that of the United States, so that if we
put up any barriers they were much less difficult to get
over than those put up by the United States. Therefore,
when it is proclaimed that these restrictions should be swept
away, the electors of the Dominion, as sensible people, will
ask the question, if it is necessary to put these things aside,
and if that would benefit us, lot us find out who is to blame
for their being there, and whether of our own motion we
can sweep them away, or whether it requires two to make
a bargain. If they come to the conclusion that we cannot
do this alone, that it is not becoming to go down on our
knees and ask for it, and by proclaiming in Canada that
the removal of these restrictions is our only salvation,
the only thing that can save us from ruin-if they come,
as sensible people to this conclusion, they are not likely
to throw the blame on the Canadian Government for the
existing barriers. They will conclude that the United
States must themselves remove the barriers existing be-
tween us and them. The hon. gentleman may say that
the United States Government have shown a disposition to
do so, I will come to that in a few moments. But before
dealing with this disposition, as shown by the famous Hitt
resolution, I want to cite anotherextract or two from Mr.
Murray to show that, while ho followed the same lino of
argument used by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), his meaning was unmistakable. Ie said:

" For Canada there are but three possible futures, -"
According to the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), there is only one, and even that is not verycer-
tain, unrestricted reciprocity, and ho bas not pointed out
in which way we are going to get this unrestricted policy
at all. Ris great remedy is to try to get reciprocity, to
try to open up negotiations with the United States in order
to get it.

-" one is to remain as she is, an outlying English colony,-"

appears to me that is-according to the lino of the speech
of the hon, member for North-Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
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-a colony left to itself, not to be helped by England in case and to become a rival to them ; but these words do not seem
of trouble- to verify that view :

" hampered in growth, hectored in spirit,"
Again the very words of the hon. gentleman-
-"pinned continually to the edge of peril from Imperial entangle-
mente, drained of her population by the great attraction to the south of
her -"

And no man spoke more warmly of the great attraction
to the south, than did the hon. gentleman-
-" drained of ler population by the great attraction to the south of
ber, with which, while she remains a colony, she can never successfully
compete ;--"
Well, Mr. Murray bas gone to the extent of saying, and i
admire his candor because he is speaking for an other people,
that we can never compete with the United States while
we remain a colony I do not know whether our hon.
friends opposite will admit that or not, but they profess to
say we may compote if we can only obtain unrestricted
reciprocity.
-"oppressed with the burden of a debt, which, from the peculiar con-
struction of the federative agreement, and the equally peculiar habits of
her politicians, she can neither easily carry or put a stop to its f urther
increase ;-"

This language is exactly on a parallel with the arguments
used by hon. gentlemen opposite-
-" remain subject to unfortunate conditions and ever opposed to the
pressures of an uncertain, if not a perilous future; or she can, impelled
by the necessity of bettering her condition, seek and obtain release, as
she probably could from Imperial connection, and out of the chrysalis of
colonialism burst into the winged embodiment of independency. This
possibility has its attractions to all generous minds. The birth of a
new nationality, if it be a happy one, coming in the fulness of time,
and having adequate heroic causes for its parentage, is a resuit upon
which the good wishes of mankind are sure to be showered; and such a
birth, so caused in the case of Canada, would be hailed as an event of
prime magnitude by ail members of the English speaking race.

I will show you in a few moments how it will be held by
all members of the English speaking race. I will show you
this by the language of the hon. member himself :

"If Canada should become a republic, the natural instincts of aIl
Americans would prompt them to give ber a noble and generous
recognition. Regarded only from a sentimental point of view, we
should aH contemplate her nationalisation with pride and satisfaction.
8he would surely receive from us all both official and sympathetic
recognition, but I fail to see how beyond the point of personal good will,
she could receive from us of the republie either the practical assistance
she needs or the commercial connection on which, and on which alone,
she can safely base her future industrial expansion."

They would not give us very much assistance and help
because it is not that they desire-

" For we of the republic believe in the Monroe doctrine, not only as
applied to our sea line, and the parts of the Continent to the south of us,
but we believe in it with equal sincerity, and earnestness as applied to
the great division of the Continent to the north of us as well.

I will give you that part which shows exactly the encour-
agement which will be given, taking Mr. Murray as an
authority, in all the positions which he says are open to us.
After baving gone over and shown the three different posi-
tions we may assume as a people, he says:

" But one thing Canadians must understand, and it would be unwise
and unfair for us to conceal it from them, and that one thing is this,
that this Republic will never see a great power built up on this conti-
nent either on the north or on the south of us, under either French or
English flags, and take no action to prevent it.

See where all the goodwill bas gone to. They are willing
to see us grow, but they will not permit us to grow under
an independent flag-

" Least of ail shall we ever assist them to become numerous, rich and
Powerful with that end on their part in view."

And yet, the hon. gentlemen on the other side of the Houset
will point out to us that this resolution presented by Mr.N
Hitt and adopted by the House of Representatives is an 

indication that they are going to assist us to become rich, t
and powerful, and numerous, and to extend our commerce a

" Least of aIl shall we ever assist tl em to become numerous, rich and
powerful."

And, therefore, if the people of the United States have in.
vited as to take a certain course of action, it is not to make
us numerous, rich or powerful, but rather because they do
not oelieve it will result in making us numerous, rich or
powerful, but will rather have the opposite effect-

" We invite them cordially to share with us the destiny of the conti-
nent,--"
Not unrestricted reciprocity, observe-
-" to share with us its greatness and its glory, as, historically, they
have a right to do, and should be proud of doing; but, if they foolishly
decline our invitation, and uudertake to rival us and imperil us by an
alien development, then must they look for no help from us, for we shall
certainly not help them at ail, and we shall as certainly oppose their
progress to the fullest extent of our power. And this we shall do in the
nterest of liberty and of mankind, for lie must be a fool who thinks that
two reat rival powers can exist side by aide in peace upon this conti-
nent.'
I hope that this is not a feeling shared in by the majority
of the people of the United States. I hope that they, in
common with the majority of people of Canada, believe
that it is possible for two great rival powers-if by irival
powers you understand simply those who are living under
different flags-can live side by side peacefully, progres-
sively, becoming richer and more prosperous. I cited those
extracts to show and to insist upon the idea that, if that
voices the sentiment of the people of Ibe United States,
they are not disposed-not because of any hatre I to us, but
from a feeling ot patriotism to their own country, and be-
cause they believe it would be of advantage to them to have
us united with them-to see us become ricih or prosperous
unless we do so under those relations with them to which
reference is made. Let us see for a moment, speaking for
the people of the Maritime Provinces more particularly,
whether the people of those Provinces can be deluded
by the argument of hon. gentlemen opposite that the
change which they advocate will so very much benefit their
trade and commerce. Let us take for example the States
in the American Union which would more pioporly corre-
spond in their geographical po-ition with the Maritime
Provinces. Lot us take the New England States, and I
will use a few figures to show that the people of the
Mai itime Provinces have made greater progre-s than the
people of Maine, Massachuseuts, New IHampsbire and
Vermont, the New England States which are contiguous to
ui. Surely those hon. gentle non who have used these
arguments to-day, and before, will not say that these four
States have not had the full advantage of this free trade of
which they spolke this aftornoon, that they have not had
the trade with these sixty millions of people, that they have
not had the full benefit of having wiped away what they
choose to call the imaginary line of customs boundaries. In
1870 Maine bad a population of 626,915, and ton years after,
in 188), it had a population of 648,936. I invite particular
attention of hon. gentlemen who have been impressed with
the great importance of the United States enjoying all the
priviloges of a market of sixty millions of people and of the
constitutioa which they possess, to the fact that during
those ton years the State of Maine, which is the nearest to
the Province of New Brunswick, only increased by 3-5 per
cent., while New Brunswick during the same period- that
is from 1871 to 1881-incroased 12-4 per cent. Yet we
were hampered during that time with all the great evils
which have been dilated upon by bon. gentlemen on the
other side of' the House. Thon, Massachusetts, including
the large city of Boston, it is true made more progress than
we did, but, taking the large city of Boston out, they made
less progress than we did. In New Hampshire during
those ten years there was an increase of only 9 per cent.,
and in Vermont an increase of not 1 per cent.; while
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Prince Edward Island increased by a little over 15 per
cent., Nova Scotia by more than 13 per cent., New Bruns-
wick by more than 12 per cent., and Quebec by 14 per
cent.-those being the four Provinces bordering on the
New England States. How do we account for that ? If
those hon. gentlemen wish to convince the people of the
Maritime Provinces and the people of the Province of
Quebec by their arguments, they must first show us how it
is that these people, being nearer to these States of the
Union than the other Provinces, have prospered more
rapidly than they have. This also shows that, while great
complaints are being made that the exodus bas assumed
alarming proportions in the Maritime Provinces, reason
must be given for the small increase of population in the
four States of which I have spoken, or rather for the de.
crease in their population. It must be a decrease, because
I know that a large proportion of the exodus from the
Province of New Brunswick settled in those very States
which have not increased altogether more than I bave
stated, which shows conclusively that the exodus from
those States must have been immensely larger than that
from the Maritime Provinces. It may be true that the ex-
odus from those States was to some portion of thoir own
domain, but the fact romains that those States did not
make more progress than I have pointed out. I have
spoken of them separately, but, grouping the four States
together, aLd grouping the four Provinces together, we find
that in twenty years, trom 1860 to 1880, the percentage of
increase in the population of Quebec, New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island was 25-6 per cent., while
the increase of the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Ver.
mont and Massachusetts was only 24-4 per cent.; and that
notwithstaLding that they had all the advantages which
could be derived from this spirit of activity and enterprise,
this judicious and wise expenaiture of money, and this great
market of 60,000,000 people in the United States to which
hon. gentlemen have referred. With all these great advan-
tages I say, Sir, if you give us no more advantages than they
had we cannot expect our progress to be greater than the
progress of those States; on the other hand they must limit
those advantages to a greater extent than they would to
their own people.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What period was that in ?
Mr. LANDRY. The last was between 1860 and 1880.
Mr. LANDERKIN. That was the period of free trade in

this country.

Mr. LANDRY. I have cited the figures also from 1870
to 1880 after the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Where did the hon. gentleman get
the statistics to 1880 concerning the Maritime Provinces ?

Mr. LANDRY. To 1881. I have taken them from the
latest figures given. I have told the hon. gentleman that
the figures I took for the Maritime Provinces were from
1871 to 1881, and those that I took from those States were
from 1870 to 1880.

Mr. LANDERKIN. We only had protec .ion two years
during that period.

Mr. LAN DRY. But the American Union had protection
for a longer time, and they had the same home mai ket.
.My bon. friend can try and demonstrate that, if he wishes,
by and by, but I do not think he wili be able to do it to
the satisfaction of people who look into both sides of the
question. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will cite one or two senti-
ments as samples of what bas been going the rounds of the
prees of the American Union during the last few years, in
regard te Canada. Not very long ago the New York Tribune
had the lollowing : -

" If commercial union is so urgent a necessity for Canada that annex-
ation wil inevitably ensue if the tariff barrier are not thrown down
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why should the favor be granted for which the Provinces are clamor.
ing ? Why should a future annexation movement be obstructed by pre-
mature concession of commercial privileges."

Now, Sir, there would be the same thing again, in my
opinion, if we were to approach the United States unduly.
If they made a bargain with us at all, it appears to me they
could not lose sight of that grand policy that they have
always in view, namely : Will this tend to advance the idea
we have in view, of getting the Canadian people to sue for
union with us. Another citation is from the New York
Sun:

" Canada must come into the Union or starve out in the cold."

The Philadelphia American says :
" The days of the Dominion are numbered."

I think that will be sufficient for the present to show the
tone of some of the important newspapers in the United
States who represent public opinion. When we find papers
of so much influence asserting these things, where do they
get them ? I venture to say they have not sent emissaries
to Canada for the purpose of finding out the feelings of our
people as to whether we "must go into the Union or starve
out in the cold " ; I venture to say they have not sent mon
of independent minds for the purpose of studying the his-
tory of Canada, its resources, its capabilities, its finances,
its debt, and the progress this country has made since Con-
federation, for the purpose of forming an unbiased opinion
on the question. Sir, these newspapers have taken their
inspiration from the speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite.
They have cited the statements made upon the platform
and in the press of this country, al crying down the Dom-
inion of Canada as a country to live in, statements made,
not with a view, perhaps, of hurting the country, but with
a view of hurting the Govern ment. Well Sir, I am not the
only one who condemn such language of the hon. gentle-
men opposite. I will read to you the opinion of a good
Liberal journal, printed in New Brunswick, the St. John
Telegraph:

" These absurd impressions are gathered from the little annexationist
clique in Canada, whose feeble attempt to belittle and disparage this
country fall upon willing ears on the other aide of the lUne."

That is what 1 have said, and the St. John Telegraph, that
has beei for years fighting the battles of the Roform party,
has come to the same conclusion. It goes on to say:

" But why should Canada starve? We have the great wheat fields of
Ontario and Manitoba, the vast herd-producing plains of the North-
West, and the lertile valleys, uplands and marahes of the Maritime
Provinces, whIch are capable of furnishing bread to a population equal
to that of the Republic. Or why should we be cold with our illimitaible
forests to furnish fuel, and with the great coal fields of Nova Scotia,
the North-West and British Columbia ?

It appears to me that if hon. gentlemen opposite will not
take those sentiments from us because we are too ready to
cry up the old flag, and to raise the cry of loyalty, I think
they will accept the opinions of one of the ablest of their
own organs, as to the impression which their speeches are
making upon the American people. Then it says further:

" Nor are we hungering for the Republican system of Goverment. We
could have had it long ago bad we so chosen. But a hundred and ten
years ago we rejected it. Ninety years ago we again, l the most
solemn manner affirmed our choice of a monarchial constitution. And
to-day we are neither hungering nor striving for Washington rule.
The Dominion will not fall to pieces yet a while, and the stability of
the Republic has no guarantee of perpetuity. It has stood a hundred
years. so have our St. John charter and our provincial institutions In
all that time our coast has not been blockaded, and we have been quite
able to repel such feeble attempts at invasion as have fallen to our lot.
Our history is Bo far clean of slavery records, Mason and Slidded 1sur-
renders, and the assassination.of presidents. We are not striving for
the honor of adding such incidents to our national annale. In fact
Canada is in no sense a starving country, and the sooner our neighbors
realise the fact the earlier we shal be able to congratulate them on
their returning common sense."

Now, Sir, I myself, perhaps, would not be prepared to use
such strong language as has been used by this journal,
although there may be a great deal of truth in ft. I Wili
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merely remark, not that the sooner our neighbore realise
these facts that are related here, the botter, but the sooner!
the wbole people of this Dominion realise these facts, and to
such an extent that they will reach their ropresentatives
also to realise these facts, and to express them, both in the
louse of Commons and on the hustings, the better it will
be for the people of this wide Dominion, Sir, when we speak
of the people of Canada being on the brink of starvation, it
seems to me that we do not take into account the immense
progress that has been made by this Dominion since Confed.
eration, or even the immense progress that was made before
Confederation. but particularly since. We need Lot speak
of it in this louse; there is not an hon. gentleman who if
ho will sit down and look into the matter carefully will not
admit that the progress of the Dominion since Confedera-
tion has been far beyond the expectation ofeven the fathers
of Confederation when they pictured out in glowing terms
what our future would bo. I have no doubt that our progress
is marked by almost every event that has taken place
as it bas been marked by public works. But our people
alone do not reoognise the great progress we have
been maki-g ; it has been appreciated, I will not say to
its full extent, but it has been appreciated and is being
appreciated by the mother land much more so than
formerly, and by foreign nations besides. Take the United
States themselves: Within the last three or four years the
American people have appreciated, even more thai one
balf of Opposition friends, the greatness of this country ar d
the vast progress we have made. It is highly flattering to
us, notwithstanding the disparaging terms used in some of
their journals, and sonetimes on the public platform, that
so powerful a country as the United States should utilise
our politics to the extent they do, even in running their
presidential election. It is gratifying to us that they use
this country so largely in the discussion of their publie
affairs, and they do this because we have forced them to
the conclusion, not that we are menacing them as a rival
power on their borders, but we are menacing them in a
friendly manner in the way of commercial extension and
general prosperity. I was surprised to hear the other day
an expression used by an hon. gentleman opposite when he
was trying to make a point-I do not know against whom
he was trying to make a point-who said we loved Canada
botter than England, and the expression was cheered
to the euho by hon. gentlemen on the other side of
the House. It struck me at the time to ask why
should that expression be so cheered. There has been no
reason to force us to make a choice between our love for
Canada and our love for the old country. Nothing has as
yet been done by the mother country or by ourselves to
force the choice as to which we like best. 1 have no doubt
that should the time ever eome that England would force
upon us the choice, it would be time enough for us to make
the choice. But the time was not so very long ago when
the thirteen American colonies severed their allegiance
from England, and when hundreds and thousands of people
left that country for the purpose of coming under the flag of
England. They did not proclaim, we love the thirteen
colonies botter than England, but they proclaimed they loved
England botter than their homes, heritage, everything, and
therefore, loving England, botter, they left their lands and
emigrated to a country where they could still be under the
old flag. I believe the descendants of these people were
proud of their ancestors who left the United States and
came to the Maritime Provinces, and at a recent anniversary
of that occasion they were proud to have the most eloquent
orators to dilate on the subject and to excite enthusiasm
and patriotism in the hearts of the people assembled to hear
them, and to take great credit for having shown so much
loyalty and patriotism. I do not think we are called
upon to deelare that we like Canada better than we like
England. If to-day we were driven to the choice ; if the

same thing was to happen, that unfortunately Canada was
to sever her allegiance with England, we would find a large
number of people of this Dominion who would do the same
as the loyalists did and refuse to declare that they loved
Canada better than England and would leave Canada, and
if they could find a country that afforded as much promise
as this country did at the time the loyalists came over and
jined it, they would go there to be again under the old fIag.
Believing that, I do no hesitate to say that I do not think
we are called upon to make expression o7 our choice in Par-
liament. Why, I see among thoseo who joined in the ap-
plause representatives of the very constituencies where
speakers dilated on the glories of the loyalist anniversary
ofthe landing of the Loyalists in this country, and it a ppeared
to me to be a direct contradiction of the sentiment that has
been expressed by the most eloquent mon that could ho ob-
tained for that anniversary. One hon. gentleman, during
this discussion, said that what thoy were asking was in the
interests of the farmers. In this House the farmer occupies
a very large place indeed in the hearts of the represen-
tatives, and h bhas occupied a very large place in
everything that influences the welfare of the Dominion
and ho occupies a very prominent place when a
member has to go back to bis constituents to seek re-
election, and of course we are all desirous to have them at
our backs. But when we hear hon, gentlemen proposing
unlimited reciprocity as in the interests of the farmers and
of this country, 1 ask the farmers, before they decide in re-
gard to the subject, to look calmly into the question and
not be led away with the idea that because they are in a
bad position and suffering under the heavy burdens of tax-
ation, and the allegation is mado that money is being taken
out of their pocket for the purpose of putting it into the
pockets of rich monopolists, but look deeply into this
question and sec how their condition would be improved by
having the American market open to them and our market
open to the Americans. We remen ber how it was estab-
lished at the time the National Policy was inaugurated,
and how the farmers took hold of tho point, that our mar-
ket had become a slaughter markot for the Americans; and
if it was established ther, we need only repeat that the
same condition of things would recur and that our markets
would again become a slaughter market for the Americans,
and in return our farmers would not obtain the extended
market to which hon. gentlemen opposite have alluded.
I do net like to weary the House with figures, and I do not
trouble the House often, but before concluding I desire to
adduce a few statistics with respect to the construction of
railways in the Dominion. The time of the House and the
Committees is more largely taken up with considering the
subject of railway construction and with granting charters
to railway companies than almost anything else. In 1868
we had only 2,52S miles of railway in the country. In 1887
it had risen to 12,292. Surely that afforded proof of the
great progress that had been made. The population per
mile of railway in different countries is as follows:-Great
Britain 1,930, Germany 2,0f5, France 2,110, Italy 5,000,
Belgium 2,102, Holland 3,400, Russia 5,965, Canada 495.
It is true that the United States is equally advantageously
situated, for the number there is 417. The number of pas-
sengers carried in Canada for 1875 was 5,190,416; in 1887,
10,685,508. Tons carried, 1876, 6,331,759 ; i887, 16,367,987
tons. The earnings in 1876 were nineteen millions ard
some hundred thousand dollars, wbile in 1857 the earnings
were thirty-eight millions or nearly thirty-nine millions of
dollars. These figures alone show the great progress that has
been made in railway development. I need not quote any
more figures to prove the great progress made by railways
in this country, for ail I have to do is to ask the people of
the Maritime Provinces-i bave not the same know-
ledge of the progress made in the other Provinces,
so far as railways are concerned-and the people of New
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Brunswick and Nova Scotia can tell us of the progress
that has been made in railways among them. Outside
of the fact that we have the Irtercolonial Railway frDm
one end to the other of the Province of New Brunswick,
and nearly from one end to the other of the Province of
Nova Scotia, although not to such an extent as in New
Brunswick, there is not a county through which the Inter-
colonial Railway passes, but bas one or more branches of
railways through that county to the seaboard. Take Res.
tigouche and you find a branch from the Intercolonial
Railway to the seaboard; in Northumberland you find as
many as three railways; in Gloucester you find some 60
mile4 of railway to the seal oar1l ; in Kent you find two
branch railwayq, and in Westmorland you find another
branich. All through the Province of New Brunswick you
find these branches and this railway development. And
these things have happened since when ? Since relatively
a very recent period; and ail these things have happened
how? By the aid of this Dominion to a very large extent,
and by the aid of local subsidies. By the enterprise of the
people of this Dominion, headed by the Government of the
people of this country. What do we want with these rail-
ways if it is not to provide for the rapid growth of our in-
duttries and for the purpose of transferring either our
manufactured goods or the products of our soil. Having
dwelt upon that I will ask this House to consider for a
moment-but possibly I am asking them loo much as they
have probably considered it before, and they may think
me presumptuous for asking therm now-but at any rate I
will ask the people of this country to consider for a moment
what is the resolution that bas been presented to us by the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright).
Let me ask the indulgence of the House to read this resolu-
tion over once more :

" That in the present condition of affairs, and in view of the recent
action of the House of Representatives of the United States, it is expe-
dient that stens should be taken to ascertain on what terms and condi-
tions arrangements can be affected with the United States for the pur-
pose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade therewith."

Now, Sir, the conclusion of this is that it is expedient for us
to take steps to negotiate for the purpose of ascertaining on
what conditions we can secure full and unrestricted recipro-
city with the United States. What are the reasons given
for this resolution by the bon. gentleman who bas no doubt
made a study of the subject and whose large intelligence
and wide knowledge of publie affairs would have given him
full authority to draw out a resolution of this kind even
without any effort further than to draw from his own re-
sources and his own experience. fie says "in the present
condition of affairs," but bas he pointed out why, "in the
present condition of affairs," this is necessary, unless it is
the condition I have been trying to combat and which has
been advanced by the gentlemen on the other side of the
House, namely, the present bad condition of affairs as they
say. There could be no other reason for it. But we are not
in a bad condition of affairs, we are not in a position that it
is incumbent upon us to look for any particular remedy
to get out of the position in which we are. I say that our
position to-day i sufficiently good, I say that our po-
sition to-day is su ciently promising, I say that our posi-
tion is sufficiently secure and that it is not necessary for us
to look about everywhere for the purpose of getting some
remedy from the evils under which we are said by hon.
gentlemen opposite to be suffering. We are not suffering
under any evils that we are not competent within ourselves
to remedy, and we are not suffering from any grievance
that this Parliament cannot remedy. Why, Sir, where are the
grievances and where are the complaints made to the
House of Commons ? Where are the petitions ; the usual
mode of transferring to this House of Commons the grie-
vances and the evils under which the people suffer. There
are none. It is true we have the voice of some of the re-
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presentatives in this House, but they represent a minority
of the people, and in my opinion in the utterances which
they give vent to into this House, they represent but a
small minority of the people who voted for them. What
strikes me very forcibly in this resolutiop is that the hon.
gentleman gives as a.reason why we should have recourse
to this " the recent action of the House of Representatives."
Have bon. gentlemen noted what that recent action of the
House of Representatives is when they tell us that it is in.
cumbent upon us immediately Io ask the American people
to give us unrestricted reciprocity ? Is it because within the
last few days, the United States have emphatically and
in a way which is the most solemn and binding upon the
people, by the voice of their representatives in Congress,
said that they do not want to give unrestricted reciprocity
to us? They have said they want to give us something else
which hon. gentlemen opposite had nursed for a while but
which they rejected as something they did not want. Hon.
gentlemen opposite take the ground because the people of
the United States have offered us something we do not want,
that it is the proper time to go to them and ask them for
that which they refuse to give us. It appears to me that
if there was an inopportune time for this, it is the present
time. If it is desirable that we should get this Reciprocity
Treaty, the proper time for us to go is when these gentle-
men instead of having offered us unrestricted reciprocity
have their minds bent on giving us commercial union which
the people of this country bave repudiated and which hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House after having
nursed threw to one side like a soiled glove. If we did
want unrestricted reciprocity it would be for us to wait
until the anxiety of the American people had passed away
to give us this commercial union. I will read, not for the
benefit of this Hlouse who know it already, but because I
desire it to go with the observations I have made, the
joint resolution introduced by Mr. Hitt in the House of
Representatives. It is :

" Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States of America in Congress assembled, That whenever it shall be
duîy certified to the President of the United States that the Government
of the Dominion of Canada has declared a desire to establish commer-
cial union with the United States, having a uniform revenue bystem,
like internal taxes to be collected, and like import duties to be imposed
on articles brought into either country from other nations. with no duties
upon trade between the United States and Canada, b- sb'ill appoint
three commiEsoners to meet those who may be likewise ctesignated to
represent the Government of Canada, to prepare a plan for the assimila-
tion of the import duties and internal revenue taxes of the two coun-
tries, and an equitable division of receipts, in a commercial union ; and
said Oommissiouers shall report to the President, who shall lay the
report before Congress."

Now, Sir, it appears to me from this that the most inoppor-
tune time we could select even if we desired to have unre-
stricted reciprocity, is the presen t time. When the resolu-
tion of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) was presented in this House I had not read the
resolution introduced by Mr. Hitt in the House of Repre-
sentatives, but I fancied that there must have been some-
thing in it on the line of the reolution we are now discussing.
My surprise was great when I found that Mr. Hitt's resolu-
tion was exactly the opposite to this and that it offered us,
what, as I have already stated, has been rejected by hon.
gentlemen opposite. My greatest surprise however was
when I discovered by whom this resolution was introduced
to this House. I thought I remembered when the hon, gen-
tleman who introduced the resolution was with his party in
power in this country. I remember that in speaking of the
desirability of obtaining with the United States a more ex-
tended trade relation, that hon. gentleman had enun-
ciated the sentiment that in order to get that, we should not
say we were anxious to get it. I had heard of a speech he
delivered in Prince Edward Island in which he said the way
we would be least likely to achieve whatt we desired was tO
show ourselves too anxious for it ; and believing that he WaB
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sincere when he uttered those sentiments, and that )is oj ct
to-day was what it was thon, I was surprised that the hon.
gentleman should have been first to show bis anxiety by
moving the resolution which ho has done in the House and
which he is making exertions to get his friends to support.
Now, air, I am done. I would simply repeat what I have
said, that looking at our condition to-day as a representa.
tive of one of the most important constituencies in this
Dominion, I cannot myself come to the conclusion that our
position is such that we require to look for any great
remedy to relieve us from the evils under which we are
suffering. I do not believe we are suffering under sncb
great evils. I think they are greatly magnified by hon.
gentlemen opposite for the purpose of creating in the minds
of the people of this country some discontent in order that
Ihey may benefit from it when the time comes for making a
cboice between the two parties. But we have thisgreat satis.
faction, that though these are the same arguments which they
have used in the last six or seven years, and that this is the
same tune that has been harped upon before the people of
this country, we know that every instance in which the
people have been appealed to when their verdict would
have determined the position of parties in this House, they
have always been in favor of the wise policy that has been
pursued by the present Parliament, ard not the policy
advocated by hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House.

Mr. PERRY. At this advanced stage of the debate on
this very important question, I do not intend to trouble the
House with very lengthy remarks. There is one thing
certain, I do not intend to travel over E!igland, France and
Australia, nor over Germany, Russia or Austria; I will
try to hold myself within this great Dominion of ours. 1
nust say that the debate on both sides of the louse has
been very moderato, very instructive, and much to the
point. HIowever, I was surprise to hear the remarks made
by the last bon. gentleman who has spoken (Mr. Landry).
1 thought that bon. gentleman represented a large number
of faimers, fishermen and laborers, but ho has certainly not
to my mind made such a speech as would warrant me in
coming to the conclusion that ho is representing either the
farmers or the fishermen of New Brunswick, and much less
those of Prince Edward I-land, wbere I come from. The
hon. gentleman is a very fluent speaker, and no doubt he
Las spoken very nicely and with satisiaction to hi mself and
his friends; but, Sir, in all his ingenuity and narrowness,
he has endeavored to run down the great nation across the
lino, to show that the Dominion ought to have no trade
with the United States, but that we are able to rely upon
our own resources without bidding the time of day to
the people of the United States. Sir, he would lead the
people of Canada to believe that we have no right to cross
the lino or to associate with the American people. I am
sorry ho did not give this salutaty advice before the Gov-
ernment spent a million of the money of the taxpayers of
Canada to build railways in the United States. The hon.
gentleman told us of the great progress the Dominion
bas made under the maladministration of the presont Gov-
ernment. Well, all I have to say is that the greatest pro-
gresa the Djmiiion of Canada Las made in the last ton
years has been in rolling up a large national debt; she has
progressed well in that re@pect, but not otherwise. One
would think from the speech delivered by my hon. friend
that bis own constituents had no market at all to find in
the United States. We might suppose that they could seli
all their potatoes, all their eggs, ail their oats, if they have
any, all their hay, and all their fresh salmon, their smelts,
thoir trout, their oysters, their lobsters, and every article
they have to sell, to Ontario, Quebec and British Columbia;
and when millions are paid out to encourage a line of
steamers to run from Vancouver and China and elsewhere,

73

I suppose he expecta that those articles will find their way
to those countries. Well, Sir, it will be amusing to the
House and a piece of information to the hon. gentleman's
constituents, to bo told that the people ho represents have no
other market in the world outside of what they find in the
United States. I will read from a paper whose statenents I
believe the hon. gentleman dare notquestion. It is published
at Shediac, and is called the JMoniteur Acadien. I believe my
hon. friend is the father of that paper, and is ready to swear
to almost every word it contains. Now, what does it say ?
We find that last year, from the port of Shediac, not very
far from where my hon. friend lives, they have shipped to
England not one cent's worth of farm produce, not one
cent's worth of hay, not one cent's worth of potatoes, not
one cent's worth of lobsters, mackerel, or fish of any kind,
or fish oil. I find that they shipped to Bermuda 85,979
worth, and to French St. Peters $600 worth; and a little
further on I find that the hard-working, honest people of
that county, those poor people who are over-burdened with
taxes, who my hon. friend says pay no taxes, have had to
ship and sell to that nasty country last year, to that coun-
try with whom we ought to have no dealing, to that coun-
try which is composed of very ugly people, wbo should be
kept altogether outside cf our trade, 12,682 bushels of pota-
toos, 111,142 dozens of egge, 201.575, lbs. of smelt, 16,320
Ibs. of fresh salmon, 18,864 1ba. of lobsters and 13,994 lbs. of
mackerel, besides undries, in all $37,688 wortb. Now
these are all the exports from the port of Shediac for the
last year, as accounted for in this document; and in this
document England and ail the other parts of the world.
FiaLce, Italy, Germany, Spain and ail the rest, did not buy
one cent's worth from the hon, gentleman's constituents,
but the whole of their exports went to the United States. Still
the hon gentleman is prepared to shut that market ont
altogether. He says we have no right to go on our knees
and ask the American people to negotiate unrestricted
reciprocity with us. Well, who are going on their knees ?
Why, the present Government in 1879 went on thoir knees;
and worse than that, if they prayed on their knees thoy
prayed like a parcel of hypocrites, because they did not
mean to carry out what they Lad made the law of the land.
The leader cf the Government hal caused a law to be
passed which provided that as soon as the United States
would allow certain articles, the natural produats of Canada,
into the United States free of duty, we would allow corres-
ponding articles from the United States into Canada free of
duty. Well, last year, I remember quite well when this
House was in Session, the Government got a little rap over
the knuckles by the Amorican Government, and under
pressure allowed certain articles of natural products of the
United States free of duty into Canada in response to a
similar action on the part of the United States with regard
to our products. But, no sooner did our Government take
that course than a horde of these fruitgrowers from On tario
-no doubt, ail Tories-came down, and asked the Govern-
ment to re-impose the duty on American fruit. The
Government replied: No, we cannot do that, but we wili
impose a duty on the baskets; and from that day
out they were known in Prince Edward Island as
the Government of the Peach Basket Policy. As I
said a moment ago, I do not believe that my hon. friend
bas made his speech for the farmers of New Brunswick.
He Las not made his speech for the farmers of Nova Scotia
or Prince Edward Island, but ho Las made a speech no
doubt to suit himself and the Government, and in ail prob-
ability, if ail were known, that hon.gentleman expectsvery
soon to get clear of politics. At all events, ho is not farm-
ing, I believe. The question of reciprocity is no new ques-
tion in Prince Edward Island. In 1854 Prince Edward
Island was a seperate colony, and in that year we obtained
the great boon of free trade with the United States. That
treaty was abregated by the Americans in 1866. It may
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be asked, why did they abrogate It ? If yo take up the f
statistica you will flnd that during the existence of that|s
treaty, our exports to the United States were five hundred 1
per cent. greater than our importe from them, and the -
Americans, who are an astute people. having access to ourc
Trade and Navigation Returns, and finding out that thei
balance of trade was so much against them, no doubt de-j
cided to abrogate the treaty, and they may have been(
also impelled to some extent to do tiis by the feeling of
hostility which grew out of the conduct and sympathy of
the Canadian people during the American war. The year
after the Reciprocity Treaty between Prince Sdward Island
and the United States was abrogated, I find that Sir
Robert Hodgson, who was then administering the Govern-
ment of Prince Edward Island, said in a speech at the
opening of Parliament:

"Since the close of your last Session a visit was paid to the colony
by a committee of the Congrese of the United States. The object of
their mission was to obtain information in connection with the subject
of reciprocal trade between this islaed and the United States. A
report of memb)rs of the ExecutiveCouncine relation to ths natter,
addressed to Hie Honor the Lieutenant Governor, will be laid before
you, together with communications on the same subject which have
Psed between the Local Government and Her Majesty's Secretary of

State for the Colonies."t

This shows plainly that the people of Prince Edward Island1
were thon quite alive to the great boon wbich they had1
enjoyed commercially under the Reciprocity Treaty with
the United States, Well, a committee of three gentlemen
was sent to Prince Edward Island by Congress to offer free
trade. The offer was made, based upon the sane principle
as that on which the Treaty of 1854 was based, and that
offer was approved of by ail the members of the Executivei
Council of Prince Edward Island. It was approved of by1
Joseph Hensley, who was thon Premier, Robert P. Hay-i
thorne, now one of the Senators here, W. W. Lord, George'
W. Howland another Senator-and I hope ho is still of the
same mind-H. .1. Calibeck, Alexander Laird anI A. A. qo
1)onald. Theseoffers were endorsed and ace- pted by the peo-
ple of Prince Edward Island, through the mumbers of their
Executivo Counil. I want to show the House that during
the year 1887, the most of our exports of certain articles,
such as hor-es, sheep, cattle, poultry, eggs, bides, coal,
gypsum, wool, barley, went to the United States; and if
the United States market had been closed against the
farmers of the Dominion, as far as these articles are con-
cerned, I would like to know where else they would have
sold them. I find bore that during the year 1887 we sent
altogether from Canada 18,777 horses, and to the Uniterf
States of that number we exported 18,225 horses, or vory
nearly the whole amount. Of sheep we exported altogether
443,000 head, of which the Americans took 363,000. Of
cattle we exported 116,000 head, and of that quantity 45,000
head went to the States. Of poltry we exported $107,000
worth, of which 899,000 worih went to i1he United States.
Of eggs we exported $1,825.000 worth, the whole of which
went to the United Stat es. Of bides we exported altogether
8693,000 worth, and $113,000 worth went to the United
States. Of coal we exported 527,000 tons, of which
494,000 tons went to the United States. Of gypsurn we
exported 140,000 tons, the whole of which the United
States took. Of wool we exported 1,416,000 lbs., and of
that quantity 1,300 000 lbs. went to the United States. Of
barley we exported 456,000 bushels, the whole of which
went to the United States. Now, if the advice of my hon.
friend from Kent (lir. Landry) had been adopted by the
people of Canada, they would have closed the market
for al these articles I have mentioned, the most of which
were exported to the United States. There are a great
many other articles which are not mentioned in this; for
instance, the article of mackerel. We know very well that
the Atlantic Provinces export large quantities of mackerel,
and to what market should they go? I would ask my hon.
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friend from Kent (Mtr. Landry) that question. They must
sell them in the United States market. I know a dealer in
Tignish where I live, who sent several barrels to Ottawa,
to see how they would go, in òrder to get rid of this
obnoxious specific duty of 82 a barrel. He kept them here
in this city for two months, and in that time, how many
mackerel do you think ho had sold ? He had sold the large
quantity of ton mackerel, aud ho had to cooper bis barrels
again and send thom to Chicago, and pay the $2 a barrel
duty, and sell thom there in the Arnerican market. My
hon. friend wants to close up this market. He says we have
no need of the Ameican market, because we can have an
inter-provincial trade. I will show you what is tho benefit
of the inter-provincial trade which the Government created
of late years. They have endeavored to force a trade from
Nova Scotia up here to these Provinces in coat. What is
the resuit ? They are carrying coal from Sï ring Hill in
Nova Scotia to Quebec at the rate of 822 per carload
on the Intercolonial Railwav, and they are charging
820 for a carload of lumber friom Bthur.t to St. John.
The distance from Spring Hill to Qaebec is aboat 600
miles, and the distance from Bathurst to St. John is 214
miles. My hon. friend the member for Kent (&fr.
Landry) allows his constituents to be robbed by the In.
tercolonial Railway charging two-thirds more for freight
than the people of Nova Scotia are charged for coal from
Spring Hill to Quebec. The members for Gloucester and
for Restigouche have not raised their voice against this
wrong any more than the member for Kent, and they have
chosen to bolster up a set of petty industries in the lower
part of Nova Sootia, while their own Province was being
unfairly dealt with. If the same policy was carried *bat all
through, instead of the charge on lu-nber being 82) per
carload from Bathurst to St John, it sbould be oý dy $6.20.
That part of Nova Scotia bas to be well looked after. The
Counties of Cumberland, Picton and C tchester c.nrot be
neelected. Triey must be looked after very closely. l
1890, we will have to pay our share of the $5,000,000 re-
quired for that great scheme, the Chigneuto R±ilwy, which
is shortly to be built, and the Goverument d d not blu:h to
vote that money, thongb, when they were bound to carry
out the terms of Union with Prince Edward IsLnd, they
did not thiuk fit to do so, becau-e Prince edwaird blrand did
not chooso te send membe-s to support the pre.aenL Gov-
ernment. In Sir John Malcdonald's letter, which was
written just previous to the election, hoesaid that the plans
and specifications were very easy to get for the subway, and
that, when those plans were got, ho hoped the wo;k wojuid
be carried out.

Mr. MITCHELL. That was before the general elec-
tion ?

Mr. PERRY. Yes; just before the general election.
Then, Sir Charles Tupper sai1 ho spoke very plainly on the
platform on the day of the election-this was in a letter
addreswed to Mr. Forguson, the candidate of the Govern-
ment, in order to strengthen his influence. We find, also,
that a report of the engineers has been published, stating
that the subway is practicable, and that it eau be built, but
still the money is not voted. I have looked over the Estimates
carefully, and I do not see one cent voted to show that the
Government are going to cairy out their pledge in building
the subway or any other way. That is the manner in
whi3h Prince Ed ard Iiland is to be treatel. We will go
a little further and see the articles which are shippel to the
United States from Canaia and the duty which is paid on
them. I want this House to understand that, although we
have been told several times that the exporters of produce
to the United States do not pay the duty, they roally do,
and this will prove it. In 1887 9,137,717 bushels of barley
were sent to the United States, whiub paid a daty of 10
cents a bushe), or $913,771. In that year the American
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people produced in their own country 60,000,000 bushels of
barley. Therefore, the 9,000,000 bushels against the 60,-
000,000 could not command the price, and consequently the
exporter or grower of that barley in Canada had to pay the
duty. Again, in beans, we shipped that year 197,764 bushels
at 10 cents duty, and paid $20,660. Of peas, we shipped
405,35S bushels at 20 cente, upon which we paid $66,268.
Of wheat, we exported 341,508 bushels at 20 cents a bushel,and the duty paid was $60,300; but the United States pro-
duced that year 459,000,000 bushels of wheat, and, there-
fore, our few bushels of wheat could not command the
price. Of potatoes, we shipped 1,Z76,809 bushels at 15
cents duty, and paid $191,521. The American people grew
in that year 169,458,539 bushels of potatoes. Therefore,
our potatoes did not regalate the market in the United
States. Of hay, we exported 69,450 tons at $2 a ton duty,
and 8138,90O was paid that year. Of horses, we exported
18,255, at 20 per cent., the duty paid being $412,867; but
the price of those horses could not be regulated by our ex-
port, because the United States that year had of their own
horses 10,357,488. Yet my hon. friend from Kent (Mr.
Landry) says the American pople are a poor people, that
they are not a progressive people, that they are not a go-
a-head people, that their population is diminishing. Iftthat
is so, how is it that, while we are trying to make a country
of Canada, we have a population of less than five millions,
while they have a population of sixty-five millions, and,
when you compare their products with ours, you must
conclude that they are a great and a growing people.
Of cattie in the same year we exported to the Uniited States
45,765 head at 20 per cent, and we paid duty on them to
the amount of $177,551. The United States turned out in
that year 35,192,074. Of sheep we sent to the States
363,046 at 20 per cent., upon which we paid $194,896 duty.
But the American people raised that year 35,192,074 head
of sheep. Now of wool. We were told the other day by
some hon. gentlemen that we would find a home consump.
tion for our wool. The contiary is true, because in that year
we sent there 1,297,867 pounds at 10 cents per pound, on
which we paid in duty $129,796. During the year we paid in
the vicinity of two million dollars into the American trea-
sury on these few articles I have named. My hon. friend
from Kent (Mr. Landry) is quite willing to allow the
United States to bleed our farmers in this way, he does not
care so long as they vote right. But I cannot see it in that
light, and I think his constituents cannot see it in the same
light'either. I do not mean to say that the people of
Canada cannot live without the United States. I am one
who believes that the Dominion of Canada can live without
the United States; but I say that if you remove the bar-
riers, if you tour down the Chinese wall which the present
Government bas bailt between the two countries and
give us unrestricted reciprocity with the American
people, we would be 30 per cent., yes, 40 per cent. better
off than we are now. People may say that the day will not
come. lon. gentlemen opposite may try to frighten the
people and try to make them believe that Imperial Federa-
tion is better. But they might as well try to stop the tide
from rising with a pitchfork as to try to stop the day
coming when we are going to have unrestricted reciprocity
with the United States. I am not a prophet nor the son of
a prophet, but I think I can safely make these statements.
I think that day will soon arrive, although not while the
present Government are in power, because their policy is
one of * to-morrow," and that is the way ail the time. It
is a policy of protection, in tact it i almost a policy of pro
hibition. Fancy the idea of having this Chinese wall
between the great city of Boston and the great city of
Montreal. What would American people think if there
were a barrier between the great city of New York and the
great city of Chicago ? Fancy a Chinese wall betwveen

assachuasetts and Illinois-how would the people live r

Yet it would be mach handier for the people of Montreal to
reach Boston than for the people of New York to reach
Chicago; and I say it is just as unreasonable to raise a
Chinese watt between these two countries and expect thema to
prosper, as to expect these two states of the Union to pros.
per with a Chinese walt between them. The hon. member for
Kent also stated -and i thought it a very queer assertion-
that we would have better prices without rociprocity with
the Americans than we would have wîth it. I do not sec
how he expected gentlemen on this side of the House to
swallow that statement. Ie says that under unrestricted
reciprocity the farmers of Canada could not expect to get
as good prices as they have without it. Sir, I think I
have shown by the figures I have quoted that such is not
the case. When you consider the amount of duty being
paid, when you take 15 cents a bushel on potatoes, 10 cents
on barley, 10 cents on beans, 10 cents on peas, 20 per cent.
on horses, 20 per cent. on sheep, $2 per barrel on mackerel,
will that hon. gentleman stand up and tell me that he bc-
lieves the statement that ho has made ? Sir, that statement
was made, like a great many other statements wbich my
hon. friend made, without thinking of what he was
saying. It is impossible. When these barriers are taken
down a man will export his horses to the United States at
a price 20 per cent. better than he can do now, he will ex-
port his mackerel at $2 a barrel better than now, ho
will export his cattle 20 per cent. botter than now. Tho
Minister of Finance stated the other night that the
farmers paid duty. lie gave us a great pioce of informa-
tion, indeed, he told us that we paid no taxos. He told
us that he himself did not use tobacco, that he did not
drink whiskey and the poor farmers, he thought, might
do the same, and, therefore, they would not pay taxes.
Does he mean that the farmer, in order to pay no
tax, shall build their houses with logs, as they did fifty
or sixty years ago, with an old chimney place in the corner
and a bar of iron across the chimney upon which to hang a
kettle to bail the potatoes in, and I suppose they would not
have a goose to cook very often if my hon. friend could
have his way. Sir, my hon. friend is altogether wrong.
Why, he contradicted every word which the hon. member
for Kent bas uttered to-night. He said that the country
was prosperous, that the country was going abead. Sir, if
we are to go back to the years 1784 or 1824 to get an idea
of our prosperity, then we have not progressed, we have
retrograded. Does my hon. friend mean to say that the
farmers are not supposed to build a comfortable house ?
Does he mean to say that the farmer would use no nails in
building that house? Does ho mean to say that the Jarmer
will not have to pay a heavy duty on the two-pronged
fork, on the three-pronged fork, on the four-pronged fork,
on the shovel, on the spade, on the hoe, on the axe,
on the horse shoe, on the horse nails, on the iron
that mounts the truck waggon or the buggy, that
mounts the plough, the mowing machine, the reaping
machine, the horse rake, the harrow and everything cise ?
Why, Sir, I would not be done until to-morrow morning if i
were to repeat all the articles upon which the poor farmer
bas to pay this tax, which has been imposed upon him by
the present Government. I find that last year we have
imported $227,618 worth of flannel, upon which we paid
861,137 duty. Does my hon. friend mean to say that the
farmers of Canada have used none of that flannel? We have
imported $483,3z0 worth of' shirts, upon which we have
pLid i16,632 ln duty. Docs my hon, friend mean to say
that the poor farmers have not usod any of .these shirts ?
We imported in clothing 81,095,374 worth, upon which we
paid $_73,846 duty. Does my ho. friend mean to say that the
poor farmer, the poor fisherman, the poor laborer, the artisan,
the miner, have used none of these clothes? With what did
he clothe himseli, I would like to know? HRas he gone naked ?
Of hats and caps there were imported last year $1,291,627
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worth, upon wbich a duty was paid of 8322,907. Does the
hon. gentleman mean to say that the farmers, artisans and
fishermen should go without bats and caps ? I suppose they
should wear straw caubeens. We imported 4,862,043 pounds
of sugar on which a duty was paid of no less than 83,167,528.
Ia that not paying a duty with a vengeance ? It is about 75
per cent. duty paid by the poor farmers, artisans, miners
and fishermen. There is a large qnantity of molasses used
in the lower Provinces. The hon. gentleman forgot to state
the high duty paid on the article ; but i suppose the fisher.
men in his county do not use any molasses or the fishormen
in Nova Scotia; but hon. gentleman opposite will be able to
give them plenty of molasses on the eve of an election in
order to soothe them, and I have no doubt the hon. member
for Kent (Mr. Landry) is an expert in offering molasses.
We find that fish books, the materials to make the *1jiggers "
used to catch mackerel, fishermen's waterproof boots, the
knife used to eut the bait, the twine entering into the nets
and seines, the nails entering into the boats, the canvas
that goes te make the sails, the rope that rigs the boat, and
the iron that entera into the anchor and cable, all these
articles are very heavily taxed. And yet the Minister
of Finance tells us that these poor people are paying
no taxes. I am afraid the hon. gentleman himsolf is
paying no taxes; I believe he is not; in fact I believe
ho is more of a crag on the people than the amount of
money involved. When I allude to that, I refer to the
amount of his cab hire, which I say it is disgraceful for any
oountry to allow. I find we imported last year $164,000
worth of Bibles, upon which we paid $3,211 duty. I sup-
pose the Minister of Finance thinks the farmers do not read,
but they will read his speech, and I hope when the next
election comes they will read him ont of the House. Of
carpets there were imported $1,181,387 value, on which a
duty was paid of 8330,000. Are not poor people to be al-
lowed the privilege of having a carpet on their floors or are
they to have bare floors all the time? It appears to bethe
idea of hon. gentlemen opposite that poor people should
not improve, but it is not my idea. I should like to see
these poor people go ahead, I should like to see the farmers
prosperous and independent; and while I am proud that
there are a great many independent farmers in this
country, I hold that there would be 50 per cent.
more if they were not brought down by this miserable,
narrow-hearted policy of the present Govern ment, by which
they keep up this Chinese wall between this country and
the United States. The Government appear to think that
the country can be made prosperous by opening communi-
cation with China and Japan, South America and other
distant points when we have a market at our own doors,]
and all we have to do to obtain it is to take down the bar-
riers. I endorse every line in the resolution introduced by
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
and it will be endorsed by the people I have the honor to
represent and by the great majority of the people of the
lower Provinces; and I state in my place in Parliament
that any representative who speaks otherwise stultifies
himseolf and misrepresents the interests of these people.
What was the reason that Prince Edward Island in 1887
returned a solid phalanx of six members against the Gov-
ernment, not to support the Government as was asked by
the late Minister of Finance? I was the miserable narrow-
hearied policy of the prosent Government, and it was becaise
unrestricted reciprocity was brought before the people and
because they had had an experience from 1854 to 1866 of
the Reciprocity Treaty with the United States. I believe at
this time that if Prince E Iward Island were a separate colony
from the Dominion, less than three months would suffice
to negotiate a commercial treaty between the United States
and the island. I do not intend to detain the House longer,
but lot me repeat that the day is not far distant, in fact in
My opinion it is at hand, when we are going to have a
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change of Govern ment, and the people know that the sooner
we have it the botter. I have already stated that the
members representing Restigouche, Gloucester and Kent
have no right to sit here and allow the Government which
they support to charge their constituents for carrying their
lumber from Bathurst to St. John 200 per cent. more than
is charged for carrying coal fro n Spring Hill to Quebec.
They have a right to raise their voices against that
inustice, and if they fail to do so I raise my voice on their
bejhalf. I say the Government are doing wrong in this
matter, and they should cease for their own sake, and I
would warn them row to cease, because I bolieve no
Conservative candidate will be returned at the next election
unless these great wrongs are redressed. I hope if I have
not convinced and converted hon. gentlemen opposite, I
have pleased my constituents; I have spoken in their
interests and also in the interests of the people of the
County of Kent. I should not wonder if I were invited to
run for election in that county.

Mr. LANDRY. I would sooner yon would not come.
Mr. PERRY. The change might be a very good one.

The rumor bas gone abroad that the elections may take
place next summer, but I do not think we will have any
election so soon, for the Government are afraid to face the
country, but if they are prepared I am prepared. I believe
that the Government will die a natural death, and then if
they die a natural death they can blame no one for murder.

Mr. DA LY. I will not attempt, in the few remarks I
am about to make, to offer any reply to the gentleman who
has just taken his seat, as I will leave that to some hon.
gentleman coming from the lower Provinces who is more
conversant with the state of affairs in that part of the Do-
minion than I am. I simply rise for the purpose of endea-
voring to set before this Hiouse, and before the people of this
country some facts which I think will show that we have
made some progrees in this Canada of ours, and particularly
in the North-West. We have had this discussion going on
here for several days and several nights and no person from
the great North-West or from Manitoba has had an oppor.
tunity of saying anything on the subject. I thought it
would not be well to allow the opportunity to go by without
endeavoring in some manner to refute the statements made
on the floor of this flouse, that Canada has made no progress
during the last ton years, or since the introduction of the
National Policy. It has been a favorite them' with
the momber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
and tho member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) to en-
deavor to show that the policy of this Government in con-
nection with the administration of lande in the North-West
Territories and Manitoba, as well as their policy generally,
eas not been beneficial to that part of the country. I will
endeavor to show from some statistics that that country is
in a prosperous condition, and that it has prospered immense-
ly since 1881 when the Canadian Pacific Railway was
commenced. There is nothing which will tell the progress
of Manitoba so well as the census returne of 1881 and 1886,
and they record marvellous advances during the period
intervening between these years. In 1881 there were only
2,384.,37 acres occupied and of this 250,416 acres were
cultivated and 230,264 acres under crop. In five years the
acres occupied had increased to 4,17 1,000, the number of
acres cultivated was 751,571 and there were 591,995 acres
under crop showing an increase of over 79 per cent., 300
per cent. and 257 per cent. respectively. In 1881 we had
a crop amountingo toe 1,033,623 bushels. In 1886 there
were 6,711,186 bushels, and in 1887 there were 14,000,000
bushels; an average of 30 bushels to the acre, a yield
unprecedented in the history of the world, a yield
sufficiently large to supply all the wants of the
Province, and to leave a surplus of 12,000,000 bushels
for export. The comparison of the yield of grain in
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Dakota, that land of promise which hon. gentlemen oppo,
site are so liable to hold up to the people of this country as
being the place where our dissatisfied farmers should go-
the comparison of the yield of wheat between Manitoba
and Dakota, which is looked upon as the banner wheat pro.
duoing territory of the States, is as follows:-Dakota, when
it bad a population of 135,000, produced a total wheat crop
of 2,830,2a9 bushels; while Manitoba with a population of
1:0,000-25,000 less than Dakota-produced more than
five times that quantity. The contrast is still more striking
when it is learned that 90 per cent. of the population in
Dakota are said to be rural, and only 7t per cent. in Man.i-
toba. In this same year the population of Dakota produced
only 2,217,000 bushels of oats, 2,270,000 bushels of barley,
and 664,000 bushels of potatoes, while Manitoba with a
smaller population and a smaller percentage of farmers
raised 2,500,000 bushels of potatoes, 2,000,000 bushels of
barley and 7,000,000 buehels of oats. I think that those
figures go to show that we have made some progress in
the Province of Manitoba. I will go further now
and compare the yield per acre in Manitoba with the
United States and from which comparison the superi.
ority of the soil of the former Province is manifest. In
1880, the average yield par acre in the States was 13-1 in
1881, 10-1; 1882, 1-6; 1883, 11-6; 1884, 13; 1885, 10-4.
In the latter year the average yield per acre in the follow.
ing States was:-Oregon, 15 9; Dakota, 12.8; Wisconsin,
11·5; Iowa and Nebraska, 11.3; Minnesota, 11.1; Indiana
and Kansas, 10.6; Ohio, 10.2; (Jalifornia, 9 4; Illinois, 8-5;
Missouri, 7 4; while in Manitoba the average was 18-4.
much larger than the average uf any of the other States.
In 1887 when Dakota average had increasod to 16 bushels
per acre Manitoba had increased to 32 busheis per acre. In
1887 Manitoba raised more wheat than all the following
States in the Union in the previous year, combined :-Mas-
saohusets, Connecticut, Wyoming, Nevada, New Hamp-
shire, Mississippi, Arizona, Vermont, Maine, New
Mexico, South Carolina, Idaho, Delaware, Montana, Ala-
btma, Utah, Georgia, Arkansas. Ia 1887 Manitobi
raised more wheat than any of the thirty following
States:-àfassachusetts, Connecticut, Wyoming, Nevada,
New Hampshire, Mississippi, Arizona, Vermont, Maine,
New Mexico, South Carolina, Idaho, Delaware, Montana,
Alabama, Utah, Georgia, Arkansas, New Jersey, Colorado,'
West Virginia, North Carolina, Texas, Virginia, Maryland,
Washington Territory, Tennessee, New York, Oregon and
Kentucky. I may say that in 1887 the total yield of Man-
itoba was 14,000,000 bushels, and in that same year the city
of Brandon from which I come, marketed 1,500,000 bushels,
that is the little city of Brandon eight years old marketed
as much in 1887 as was raised in the whole of the territory
of Montana. During that year the greatest yield of any of
theStates ontside of Dakota was in Kentucky which raised
12,405,000 bushels and in the same year Manitoba raiseu,
14,000,000 bushels. In the report of the Winnipeg Board
of Trade respecting the disposai of the crop of 1887 it was
shown that there were 432,000 acres under crop as per
the report received from the Department of Agriculture.
In September the board, assuming that the average
yield would be 28 bushels to the acre, estimated the
total crop at 12,000,000, but within a month after
they decided that the crop actually reached 14,000,000
bushels. This was accounted for as folows:-Exported to
'Eastern Canada and Europe 8,500,000 bushels; converted
into flour in Manitoba 2,6ù0,000 busbels; used as seed for
520,000 acres, 1,100,000 bushels ; in the hatnds of millers and
shippers and of farmers for close marketing, 1,200,000,
matking a total of 13,400,000; and to this may be added wheat
used as feed on farms sufficient to make up the 14,000,000
bushels. Now, Sir, leaving that phase of the question we
come to this fact that the censuso f Manitoba, taken
lu 1886, shows that 16,000 farmers wore in Manitba that

1year, anI it may be accepted as a fact that these farmers
| raised the crop of 14,000,000 bushels of wheat in 1887,

- having an average each of 875 bushols. With a wheat crop
of 14,000,000 bushels grown on 432,000 acres, the average

. yield per acre was 32-4 bushels. In the year 1887, the value
of our exports from Manitoba was as follow :

wheat.............................$4,675,000
Flour snd bran ................ .............. 1,250,000
Fiax, and itsaproducte ............. ............. 120,000
Barley ....... .... ..................... ..... ,.. .... 140,000Oats and oatmeal.............. ......... 280,000
Dairy products, eggs, potatoes, vegetables,

wool, bides, fiah, &0e.......... ................ 600,000

Total .......... ...... $7,065,000

I may state that the value of furs is not included, is not in
this statement. Now, Mr. Ball, the indefatigable secretary
of the Winnipeg Board of Trade, in reference to that great
crop of wheat which Manitoba produced in 1887, prepared
some statistics to illustrate the extent of that crop, which I
will give to the House. He says:

I The estimate is made on the basis of last year's (1887) wheat crop,
which was 14,000 bushels. A f&w years ago, when Red River carts were
the only mode of conveyance, an average load was estimuated at between
800 and900 pounds. If we were dependent on this conveyance to-day,
it would take ;,000,000 carts to carry out the crop of wheat. They would
extend in a straight line 5,000,000 yards, or 2,84t miles, which l prao-
tically the distance of the Canadian Pacific Railway from Vancouver to
Montreal. The wheat crop would make 550,000,000 pounds of fiour and
would weigh ab>ut 840,000,000 poundi. Transporting it in carloaus of
650 bushels, weighing 39,000 pounds each, it would rtquire 21,53S cars,
making up a train 796,906 feeL, 265,635 yards, or l>I miles in length, or
it would load 466 vessels with 30,000 buhiels each. Suppohing a farm-
er's sleigh or waggon load to be one and a.half tons, it would rv(luire
233,333 waggons to carry the wheat. Supposing the average distance of
the farmers from market to be eight miles, in going and coming, to de-
liver th4 wheat of the Province, our ftrmers would travel 3,733,328
miles. This wheat would feed, according to the adopted amount laid
down per head of population, 2,800,000 people for one yearand would
feed the present population of Manitoba for21J years. It would seed
7,000,000 acres at two bushels to the acre, or 10,907 square miles. It
would seed a mile in depth along the Grand Trunk Railway from To-
ronto to Montreal 33 times over, or a etrip two-thirds of a mile wide
around the world, in this latitude. The acreage under wheat last year
(1887) lu Manitoba, equais a strip of land two miles wide, extending
from r7oronto to Montreal."

Now, Sir, I think if the hon. gentleman who spoke on this
question can digest these figures and the illustrations given
by Mr. Bell, they will come to the conclusion that we have
made some progrems in the Province of fManitoba. They
referrod to the wheat crop of only one year, to-day we have
a larger acreage by 25 per cent. under crop than we had
then, and I am perfectly satisfied that it is only a matter of
time when we shall double the output of wheat made in
1887. Now, Sir, we have in Winnipeg, as the United
States consul the ion. G. W. Taylor. e heas been there a
number of years, and he makes annual reports to Wash-
ington. In his report of 1887, we find some very inter.
esting figures. The declared exports from the Winnipeg
Consulate for 1887 were $448,353 to the United States,
against $233,109 in 188à ; to Great Britain, $632,058
against $895,232-the falling off being in furs, to Eastern
Canada (estimated) 86,000,000, against $1,500,000 two
years previous. The trade with British Columbia rose
from almost nothing to an aggregate of $250,000, chiefly
shipments of flour, oats, barley and dairy products, with
an importation of lumber and fish valued at 850,000.
There is an evidence of the increase of our inter-provincial
trade. Consular records at Winnipeg exhibit an exporta.
tion of fish-the catch of Lakes Winnipeg and Manitoba-
amounting to 1,488,3i0 lbs., inl 187, with invoice value of
861,359, 'fhese shipments were made to Buffalo, Minne-
apois, St. Paul, Omaha, Kansas City and Chicago. The
supplies of wheat of 1887 are placed at 10,000,000 bushels,
valued at $5,200,000, against 4,530,000, valued at $2,778,000
in 1885; 2,200,000 in 1884; 1,000,000 in 18S3; and 500,000
in 1882. Speaking of the yiold in 1867, the Consulsys;
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" Such a harvest, particularly of wheat, is without precedent in the
annals of American agriculture."

Now, we find a general statement in the consular report
of the trade of Manitoba with Eastern Canada, the United
States, Great Britain and British Columbia, as follows:-

Countries. Imports.
Eastern Canada............ ......... $5,450,280
United States..... ......... 2,735,140
Great Britain......................... 841,751
British lumbia. .... 50,000

Exporte.
$6,Ç,00,000

540,783
650,043
250,000

Total.
$11,450,?80

3,335,938
1,491,7e4

300,000

Our total imports in 1887 were $9 ,152, 8 43, our total exports
$7,492,371, making our total tiado $l6,650,21 . This shows
a vast increase over the trade of 18S6, which totalled $12,-
118,492-the imports being $7,820,959 and the exports
$1,297,523; and over that of 1885 when the imports were
$10,98j,713 and the exports only $2,627,341 and the
increase is still more emphasised when compared with the
trade of 1872, amounting to a paitry 01,208,361, of which
all but $85,541 were imports, or with that of 187 3 when the
imports only amounted to 8fl8336 and the exports to
8246,783-a total of 81,165,319. The development of th e
inter provincial trade is most marked, incrcasing from
87,b24,566 in 1886 to 8 11,750,280 last year, an in-
crease of almost $1,000,000. Now, to show the very
large progress that bas been made in Manitoba, I might
point out that the best evidence of the progress of
our country is to be found in its educational facilities.
We find that we had in Manitoba in 1871, 16 Protes.
tant schools and 17 Roman Catholie Echools; in 1881 we
had 128 Protestant schools and 17 Iomau Catholie schools;
in 18-7 we had 522 Protestant schools and 78 Roman
Cathoiic schools; and out of 529 teachers employed in tho
Protestant schools of Manitoba 310 received instruction at
the Provincial Normal School. We have high schools at
Winnipeg, Brandon and Portage la Prairie. We have the
Manitoba University, which is undonominational; St. Boni-
face College, representing the Roman Catholie populatiou;
St. John's College representing the Chuich of Eogland, the
Wesleyan College representing the Wesleyan Methodists;
and Manitoba College representing the Presbyterians.
With regard to the progress made in our railways, in 1877
there was not a mile of railway completed in the Province
of Manitoba, and to-day we have ],135 miles of railway in
the Province, of which the Canacdian Pacifie Railway has
on its main line 315 miles, the balance being made up of
branches. The Manitoba and Nortb-Western 217 miles; the
Red River Valley 67 miles, and the ludson Bay 40 miles.
1N0w, I could not give better evidence of the fact that
we have a large and increaeing tiade in the Lower
Provinces than to show the trade in the city of Brandon.
I heaid the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
MeMullen) say the other night that our farmers had not
any market for their horses. We 1, I would tell that hon.
gentleman that in 1888, we received in the cty of Brandon
alone 85 carloads of horses from the East, aud taking an
average of 18 to the car, that would give 1,z) 6 horses ; and
we received during that year 24 carloads from tbe West.
Now this is but one point in the Province of Manitoba. If
we received 85 carloads of horses at Brandon, no doubt
Winnipeg r'eccived as much, and Portage la Piairie and
other places received their due proportion. Since the lst
of January, 1889, up to today, we hwe re.ceived from
Ontario 22 carloads of horse-.. To give you an idea of the
progress our farmers are makiLg, we find that wheat is
selling at Brandon, ut 81.05 cen us a bushel ; 0oL, 24 cets
a bushel ; barley, 28 cents a bushei ; eggs, 20 to 25 cents a
dozen ; butter, 20 cents a lb.; pork, 81 a 100 lbs ; beef,
$4.25 per 100 Ibs.; hay, 86 a ton; mutton, $5 per cwt.; and
other articles in proportion. As a further evidence of the
progress we are making in the way of immigration,,I may
read for the bene4t of bon. gentlemen who are dorying our
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country the report of the Emigration Agent, at Brandon,
Mir. Bennett. He says:

" The increase of immigrants to this district bas been 27 per cent,
over that of 1887.

" l'he arrivals from Great Britain increased every year Sinee this
agency opened. The class of immigrants, with very few exceptions,
were excellent. There were a large proportion of the farming class,
and better provided with letters of credit, and Bank of England notes,
than came under my observation any previous year. Several have taken
homesteade, some have purchased improved farms, othera have bought
railway land, while one has invested £5,000 in real estate, and has il
reserve an equal amount for investment when favorable opportunity
offers.

" The immigration from the Eastern Provinces was also very great,
nearly aIl of wbom were in good circumstances, brin ging their stock
and effects with them, and through the medium of their friends bad
farmrs purchased, te which bey moved at once.

If you will read that report and the other reports of immi-
gration agents in Manitoba and the North-West Territories
you must come to the conclusion that our population is
largely increasing, that we are building up the country,
and that our resources are daily becoming greater. Things
with us are in a much better condition than they are in
Dakota, which hon. gentlemen opposite are so eager to
quote as being a paradise of prosperity. To show you bow
much better off we are than the people in Dakota, I will
rea*d you a letter from Mr. L. A. fiamilton, a gentleman
weil known in Winnipeg. He says:

" One dollar and three cents a bushel was the ruling price for wbeat
af Gretna, Manitoba, on the 2nd inst. Only 96 cents a bushel was
offered at Neche, Dakota, on ithe same day. These stations are only
two miles apart. It is, therefore, seen that the Manitoba farmer
received 7 cents a bushel more for bis wbeat that bis Dakota neighbor.
Ontario farmers intending te move to tb North-West should carefully
consider these tacts before selecting Dakota in preterence to Manitoba.
I think to politicians another lesson is also euggested by this com-
parîson. "Yours, & c.,

"L. A. HAMILTON."

I wo.1ld impress upon hon. gentlemen opposite this com-
parison, which shows that wheat is selling at 81.03 cents in
Gretina while it is selling at 7 cents less two miles distant
on the American side. The best evidence we can give of
the condition of the unfortunate people in Dakota, for I say
they are unfortunate, despite the statement of the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) the
other night, when he said that from Brussels, sixty families
had gone to the United States. I hope they have not gone
to the Territory of Dakota, because any gentleman who has
read the papers daring the last three or four months must
have noticed the terrible distress that is reported to exist
among the people there. Every day men from Dakota are
coming into our section, and they say the reason more
people do not leave is that they have not money enough to
move. I hold in my hand a letter published in the Winni-
peg Call from Mr. Martin, and without having seen this
man that wrote this letter, I am perfectly satisfie4 he is a
supporter of hon. gentlemen opposite. fie says:

" I have been a resident of Dakota for six years, and as that is the
place te which a mauy Canadians are alleged te have gone to better
their condition, [1feel anxious to give my experience in that land of hot
w nds, drought and hail. In the spring of 1883 a prty of us settled ia
Browa and McPherson counties. It must be remewbared that Brown is
rated as eue of the best counties in the Territory. The wheat of that
year did not yield more than five bushels per acre, oats net more thal
twenty. In '84 we were more fortunate than any of the neighboring
counties. We had sixteen bushei of wh-at and twenty-fire bushels of
oats per acre. lu '85 a few got as high as twenty-one bashels of wbeat
and thirty of oats, but hundrede did not get more than half that amoult
In '86 we got from three to seven bustelD of waeat and ten to fifteen of
oats. In '87 from fifteen totwenty-tiveof oats. In the past harveat ('88),
wheat rau from thee te ten buahels, oats from eleven to twenty-four,
while hundreds of thousands of acres, south and west of us, w.re never
cut at ail In regard te barley, it did not yield any better than wbest
or oats. I sowed barley four seasons, and three seasons out of the four
I did net get ten bushels per acre. I have been over a large portion of
Manitoba during the past summer and this fall, and found farmers in
avery district ready to testify to the growing of one hundred bushels of
oats, forty and some fifty of wheat, and fifty to seventy of barley. Now,
I wish to say right here that there is no use of any paper of Toronto Or
ay other jaço udenyig the above igure, fer we au bring the Froo
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frcm any prt of tihis Province that they are correct. Of course Rome Office, Township 10, Range 22, Section 23, netted 82,700,
parte are badly fro ea this year, but, n ts, the worst year that Mani- after in overything, lastyear; Jas. McFarlane
tobo has seen, there is a btter erop of oata and barley than I aver eaw in
Dakota, and, as a rule, the famera are not at aIl discouiaged, mostly aIl Chater Post Offie, Township 11, Range 18, will net 91 000;
having something left from lat year's bountiful harvent. Nearly aIl that Percy Sel wyn, Ronnthwaite Post Office, Section 1 Town.
I have talked with are out of de bt, or nearly so, and not as the Oak Take shi 8, Range 18, will net $1,500 ; Samuel Hannai, Gri-
writer SayS, waiting for a chance taosell, but say they are h t "pIostavRanOe, wie 1,0Rame,Htn2, Gris
gy nearebt neighbor saya that ho @pent his last 35 cents for bead on j wd Pot Office, Township 10, Range 22, Section 23, sold
way from Portage bore. N,.w he has 800 acres of land, b hurses, l5 hed $5,5,0 worth of wheat, and has 1,500 bushels on band and
of cattle, a comtortable house, in which la a good organ, rides ont u a2,000 bushels of Oats, and will net over $3,000 ; Jas. Young,
coyered buggy, and owea no msn a d cl lar. Many othpe tht 1 ha.ve met 200b1esofctsdwllntoe 300;Js org
gct bore wîLh acarcely a dollar and to-day ar nugood irumtancees, Griswold Post Office, Township 10, Rarge 22, Section 23, sold
while in Dakota nine out of every ton settiers cannot show value fjr half $3,400 worth of wbeat, has ?,000 bushels of oats in hand, and
the amount they took there. Here we get god lumber--" will ret $2, 00 ; R bt. Hall, Griswold Post Office, Section
And this is something I want to impress on hon. gentlemen 18, Township 10, Renge 22, will net 82,000; W. J. Goodo
opposite. Griswold Post Offie, Township 10, Range 22, Section 18,
".-for $15 par 1,000 feet, there the price s from $25 t. $80. Here theWill net82,000; Gao. Stewart, Stratherne Post Office, Town.
setler has buat to go to the timber lands and out his frel; there he muet 4uip 8, Range 17, Section 1t had 1/00 bushels of wheat,
bry coal, or follow up the cattle for cow drips, which nearly aIl have toand will net over 81,010; 'vm. Doreey, Stratherne Post
do. Should a settler bore want to borrow money it can be havi et eight
per cent. per annum; there ho muet pay three per cent. per month, and
give the best of becurity for it at that. That mayappear a big story but Jaé. MeFadden, Stratberne Post Office, Township 8
thousands eof setilers are payir g that rate of interest, and have every- Range 17, Section 4, had over 7,000 buthels of wheat, an 1

thing in the line of stock and implements mortgR ger for all they canu
get npon them. For example, ahould a aettler want to get credit at astore for six uontha' gooda ho must give a mortgage upon bis crops or 1 could give yoa many other incidents of the rosperity of
stock as recurity, and hundreds of settlers, not being able to meet those the mon in the neighborhood of Brandon, aud, from my own
payments on acrount of failure of their crops, are destitute, and have personal knowledge of the men wbose rames I have given,
nothing left ta face winter with, and they cannot go to the bush, as the
setlier au ManitUba can, to gel fuel, but must buy coal or suffer as only
thote that have had to live upon those bleak prairies without gool fuel Ihey came from Nova Sootia, from New Brunbwick, from
en describe. T have helped some of my neighbors to do their thres-hng Ontario avd from Quebec, and, wben hon. gentlemen o pn-
here, and was surprised to se oats turn out fity bushela per acre in this
the worsî year tuey have ever seen in this part. Taxes do not aniount site state that the fatmers of Ontario Cannot make a rive-
to more than one-third the amount hore that thcy do in Dakota Somelihood to-day, ]et tbem send them up to the Povinccf
townships there pay as high as thirty mi'le on the dollar school tax, danitoba. Take the case of the Rov. George Rddick, Who
and wqth that amount only get three to four months school Now, 1ai efrom Pictou, Nova Scotia, and crossed the Assiniboine
woula advise every Oanadia in search of a home to come and see Mani-
tba for himelf, and see if he cannot do better than Lhis Oak Lake in1S80, scareely nine years ago, and yet to day hoebas
writer, who muet have put in five years of hard labor to get sixty acres 10,000 buhols of wbeat, worth ton tbousand geod Cinadian
under cultivation, which ia about two montha' work. dollars. Lu fuce of these facts whieh I have given te the

"G. W. K&RTIN." flouse, in order to show that, if iu other Provinces the
That letter is signed by G. W. Martin, a man who wastcd laiers are Dot prosperous, they can coma to our great land
six years of bis iÀua in Dakota, and who told a friend of of promise, hon, gentlemen will continue to makr the saie
male that bu thanketd Gad ho had enough money left tostatements. Lt id true that wo have had drawbacks, but net-
buinîg him back to Canadian soil again ; Ld yet Dazkota is withstanding those drawbacks, notwithstanding the bad
tho country which the bon. gentleman the other tught held os we have had, bore te the record of one year in
up as thecountry to which eveyCanadian should go. We r.gaard to thos, men whose naines I have montiined,
cannot dedace any other conclusion from the speech of the and t do not think thera cao bo any better argument than
bon. member for North Noi folk (Mr. Charlton) because he this to prove that we have a great and glorious country,
made out that t.he United States, of which Dakota id a part, a' d that ail wo bave to do i 10 bc true to ourselves and
is a better country than Canada. I showed the other night thon we neod no vearer or doser relations with tho
that the land laws in th-t country are not as liberal as ous, JaiteJ saem of Ânerica. I do not suppose thât there as
though the hon. gentlem.n lias made the contrary state- amy hon, gentleman on this side who dos rot dediro trade
ment for four or five years past. I abk any hon. gentleman relations witb thei, but it iii-bacomes anyone ta stand Up
to go to the Library and take the land lawd of the Unitud in thià flouse and, becaaso an irresponsible reprosentative
States and examine them, and I guarantee that he wiL fl.d indthels t Washington prcposes a resointion in lavor
that thoso Iawa aie Dot a& liberz&l as ours. I have shown ofcommao ai union-net in favorOflLrstricted r,0 ci0pro0ity
by the lutter 1 have read thu their taxýttion ii larger tha -teo Paoks to vote for the rosolution of ho bon. S ber for
ours, and that they cannot. raise produceaswllas we catiSuh Oxford (Sr Richrd Cartwright), becuse, if yo wread
in 3anitoba;i but, oiwith~tanding thuiu facîs, whi;h mun t huLre,oluion you Rnilgbe8 that the dsire il exresse10
bc asý much withiu the knowlodge of tho hou. gentleman as tstuii commercial union wi4 d us if we de70iret0e ULablis it
theyý are within imine, thoy havu the hardihood to aud abouwith the Uited State1 and thepropofytio bove on.
baie year after yoar and m.ake 4theno tatenoits. 1 wàÀl meuiber for Suth Oxford sys that we will sot an vaew of
give Yo soma furthor evid.nce on îhi~s bj.-ct. I soea tbe the oucent action of the Muse cf Repretsontativeos at Waofh
hol,. member for Quoera, P.E.1. (Mr. L>vies), smilang. ington. That resolution wais passed in the dyiog days of
1 iv will givo hm a dose by and by, but I willthe Cleveland Administration, it did not roach mye Sonate
givo the Blouse a few factia now in rcgai d tts mattercfpthe United States or the mPrewdent, and yet, ii viwof
)avid Caffery, Brandon Pe3t Office, Township 12, Rai2ge nose facto, we are asked te vote that we are in favor of

18, la 2,00j burlelàof No. 1 hard on band, after paying Or, o a d ch rme When the proper time cornesn owhuthe
evraing; G-eo. .alio, Branidon Pý_sl. Offce, sou h-oaêt of' peo ple cf the United States, througb thoir 1'OpriiOOLtatiVCt4

To Yp 30, Range q Section Id, weàthad about 1,70o in the lose of Representatives and in the Sonate, approavh
busheld (À wheat and has about 1)000 bnahelt af er paying our Gover ment in a proper way, thathein My opincofn
adi; Geo. lRdd 1 ,x W. Il. Dubar and G. RAidÀck, jta., will to the propor timeo te .cosidar thin qo tick, wh;
Brandin fýll po6t Offi,ýe, Township 18, Range e, Sfctioifrm, but no evidene bas been produ d te siow tht
and other landâ, have ot ïold yet; îhey .ive nn8a8ly 16,0sareywn are not opcn o negotiation. Evidonce das been
busheL on baud amongat am, haif of whîud will pay ail lia- given ro Ihow that time aller twie wI have ihown our
b'iamie; D. W. Shaw, Bîandon Puat Office, weait.of Section farendsbip to our American cousins, sndco ave butaorgady
lot Townshaip Os- Range 19, had about 1,800 bhebaowhifh to meet thehn. atlway.e W ave ne tnoeaeity te go
'W' net 4000, laty r; Allan Young, Grimwold P at down on oui marrow-bones te the. Te fact Lit that it
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was not until the Canadian Paciflo Railway had bound this that the salmon industry, having thfty annorios, employ.
great country of ours together and developed our magnifi. ing 5,000 hand, annnally pack.d an average of 200,00
cent resources that the people on the other side thought we cases, at 85 a ce. The Skidegate 011 Company eztract
were worth any consideration, and now it appears to beoh fron the livera ofdog.flah to the extent of about $400,000
possible that there is a eonspiracy on the part of men like annally, yielding 40,000 gallon. Prom 1880 to 1870 only
Mr. Wiman and Mr. Butterworth and Mr. Hlitt, and their 320,000 tons of ooal were abipped from Nanaimo to San
friends on this side of the line, to get hold of the vast coun-Francisco. Rich magnetic iron ore is found on Terada
try which we have developed by our own resources. Does sland, only twenty miles distant from Kanaimo and Well.
aiyone suppose that we cannot develop our own country ington collieries. In 1881 the coal output from the Province
ourselvesa? The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. of British Columbia wa 410,573 tons, and we find that San
Charlton), said in his speech that for twenty-five years the Francisco alone took 335,864 tons. The output of the
people of the United States had this great Chinese wall Dunsmuir mine was 242,723 tons, valud at 81 a ton
that the last speaker spoke of, about them. We bave net had et the pit's mouth. equal to 8966,892 and employing
it ten years yet, and I venture te say that when we bave 915 men. The Vancouver output was 187,850 tons,
had it for twenty-five years we will be able to present just valued at $537,300. employing 615 mon. The East Well.
as good a case as the hon. member for North Norfolk, the ington Company had an output of 30,000 tons. Taking
advocate of the United States, bas presented in favor of these figures altogether it shows an output in that
that country. I was amused at the remarks of the hon. year of 81,624,19t worth of Goal. On Vancouver Island
gentleman who last spoke (Mr. Perry), who is evidently are te be found splendid locations for hundreds of families,
not a free trader. He was not for unrestricted reciprocity, and the opening of the railway reserve will upply hun-
he was not for commercial union, because ha wants to have dreds more. Lt la estimated that there are 389,000 acres of
unrestricted reciprocity with a country that bas a much arable land on the island, of which 300,000 are well suited
larger tariff than we have now. Sir, if hon. gentlemen for agriculture, the greater portion, however, being densely
opposite think that they are going to hoodwink the electors timbered. The New Westminster District is mot ezceeded
of this couitry, they are very much mistaken. They went in fertility by any tract of land on the coast. The produc.
to the electors in 1882 and 1887 upon a similar cry, and tiveneas of the delta lands ha marvellous. Statistios care-
that cry was met in the same way that it will be met in fully prepared give the return per acre, At 75 buahels of
1891, and that is that the right hon. gentleman who leads oata: hay, Bi tons; barley, 40 buahela; turnips, 40 te 50
the House will come back bore with the same majority that tons; potatoes, 30 tons. Roots and vegetablea attain an
ho bas to-day. Now, in regard to inter-provincial trade: Ienormous size, and the yield to the acre is very proliflo. In
stated a short time ago that I would give the hon. member this district there is a quarter of a million ofacre% of prairie.
from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Perry) some facts. I was Dr. Dawson, an autbority unquestioned. estimates the wholo
rather enlightened this afternoon te bear that the people in ares of agricultural lands est of Fraser River, in the
that portion of the Dominion were able to ride ont in bug- sonthern portion of the Province, at 1,000 square miles,
gies. I thought, according to the statement of the hon. which may be easily utilised:
gentleman who last spoke, that they were so poverty IlIn the Spallumeheen, Salmon, Okanagau, Kootenay and Columbia
stricken that tbey could not even ride in a waggon ; but Ieane there are thousands upon thoumanda of acres orable land Yet
am info med by hon. gentlemen in this Hlouse that Mr. ta e claimed."
McLeod, of Summerside, whorn, no douht, the hon. gentle. Again Dr. Dawson ays:
man knows, bas recently ordered $'-5,000 worth of top bug- ifThere is a large agriculturl section, an exteiias Of lo'wllnd#
gies for Summerside, and ho ordered them from a Ganano- lying west of Fraser River, sud chiefly north of the Ifty-firit parallel,
que manufacturer. 1ow, if these people are in the condition which I estimate at 19230 square miles."
described bythe bon. gentlemen opposite, how is it that they 0f it ho asys'
have morey put by with which they can pay for these bug-
gies ? To give you a further idea of this inter-provincial trade, "The mil is aimait nniformly good; but, boing te a great exteit
i tind that carloads of waggons, containing 600 in each, were overed with trees. it cannot be utilleed 10 readily for agricultural pur-
ordered from Fredericton, New Brunswick, the other day. sud lies, beides, off the route of the ilwayd is ot
The waggons were all put up in sections. They are worth every t belened ip for orne ie tuli, t is auntrieh I ha

thtteamon bliedustry, havecuig ethirt byaurieeuloy.a

n75 egah, which amountns te 845,000, and tdese for that re population."
city alone. W.find aise that Mr. Faixhald, of Winnipeg, Now, we find fram tthes fact that I bave given ye ethat
one of the amalleat dosios in Manitooba in agricultural iml the trade of British Columbia bas argely incneau. 4Both
plements, ordered necently 250 buck boards, worth $30 a Bitish Columbia and anitoba ej y a very largo tode. I
piece, and 1,000 buggies worth 875 spiece. These are regret that I have net the figures bore te show the tradOf
littie instances ef the inter-provincial trade that is spnrnging the North-West Terditonies, but taking the returnaoe Mani-
np between the different Provinces. These fats tha.t i have toban d Briish Clumnbia together tey are evidence, te
givn show that that troade is increasing in Manitoba at a every fair minded man iathis louse, that our grnt Western
great ratio. I have spoken of the resources of ManitobF. Provinces are in a very properous condition. t am satis-

W. have a Province te the west of ni that s net very eften fied that w en this question is fully discused before tho
.leard ef in ibis flouse, ibat ha the great Province of B aitish people of Maitoba sud the western portions of this Domi

Columbia, and 1tbink, under tbe cincum8tan9, that it nion in general, yeV will find from their attitude uponthe
wnld net ho out of place for me te refer te the progresvalsubjedt, that tey are ju t as loyal te the rownef Great
that Province bas made dnring the pst few years. Làt me Britain as are the people ofthe Ester Provinces, and thy
nead fnem the eloquent wordseof Lord Duffesin, who said, will give ne uncertain sound i relation te this question.
speaking of Britishi Cylumbia: I cannot ,nderstand for on. moment ow anyoue Whowsa

Il Canada would indeed be desd ta the mat ef-evident considera- aret in Canada, as bave been, ca huave any misagivingas
tions efef-intereit, and to the firet in8tincta of national pride, if nhe did te the future f theis ountry. We bave Prisl hdward
net regard with satisfaction her connection with a Province mo richly en-Isadoteeatwtit ""'eere,

dowed by nature, inhabited by a comunity replete withBritish do t stit t large agrcuu a ces
laytlty and pluck, 'wile it afforded ber the means o extendiag her con- with it s large fishing industries, thon w. have New Brunis-
fiaes sud the outiets of ber commerce ta the wide Pacifie snd t fe coun- wick wit its great timber nepources, Nova Seotia with its
tries beand.tibsheries sd mines, Quebec with it minerais nnderlyig
Now I find that according te atatistica for the yeas 1858 te simoint the whole surface of tat great Provine, Ontaie ocf
1886 the old mines of that Province yioldod 50,289,417,equA siy large wealth te anyone of the United Statar . WI

xr Y. 
f
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have between here and Port Arthur timber and minerai Reform Government took the matter in band and determined
wealth equal to any to be found on the continent. From that they would not allow those proceedings to continue,
Port Arthur to Manitoba there is one long stretch which the Province obtained relief. That was one of the main
the traveller expects to be a barren waste, yet underlying causes of the prosperity in the North-West, and I do not
the surface of rock we find vast deposits of silver and gold, think there is a single hon. gentleman in this House who
and at the Lake of the Woods, through the instrumentality will not be glad to hear that our great and fertile posses-
of the Canadian PaciSc Railway, there bas been opened one sions in the North-West, of which we ail feel proud, are
of the largest water powers in the world, and there is ru- increasing in wealth and prosperity. While this is the case,
ning at that point one of the largest mills in Canada. On the whole of the hon. gent!eman's argument is foreign to
the great prairies of Manitoba and the North-West we raised, the point under discussion. What has that to do with the
in 1887, 14,000,000 bushels of wheat. If we raised that question of unrestricted reciprocity with the United States?
quantity in 1887, how many bushels will we raise in 1997 ? Tbe hon. gentleman bas read extracts from statements by
These are facts which require careful consideration. If our farmers ail over the North-West Territories, stating how
population does not increase in the same ratio as that of many bushels of wheat they raised and how many bushels
Dakota, our resources have developed in a greater ratio. of turnips they raised, and all such stuff as you could get in
Those bon. members of this House who have not been any ten cent almanac. If you take any of the thousand im-
through the Province of Manitoba I invite to come. If you migration pamphlets distributed gratis in overy part of the
do fnot believe the facts I bave given, come to our Province country you can obtain nine-tenths of the hon. gentleman's
in August and see thousands upon tbousands of acres of speech, and I do not see that it bas anything to do
golden grain ready for the sickle ; and more than that, with this ail-important question we are discussing. AI-
nearly every acre of grain is cut with Canadian machines. though the North-West may have increased to a wonder-
The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart- ful extent and although it may continue to increase, no
wright) referred to the fact that the farmers of Manitoba man would say that if the people of that country had access
were down-trodden and were oppressed, and because of the to markets which extend for 3,000 miles along their bord r
National Policy they were paying so much for their ma- and if trade could ebb and flow between the United States
chinery. As the effeet of the National Policy, what do we and the North-West, the prosperity of that portion of our
find ? In 1882 binders were sold at 83%5 each and to day country would not be increased. The hon. gentleman who
binders of the latest pattern and best make can be purchased last addressed the House (Utr. Daly) mentioned the large
for $180 cash. That is the effect of having protcction. exports of coal from British Columbia, and he stated that
If we had not that protection, American machines 410,000 tons were shipped frora the mines of British Coluim-
would have ruled in the North.West, and where bia, and that the greatest portion went to San Francisco
would bave becn the factories in the east ? As I Does the hon. gentleman know that on every single ton of
was saying, in Manitoba and the North-West we have coal that enters San Francisco there is a duty paid of 75
fields of golden grain ; and as you go west to Alberta you cents per ton ; and will the hon. gentleman say that if that
find there the greatest ranching country in the world and duty were removed and the coal admitted fiee the miners
the finest grasses found in any of the western territories. of British Columbia would not receive so much more for
Travelling through the grand and magnificent stretch of their coal. The production ofcoal in the United States in
scenery in the Rocky Mountains and the Cascades you 1880 was 7,480,000 tons, and that quantity has largely
reach British Columbia, the riches of which I have already increased since that time. Accordingly, the 410,000 tons
pointed out; and taking the chain of Provinces together, I we exported to the United States from British Columbia
say it is a Dominion of which we must be proud. I feel f ormed only a drop i n the bucket and had no effect whatever
proud of it, as we must ail feel proud of it, and I not only in establishing prices. It is as plain as a ray of light
feel proud of it, but I feel proud of our British connection that, if the duty on this coal were removed, the miners of
and we must ail hope and trust that not only ourselves but British Columbia, and those of ail sections of the Dominion
our descendants may enjoy the freedom ana the prosperity from which coal is exported, would recoive so much more
which we now enjoy under the grand old flag that bas pay. This is a great and important question, it is one of
braved a thousand years the battle and the breeze. the most important questions that bas ever come before

this Parliament, and I therefore think that in discussing it
Mr. CAMPBELL. I have listened witb much pleasure to we should consider it not as Reformers or Conservatives,

the address which bas been delivered by the bon. gentleman but as Canadians. We should ask ourselves this question :
who bas just taken his seat (Mr. Daly). With the great Will it be for the prosperity of Canada that we shouid
portion of his address I entirely ngree. Ie bas spoken with adopt unrestricted reciprocity? If it will build up this
regard to the fertility of the soil of the North-West, of country, if it will make the people of this couritry more
its immense resources, the rich mines, the great fertility of prosperous or more contented, then by ail means we should
the soil, and the increase that bas taken place in that country adopt it; but if on the other hand it does not fulfil these
during the last three years. I am very glad to know that, requirements then we should reject it. I have listened
after Canada bas spent hundreds of millions of dollars in quite attentively to the arguments brought forward against
developing the resources of the North- West, the time bas now our adopting this resolution of the bon. member for South
arrived when we may look for a slight return for the large ex- Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and I have not heard one
pense incurred. I noticed, however, that the tone of hon. single argument that I consider was worth anything in
gentleman opposite bas changed very materially during the rebatting the arguments advanced on this side in favor of
iast few years. It was not always as hopeful as it is at pre- adopting this policy. If we look at the enormous quantity
sent. The hon. gentleman opposite did not speak of the of goods that we selI to the United States annually, and
great development that was taking place in this country; the kind and quality of those goods, it can b readily
this bas only taken place lately, only since they have ob- seen that if the duties were removed the producers in
tained a Local Reform Government that had the backbone to this country would realise a very much larger amount
stand up for the rights of the Province, and demand that fair than they now secure. If we take the products of the
play should be meted out to it. And what was the result of mines, fisheries, forests, animais, agricultural products,
the Province assuming that attitude ? The long continued manufactures, and miscellaneous articles, we fini that we
series of disallowanceof charters passed by the Local Govern- exported to the States last year no less than $37,333,161
ment for years and years intended to develop and open up worth, while to Great Britain our whole exports of those
that great country ceased, and the very moment the Locali articles last year was only $33,648,200 worth. Thus, while
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we have to pay a very large duty to get our goods into the there can be no doubt that if the farmers of the country had
United States and while in England they go in free and free access to the markets of the United States for all those
without having to pay any duty, these figures prove that in articles which they export there so largely, they would
spite of all these barriers we export to the United States of have just so much more for them as the duty paid for
those products nearly four million dollars worth more than getting tbem in there amount to. We might take up many
we do to Great Britain. This proves that the markets of other lines of our exports and the sane rule would apply
the United States are our natural and best markets for these for all. I find that we exported $3,000,000 worth of fish to
products, and I think it could be easily shown that if it the United States last year and we paid on that fish no less
were not for the duty we have to pay, and if it were not for than 8124,000 duty. Will any man say that if that duty
the obstruction thrown in the way of the trade between this of 20 per cent. was taken off the fish going into the United
country and the United States that our enports to that States, our fishermen all over the Maritime Provinces
country would be largely increased. I will treat the matter and Newfoundland would not benefit largely by a policy
first from an agricultural standpoint, because I think that which will admit their fish into the United States free of
the agriculturists of this country on account of their greater duty. The annual production of fish in the United States
number as compared with any other class, the great excess is so much larger than what we export there, that tbe
of capital they have invested in their farms and farming same argument would apply, and the quantity we
lands, and the greater number of men they employ, are on- might send would not reduce the price one iota,
titled to the first consideration of this Parliament. I but every dollar of it would go into the pockets
bolieve that any lino cf policy which will benefit of the fishermen of this country. Then, this policy would
the farmers will be for the interest of the people largely increase the prosperity of the miners of this country,
to adopt. If we consider the product of the farm and develop to a wonderful extent the mineral resources of
we find that nearly everything exported is sent to this Dominion. When Sir Charles Tupper made his Budget
the markets of the United States. Of barley alone there speech two years ago, when he introduced the tariff on iron,
were nearly 10,000,000 bushels cxported to the States last he spoke in eloquent terms of the great mineral wealth of
year, and only 1,687 buisbels to England, showing clearly this Dominion-of the illimitable mines of phosphates, and
that the United States market is the only market for that of coal, and iron ore from which the very best quality of
great produce which the farmers raise so extensively. iron could be produced. Ho stated that we had in Nova
Upon that barley we had to pay a duty of $936,000 to get Scotia what was not possessed by any other country in the
it into the States. I say that we had to pay the daty, be- world -almost illimitable mines of coal and iron and all the
cause if it had not been for that ten cents a bushel our necessary materials for producing the very finest grades of
farmers would have got for their barley that $936,000 iron, lying right alongside of one another; and they were
above the price which they did receive. The United States on the lin.eof railways which connect with every portion
last year consumed about 65,000,000 bushels of barley, so that of this vast Dominion, and near the sea e ast where they
you can readily see that the quantity that we exported to could have access to all parts of the world. Yet, strange
the 'United States bears such a small proportion to the to say, although wo have all these resources and facilities,
quantity consumed, that it could have had no effect in what has been the result of the imposition of those iron
determining the value there at all. We also .exported duties ? They have not developed the iron mines of this
horses largely to the United States, and the hon. gentle- country. The Londonderry Iron and Steel Works, although
man who preceded me spoke about the great trade in horses they were started a few years ago under the most favorable
between Ontario and the North-West. There is no doubt auspices, and although their coal and iron were carried
there is a large trade between the Provinces, but we must over the Intercolonial Railway at a dead loss
look for a foreign trade, because we have a large number of to the people of this Dominion, yet with all
horses which must be sent somewhere else. Last year those advantages they have failed over and over again.
19,925 horses, valued at 82,400,000, were exported to Thousands and millions of dollars of capital have been sunk
the United States, and upon those horses we had in those works, until the introduction of the heavy iron
to pay a duty of no less than $480,000. The same duties imposed two years ago, and the infusion of more
argument will apply to our paying the duty in this case as capital into the concern, 1 believe, have enabled it toe carry
applied to barley. In the United States it was estimated on its work; but for many long years it has been a dismal
last year that the Americans had 13,000,000 horses and if failure. The reason is simply this, and it must be apparent
yon take the average life of a horse at 13 years you wiil to any hon. gentleman in this House, that the company have
find that it requires an annual supply of 1,000,000 horses a not got a market for their goods. They have ail the facilities
year to keep up the supply in the United States. What and all the advantages that any company ought to have, and
signifies the littie less than 20,000 horses that we exported thoy ought to do an immense trade and send their goods all
there; it is as if we only sent one single horse to the United over the world; and if this measure of unrestricted reciprocity
States, and it as no marked effect on the supply, and were brought about, it would b. one of the greatest bless-
would not alter the price. Hay is a product in which the ings to the miners of Nova Scotia which possibly could be
farmers in the western part of Canada are much interested brought about. Why, Sir, the exports of our mines last
in, and last year weexported 84,000 tons of hay upon which year amounted to $3,341,000, consisting largely of coal,
there was a duty of 8170,000. There again the duty came out iron and copper. Of coal, we exported 427,000 tons to the
of the pockets ot the farmers of this Dominion, beeause in the United States, payin a duty of $318,000. It is strange
United States they consume 196,000,000 tons of hay every that while we export ~to the United States ino less than
year, and the quantity we exported could make no appre- 427,000 tons of coal, principally from British Columbia, we
ciable difference in the price. We sent 10,000,000lbs. of wool are at the sanme time importing a much greater amount
to the States last year, on which we paid a duty of nearly froin the United States. Now, if unrstricted reciprocity
896,000 ; of horned cattle we sent 40,000 to the United States were introduoed, a great development in the mines
and we paid a duty of $139,000; we sent a little over of this country would immediately takO place. Notwith-
1,000,000 sheep to the United States, upon which we paid standing our vst deposits of iron and copper ore all
$71,000, and I maintain that all this money paid in duty came through the Lake Superior region, we find that while
out of the pockets of our farmers. So much for this question there is great activity in the development of the mines on
from the farmers' standpoint. I think that it can be readily the south aide of the iake, on the north side I am sorry
seau from the statisties 1 have given and which have to some to say there is idleness and desolation. The reason of
extent been given by the gentleman who preceded me, that this is plain, because it will not pay to invest millions of

Mr. CAmBELL.
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dollars to develop those mines, to construct lines of railway barrot more daty on the raw material than on the mana
and smelting works, so long as there is not a market to facturod goods, aud althongh this auomaly has been pointed
which the product can ho sent. But once you break down out ovor and over again, althongh hon. gentlemen on both
the wall, and open the markets of Boston, New York, and aides say it is wrong and should be remedied, and although 1
ail the great centres in the Eastern States, a great develop- have beard membors of the Government admit it was wrong,
ment would immediately take place. Thon, so far as our yet no stopsare taken to remedy it, snd the wrong couse-
lumbermen are concerned, I think it would ho of great quently romain4 unredrosaed. Lot us take up another
advantage to them if the duty on lumber were removed. branch of manufacturing industry. Take our cotton manu-
Now, Sir, I find that of the ptoducts of the forest we sold faeturors. Io there any possible reason why the cotton
last year to the United States 810,622,000 worth, and only manufacturers of this country should not be able to compote
$8,932,000 worth to England. This shows again that the with those of the United States or elsewhere? They have
best market for the lumber of this country is in the United aitbe skilled labor they want, they have the
States. Our lumber export consists principally of planks, best machinery they require, they have ail the facilities
boards, joists, hardwood lumber, deals, and various other for carrying ou their business economically and succees-
kinds. Our exporta of planks, boards and joists were 508,- fully, aud why should they not ho able to compote with the
304,100 feet, on which we paid a duty of81,016,608. Will Aruricaus? Take the Cotton milaeof Cornwall or Dundas?
any man say that if this duty wore removed, if the walls Thoy have the best of water power, every facility in the
were thrown down, the lumbermen of this country way of shipping, ail the skilled labor they requiro, aud the
would not get that much more for their lumber ? And very best machiuery. They eau got their raw Cotton fron
you must remember this fact, that of the products of the tho aocth at about the sane figure, or even Cheapor than
forests there is only a small proportion that can ho ex-the Cotton manufacturers of the United States eau, and why
ported to the United States. It does not pay to puy a duty shoutd they not be able to compote with the latter? They
of 82 a thousand on second-class lumber; consequently it ean, bat here is the trouble: On account of 0cr limited
has to bc sacrificed, and it is only the best cuts which it market, on sccount of our being only 5,000,000 people ail
will pay to send to the United States at ail. Now, if this told in thia Dominion, these manufacturera must taioeup
duty were removed and the market made fro, the whole several diffèrent linos, while in the United Statos the mana-
product would go, and the value of our vast resources of facturera can confine thoir efforts to one article. The
timber would be greatly enhanced. Now, I think it must Americana take up one, or ut the moat two specialties, sud
be apparent to any one that the farmers, the miners, the devote ail their energies, and ture, and attention to those,
fishermen and the lumbermen would be largely benefited aud consequently thev eau reduce the coat down to the
by the adoption of this policy. But there is another class lowest possible figure. They have 60,000,000 Of people to
that we have to consider, that is the manufacturers of this soi to; but what would become of tho manufacturer in this
Dominion. It has been stated by hon. gentlemen on the country if ho took up one spocialty only, whon he las bat
other side of the louse that the adoption of this policy 5,0f0,000 people to olto? fie is forced to take up a good
would simply wipe ont our manufacturing industries-that many difforent linos. A gentleman who is largoly engaged
our manufacturera would have to go to the wall. Well, I in manufacturiug paper told me that hi firm bailte tàke
would ho very sorry indeed to support a measure that would up 16 or 20 different linos, but that if uurestricted recipro-
wipe out the manufacturing industries of this country. I city were introduced, thoy wouid at once devote aîl their
am glad to know that we have manufacturing industries turnd attention to one or two specialties, aud by that
which are a great advantage to the country; they are means be able to reduce the ceat down to the lowest possi-
developing its resources, and they are building up and ble figure, and compote auceesfully with the manufacturera
making this the great nation which we ail desire to sec. iu the United States. The moment this measure would b.
But instead of this policy being injurious to the manufac- brought abont, our manufacturera, having this wide sud
turers of this country, I claim it would be greatly to their extended market to cater for, wouid be at once able te
advantage. Why, the milling industry of this Dominion, dovote their attention to one or two specialtios sud com-
which is by far perhaps the largest and most important in pote with the manufacturera in the United States. Ail we
the Dominion to-day, an industry that employs a capital of want la fuir field sud no favor. I might apply the same
about $20,000,000 and gives employment in various ways to remarka to our woolleu manufacturera. 1 500 no possible
millers and packers, bakers and coopers ail over the ]and to reason why thoy ahould not be able to compoto with those
the amount of nearly 8,000 or 9,000 men, would receive such of the United States, and I beliove they would ho able if
an impetus by the adoption of this policy, that before very thoy were onlyallowed froc accosa to the American markot.
long their prosperity and number would ho greatly in- Take suother trade wbich would ho largoly developed by
creased, and we would actually supply the Eastern and the introduction of uurestricted reciprocity-the trade
New England States with all the fiour they want. Let me of sashes sud doors, sud woodwork of evory kiud.
Bay one word as to the policy of the Government with That trade wonld ho considerably benefited. Mention
regard to the milling industry. This Government bas acted hua been made in referonce te waggons sud buggies
in a most shameful way towards the millers. Anybody cau going to the North-West. I happen to kuow somthing
start any kind of manufactory in this Dominion; ho may about this trudt. I know that in the town of Chatham,
start making mosquito nets or fly traps, or any little thing Kent County, we have one of the largeat, pethups the larg-
of that sort, and down comes the Government and gives est, maufactories in Canada. They are makîng thoreoe
him from 35 to 40 per cent. protection. But here is a of the very beat waggona made in this Dominion sud one of
groat indu.try, the very backbone of the Dominion, and the cheapest. They have ail the facilities for carryiug on
how does the Government treat it? The Government do au extensive trade. Thoy have the very beat machinery,
not even put the millers on a plane with the American the vory best sud eheapoat skilled labor, aud, I believe, are
miller. They do not treat them as they do the cotton snd able to turndont waggons as chaply as;they eau posibly ho
woollen and other manufacturers. The moment the cotton turned ont. But the factory, with ail these advantages, is
manufacturer engages in business ho is allowed his raw only running mot over six months probably in the year.
material in free, and has a protection of 35 to 50 per cent. The reat of the year the mechanica are dischargod, sud have
on his manufactured goods. The woollen manufacturer and to find work whevor they eau. I daim that as soon as
other manufacturera are protected in a similar way, but the these walla are thrown down sud uureatricted reeiproeity
milling industry is actually discriminated against in favor introdnced, not only this waggon factory but overy waggou
Of the nijiiers of the United States. Thore la 2h cents a factory in Canada would horuning ful tue, sad instead
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of turning out, as they do in Chatham, 3,000 waggons, they
would turn out probably 10,000 waggons before two years have
passed. There is in the State of New Iork, within a stone's
throw of the factory, more people than we have in the whole
Domirion, and almost within stone's throw of the factory is
the lino of railway which permeates all parts of the country.
Our Chatham manufacturers could lay down their waggons
in New York, and sell them below the price they are sold
for there. I believe tbey have sent one or two carloads of
waggons to the State of Maine and paid the duty on them.
A gentleman who bas the contract to build the Short Line
-I do not know but what it was the Short Lino we have
heard so much about-had a contract there, and found he
could buy the waggons or the carts in the town of Chatham,
and take them there more cheaply than they could be got
there. I believe that, the moment the wall was thrown
down, our waggons and our buggies will have an increased
sale, and the factories would employ many more men than
they are employing to-day. There is an objection which
has been taken to this resolution, and I think it is the only
tenable objection which has been taken to it, but I do not
think, whon you examine it, that it amounts to very much.
It has been represented that, if this resolution were adopted,
we would lose a large amount of revenue-I think some
$7,000,000-on imports from the United States, and there-
fore we would have to resort to direct taxation. Any person
who considers this question for a moment need have no fear
on that account. If you put an Act upon the Statute-
book which will increase the prosperity of the people of
the Dominion, which will put more money into their
pockets by millions of dollars, you need not be alarmed
about a lew million dollars of revenue. I believe, you will
get more revenue than will be required, and anyone who
looks at the enormous increases that have taken place in
the expenditure of the Goverument of this country in the
last few years, must be struck with slarm at the rapidly in-
creasing expenditures which are thrown on the people of
this Dominion. I will give a few items. The interest on
our publie debt in 1877-78 only amounted to $7,048,883, but
it increased in ton years by $2,774,000. Then, the Ad-
ministration of Justice, which in 1877-78 cost only $564,000,
last year cost no less than $678,000, or an increase of $113,-
000 in ton years. In this connection, lot me say that
I am sorry to see the resolution which the Minister of
Justice has placed upon the Order Paper. I see that, by
that resolution, he proposes to add $2,000,000 to the debt
of this country. He proposes to add $71,000 a year for all
time to corne to the expenses of the Administration of Jus-
tice. A more iniquitous, a more diabolical measure, I be-
lieve, was never introduced into this House. Not a single
argument can be advanced in its favor. The hon.
gentleman proposes to incroase the salaries of the
judges, to add $1,000 a year to the salaries of men
who are getting $5,000 and 86,000 a year, besides an allow-
ance of 81,000 and 81,500 a year for travelling and other
expenses. It is a perfect shame for the Government to
bring down a measure to saddle 871,000 a year more on the
people of this country; and that amount is to go into the
pockets of men who are now getting large salaries. A sal-
ary ot $5,000 or $6,000 is a large amount. I have heard
mon in this House abuse the Government because the civil
servants are getting, some of them, salaries of $2,500 and
3,000 a year, and yet they propose togive the judges 81,000
more than they are getting; whereas the civil servant4
give value for their money, they work all the day during
every day of the year, they are doing their duty, and they
do it honestly and fairly; but I do not believe that one of
the judges in this country is overworked, not one of thom
does as much in a month as an ordinary man does in a
week. Take the salaries of our bankers and our business
men throughout the country, and you will find that there
la no com parison between their salaries and the salaries
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of the judges. I say it is a perfect shame that the
Government should come down and propose to saddle
upon the country the additional charge of $7 1,000 for the
increase in the salaries of judges. What will be the effect
of this ? Next year you will have an application from the
County Court Judges asking why they should not have
another $1,000 as well as the Superior Court Judges. The
Government of the day, having established the precedent
and laid down the principle, cannot go back upon it, and
probably the expenses of the country will be increased
enormously next year by incroasing the salaries of the
County Court Judges. I hope the Government will care-
fully consider this matter, and that before the Bill is carried
an earnest protest will be entered-at all events from this
side of the louse-against the proposition. There are a
few other items to which I desire to refer in which the ex.
penses of this country have increased enormously during
the past few years. In 1877-78, immigration cost $154,351;
last year that ran up to $244,789, an incroase of over $90,-
000 in ton years. What was the result ? I need not go over
the figures, because they have been stated here so often;
but if you look at the result in the North-West and all that
we have spent, the millions of dollars that have been spent
for immigraton to the North-West, the census returns show
that a large proportion of the immigrants who were
said to be settled in the North-West must have gone to
another country. I think the policy of the Government
in spending $240,000 or more in promoting immigration
should be put a stop to. I donot believe in taking the money
of the people of this Dominion, the mechanies and the ar-
tisans of this Dominion, and using it to bring out competi-
tors with them in the labor market of this country; and, if
anything in the expenditure of the Government should beo ut
down altogether, it is this abominabe system of immigration.
I do not think the money is spent as it ought to be at all or in
the public service. Then, there is another item which has
largely increased, and that is the item of Militia and Defence.
In 1877-78, that cost us $618,000 ; last year it ran up to
$1,273,000 ; that is an increase in ton years of more than
100 per cent., or of $655,000. I do not believe that all this
money is necessary in order to carry on that department.
I believe, without bringing any charges, and it is not my
duty to bring any abusive charges against any particular
department, that the policy is wrong, and that there is no
need to spend so much. Thon, take the Mounted Police in
the North-West, which in 1877-78 cost $334,000, and last
year cost $862,000, an increase of $528,000 in ton years.
Civil Goverument: 1877-78 cost $823,369 ; 1887-88, $1,-
258,618; increase in ton years, $415,249. Fisheries :
1877-78 cost $93,262; 1887-88, 8416,182; increase, 8322,-
920. Indians: 1877-78, cost $421,503; 1887-88, $1,000,802;
increase, 8579.:99. Legislation: 1S77-78 cost $618,035;
1887-88, 8807,424; increase, $19,389. Miscellaneous:
1877-78 cost 881,167; 1887-88, 8464,448; increase, $383,-
281. Total expenditure, for all purposes; 1877-73, $23,-
503,158; 1887-88, 831,718,494 ; increase, $13,215,336.
Let me say a word about superannuation. Superannua-
tion cost us in 1877-78, 8106,000, last year it cost us
$212,000, doubling in the last ton years. Now, I think this
is a system that ought to be put a stop to. I think the
time has come when this Parliament should put its foot
down upon this system of superannuating officials. If our
officials are not getting salaries enough to enable them to
keep themselves, support their families, and lay by some-
thing for old age, thon, I say give them an inerease of
salary. But this system of taking money out of the pockets
of the people to provide for retired officers is entirely wrong.
When this system was first brought into force it was sup-
posed and also proposed that the receipts from the
Civil Service would be able to meet the requirements of
this fund, but from year to year the expenses have increased
and the reoeipts have not increased in proportion. Thon
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again, if this system as it was at first inaugurated, and
if it was carried out as it was intended, to provide
for men who had grown old in the public service
who become disabled in serving their country and
allowing thom to make some provision for their old
age, it would not be so bad; but when we know that men
in the prime of life, active, stirring, enterprising men, are
quietly superannuated, and needy supporters of the Govern-
ment are placed in their situations, I say that the system is
one that cannot be defended on any ground. Lot me give
you one instance that occurs to me just now. Mr. Alex-
ander McNab,wbo was Superintendent of Government Rail-
ways in Prince Edward Island, a man receiving a salary of
$3,400 a year, only forty-five years of age, a young man in
the prime of life, a man who for many long years was able
to perform all the duties devolving upon him, his position
was required by a needy supporter of the Government he
was superannuated, he went to Chicago and obtained a
lucrative position there, and he is drawing, and will continue
to draw for the rest of his days, no less than $1,700 out of
the pockets of the people of this Dominion. Now, this
system is wrong, and, as I said before, if these men
do not get enough, let us increase their salaries. Now,
Sir, let me say, in conclusion, that I believe that this
policy of unrestricted reciprocity, if it can be obtained,
will confer the greatest possible benefits upon the
people of this Dominion, that it will build up the various
industries of the farmers, the fishermen and the lumbermen
in this country, and believing all this, I shall givo it my
hearty support. I believe that if the Government of the
day were prompt and would take this matter up in carnest,
as they ought to take it up, in the interests of the people of
this Dominion, i think there never was a time in the his-
tory of this country more opportune for doing so than the
presont. We were told last year that we could not get it
any way, and what was the use in trying ? Well, Sir, you
never will get it unless you try; and the fact that the
American Congress have passed that resolution that bas
been mentioned, shows cleary to my mind, at al! events,
that they are ready to negotiate in this matter. They have
taken the first stop towards a conference, they have held
out the olive branch to us, and in the interests of Canada
we ought to meet thum in the same spirit. There surely
can be no objection to that, there can be no possible
objection to passing the resolution that is proposed,
and conferring with the people of the United States ;
we are not bound to accept what they propose, we
need not accept anything unless it suits the inter-
ests of the people of this Dominion, unless it will make
our people more prosperous, content and happy. What pos-
sible objeotion can there be in meeting them h alf way, to con-
ferring with them and asking them upon what terms they
propose to meet us ? Belie ving, asI do, that this measure is
one that ought to be adopted, that it is the bounden duty of
the Government, now above all other times, to meet the
American people upon even terms, and confer with them,
I shall support this measure. Sir, with unrestricted recipro-
city nailed to the mast, I look forward in the near future and
see this Canada of ours making vast strides forward, to sec
the vast prairies of the North-West, the hills and valleys of
tho East filled with an intelligent and progressive people,
one in sympathy and action, the inheritors and possessors
of the same institutions, the noblest, the freest and the
brightest development of mankind.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland) moved the adjournment of
the debate,

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the

Rouse.
Motion agreed to i;and House adjourned at 12 o'clock

(midnight).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNIsDAY, 13th March, 1889.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYEaS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 107) respecting the Wood Mountain and
Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

HOUSE 0F COMMONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN THIQOPSON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 108) to amend the Act relating to the House of
Commons. He said: The object of the Bill is to provide
for the manner in which cheques shall be drawn for the
amounts which are placed to the credit of the Internal Com-
missloners.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

EXCHEQUER COURT ACT AMENDMENT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 109) to amend the law respecting the Exchequer
Court. He said: The object of the Bill is to make further
provision in reference to enquiries made by the court, and
to regulate the rule-making power of the Exchequer Court.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DEPARTMENTAL REORGANISATION.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 110) to repeal the following Act:-

An Act respecting the Department of Trade and Oommerce, 50-61
Victoria, chapter 10 ;

An Act respecting the Department of Customs and the Department
of Inland Revenue, 50-51 Victoria, chapter Il; and

An Act to make provision for the appointment of a Solicitor General,
50-51 Victoria, chapter 14 ; and fur other purpobes.

Sir JOIIN THOMPSON. Explain.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The Minister of Justice asks

me to explain. I think ho ws a member of the House
when these Acts wore placed upon the Statute-book. Some
of us on this side objected to them at that time, and they
bave now been on the Statute-book for nearly two years,
and no action has been taken by the Government in rota-
tion to them. The Governmont said it was important tbat
these departments of the public service should ho reorgan-
ised, that some of thoe should be made less important than
they are now, and they stated that it was necessary that
another law offlcer should bo appointed. We were assured
that the Minister of Justice and Attorney General was not
equal to the discharge of the duties that pertained to the
law department of the Administration. Now, the bon. gen-
tleman has been two years since that period in charge of
that department, and the Government, who are responsible
for introducing those moasures into the House and carrying
them through Parliament, has taken no action upon them.
Nothing bas been done to put these measures into operation.
It was said also at the time that it was very desirable to
introduce the system of Under Secretaries that existed in
England. But there was not the remotest resemblance be-
tween those measures and the organisation of the depart-
ments in England. We all know that in the Execu.
tive Government in England each department bas a
subordinate as well as a chief, who bas a seat in one
or the other Houses of Parliament, and every depart-
ment of Government is represented in both Houses.
But there was nothing approaching to that system in the
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policy of these measures; the Government, so far as the
two Houses are concerned, would stand exactly in the same
position in which they are to-day. It is true that, either
for the purpose of getting rid of a coileague, or for some other
purpose, the hon. gentleman proposed to abolish the De.
partments of Customs and Inland Revenue as they now
exist, and to make these two Ministers subordiuate officers
in a Department of Trade and Commerce. Well, Sir, I
have no objection to the appointment of a Minister of Trade
and Commerce. I think it is very well that such an officer
should exist, and it seems to me that the natural and ap-
propriate thing to do is to make the Minister of Customs a
Minister of Trade and Commerce. There will be no ad-
ditional charge upon the public if such a policy is adopted,
and it is consistent with the line of duties that that Minis-
ter has now to discharge. It is perfectly clear that it was
for party convenience that these measures were put upon
the Statute-book. The hon. gentleman who is at the bead
of the Government has never found the party exigences, up
to this moment, to compel him to advise His Excellency to
bring these measures into operation, and so they have re-
mained a dead letter upon the Statute-book. I have heard
the hon. gentleman, several times since I bave been
in Parliament, say that it was better that a measure
should not exist at all than that it should remain inoperative
upon the Statute-book. These measures have been upon
the Statute-book for two years, they are stili inoperative,
and certainly it looks very much like an attempt on the
part of the Minister of the Interior for the time being, to
make Parliament a mere register of the wisbes of the
Administration. Here we have three departments tbat the
Government have proposed to alter or to amend, and to
have new officers appointed, and they take that power on
the ground that it was urgent in the public interest that
changes should be made. It will be two years on the 23rd
June next since these measures becarne law, and no action
has yet been taken. Those of us who thought that the
proposed changes were not in the public interest, have had
our views vindicated by the conduct of the Administration
since. Surely if the hon. gentleman believed it necessary,
as his supporters, at all events, believed, th at the Department
of Justice should be strengthened in the way he proposed,
it was as proper to appoint that officer the moment that the
power was obtained creating the office of Solicitor General
as it would be at this moment. Tbe fact that the hon.
gentliman has got on without this subordinate officer, for
two years since the measure was passed, is an evidence that
that officer was not requircd, and that the hon. gentleman
who is now the Minister of Justice and Attorney General,
is adequate to the discharge of the duties of legal adviser of
the Administration. The hon. gentleman also said at that
time that it was very important that offices of a subor-
dinate degree should be created for the purpose of intro-
ducing new and inexperienced men of talent into the Ad-
minisiration, and to give them a sort of training as appren-
tices before they attempted to perform the duties of the
more important offices which other of his colleagues are
called upon to fill. Well, I pointed out ut the time, and I
have seen no reason to change my opinion, that while a
system like that might work very well in England where
society is segregated into orders, and where the sons of
noble men are introduced at an early period of life into
Parliament, and put in possession et office with a view to
giving them the experience and training that is supposed
necessary to qualify them for public life, such a policy and
such a course are altogether unsuited to the democratic char-
acter of this country. The hon. gentleman has sitting around
him able men who have never been in office at all, and who
certainly could not, without a serious loss, abandon their
private business to accept any such office as that which hle
proposed to create ; and it does seem to me that the fact
that these three measures to which I have referred have

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell).

been upon the Statute-book for nearly two years, and that
no action has taken place, shows that there was no necessity
for them, and that they ought to be repealed.

Sir JOHiN A. MACDONALD. Well, I do not think I
can be induced to enter into a discussion of this nature on
the first reading of the Bill, with all due respect to the hon.
gentleman. I have not seen it yet, but when the Bill is
printed and stands for its second reading, we will be ready
to discuss the matter with my hon. friend.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SESSIONAL INDEMNITY.

Mr. SKINNER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
111) to amend chapter Il of the Revised Statutes of Can-
ada, intituled: "An Act respecting the Senate and the
House of Commons." fHe said: The effect of the Bill, if
passed into law, would be to allow members to be
absent from the House for not more than 30 days during
the Session, without any deduction being made for the
sessional allowance.

Motion agreed ta, and Bill read the first time.

HORSE ISLAND, GEORGIAN BAY.

Mr. LISTER, in the absence of Mr. BARRON, asked, Has
the Government sold Fitzwilliam or Horse I-land in Geor.
gian Bay ? If so, when, and to whom ? What was the
extent of the island in area and pine timber at time of sale ?
What was the price paid for the island? Under what au-
thority or right did the Government of Canada claim the
right to sell the island ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Fitzwilliam or Horse
Island was sold to Joseph Cozins on the lst June, 1882,
for $2,000, on the approval of Mr. Phipps, the Government
agent, made in February, 1882. The area of the island is
about 1.,000 acres ; the quantity of pine, large and small,
estimated at 500,000 ft. board meusure. The lumber sold
at $500. The Government had the right to sell the island
under the Manitoulin Treaty of 1862.

ST. BEATRIX, JOLIETTE, POST OFFICE.
Mr. NEVEU asked, Whether the Government intend to

grant the request of Mr. H. Ladouceur, and others, asking
that the post office of St. Beatrix, in the county of Joliette,
be transferred from its present location to the bouse of
lormisdas Ladouceur, the latter being more central?

Mr. HAGGART. The application mide on lst Miarch
inst. was sent to the Post Office Inspector for enquiry and
report.

SEED WHEAT, MANITOBA.

Mr. LARIVIÈRE asked, Whether the Government are
willing to accept from those settlers in Manitoba who are
still owing for seed wheat, &c., advanced to them in 1876,
the payment of the amount due by them, without interest,
and upon such payment, to discharge the mortgages held
against their respective real etate ?

Mr. CARLING. This question is now receiving the
attention of the Government.

LITTLE DOVER POST OFFICE.

Mr. KIRK asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to establish a post office at Little Dover, in the county of
Guysboro', and connect it by a weekly mail service with
Canso, as petitioned for?

Mr. HAGGART. The application has been referred to
the Post Office Inspector at Halifax for inquiry and report.
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OYSTER PONDS' POSTMASTERSIP.

Mr. KIRK asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to appoint Mr. Mark Hadley to the vacant postmastership
of Oyster Ponds, in the county of Guysboro', as petitioned
for ?

Mr. IAGGART. The question of making an appoint-
ment to the postmastership of Oyster Ponds is under the
consideration of the Government.

LUNENBURG POST OFFCE.

Mr. RISENHAUER asked, Whether any repairs were
done to the post office at Lunenburg during the year 1888;
if so, what did they consist of, what was the cost, who did
the work, what was the amount paid, and to whom paid ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no post office build-
ing at Lunenburg, as the hon. gentleman knows. The
Government purchased a site in May, 1887, and on 31st
September, 1887, $53.27, for legal expenses in connection
with the purchase of the site, was paid to Mr. Wallace
Graham.

SAWDUST IN CANADIAN RIVERS.

Mr. EISENHAUER asked, Wore any fines imposed dur-
ing the years 1887 and 1888 for violation of the law pro-
hibiting the throwing of sawdust into the rivers of the
Dominion ; if so, what are the names and residences of the
parties so fined, the amount of each fine, and whether all
or any of such fines have been paid, and dates of payment ?

Mr. TUPPER. There were fines imposed by the Gov-
ernment in 1887-88 for violation of the law in regard to
throwing sawdust in the rivers of the Dominion. In regard
to the latter part of the hon. gentleman's question, as an
answer would involve considerable research, I would ask
the hon. gentleman to give notice of motion in the regular
way, and then the information will be brought down in a
return.

OVERFLOW OF THE ST. LAWRENCE.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL (translation) asked: Whether it is
the intention of the Government to submit to Parliament,
during this Session, such measures as will prevent the
destruction caused by the periodical overflow of the St.
Lawrence at Montreal, and in the surrounding counties?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). Mr. Speaker,
in answer to the hon. member, 1 may state that it is not
the intention of the Government.

ST. BARTHELEMY STATION POST OFFICE.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to aceede to the request of the inhabi-
tants of the parish of St. Barthelemy, county of Berthier,
and to establish a post office at or near to St. Barthelemy
Station, on the Canadian Pacifie Railway; and if so, when ?

Mr. HIAGGART. It is not at present the intention of the
Government to establish a post office at St. Barthelemy
Station.

ST. CLAIR -RAPIDS.

Mr. LISTER asked, Has the work of dredging on the St.
Clair Rapids, at Point Edward, been completed ? If not, is
it the intention of the Government to proceed with the
work duriug the coming season.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. The work of deepening the
St. Clair Rapids at Point Edward has not been completed.
To complete it would cost $10,000 additional. The Gov-

ernment have not yet decided what they will do in regard
to the work during the coming season.

CARRIAGE OF CANADIAN FREIGHT.

On the Order, for Select Committee to enquire into and
report upon the amount of tonnage and kind of freight,
during the year 1887, going to or from Canada, and passing
through the United States in bond, its destination and place
of shipment, both as to exports and importa, and what
changes or improvements are necessary to be made to make
it advantageous to shippers and importers to have such
freight carried by lines ot transit wholly through Canadian
territory and received at or shipped from Canadian port.-
(Mr. Ives.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Stand.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think this motion
should either be dropped or proceeded with. It bas been
on the paper six weeks, and that is a long time for it to
remain without being proceeded with.

Sir JOHIIT A. MACDONALD. Mr. Ives bas been away
a good deal, for reasons which no doubt the hon. gentleman
knows.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGJHT. I think he will con.
tinue to be away when the motion is likely to bo reached.

Mr. CASEY. The understanding is that motions are not
allowed to stand. unless at the request of the Government
and for reasons of state. Unless the (vernment ask par.
ticularly to have this motion stand, and give soma reasons
for their request, we must insist upon the motion being
dropped. Mr. Ives bas been here to-day, and he should not
have left the Chamber. This is a very important matter,
and it is not fair to other hon. members that the motion
should remain on the paper and have precedence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will do no harm to any
member, and the Government asks that it be allowed to
stand.

MANUFACTURERS' INSURANCE COMPANY.

Mr. LISTE R moved for:
Correspondence between the Manufacturers' Insurance Company and

the Superintendent of Insurance respecting the list ot stockholderu of
said company furnished by the said company in accordance with the
statute in that behalf.

He said: It requires no excuse for any member of this
House to bring a matter before the attention of the House
so deeply affecting the interests of the general publie of
this Dominion, as a question affooting the life insurance
companies of Canada. I am induced to bring this matter
before the House on account of what, to my mind, seemas to
be great irregularities on the part of the officers of that
eompany in making returns to the Government, as the law
requires. I know nothing of the financial position of the
company, nor do I care particularly anything about that,
but what conceins this House and the country is, that a
law passed by Parliament as a protection to policy-
holders in the life insurance companies of this coun-
try should be observed by the officers of the companies,
in order that the policy-bolders should have
the fullest possible protection. When 1 state that, at the
end of 1887, as shown by the last return I have been able to
obtain, the total amount of life insurance in the Dominion
amounted to 8191,694,000, and to-day is probe bly over 8200,-
000,000, hon. gentlemen will understand how important the
question is. The Manufacturers' Life Insurance Company
is a company incorporated by this Parliament. It is a
Canadian company, and under the statute in foroe in Canada
relating to this and other companies, the law requires that
a return should be made by the presidont, vice-president,
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manager or secretary.treasurer, giving a list of the stock-
holders, the amount of stock subscribed, and the amount
paid upon that stock. Section 19, chapter 124 of the Re-
vised Statutes of Canada says :

" The president, vice-president, or managing-director, and the seere-
tary or manager of every Canadian company licensed under this Act,
shail prepare annually, under their own oath, and cause to be deposited
in the Department of finance, a statement of the condition of affaire of
such company at the usual balancinZ day of the company, in the preced-
ing year, which statement shall exhibit the assets and liability of the
company, and its income and expenditure during the previons year, and
such other information as is deemed necessary by the Minister."

And schedule "A" of that Act requires that a return shall
be made, and that-

" That return shall contain the names of the shareholders and the
amount paid by theE hareholders on account of their stock, and shall be
under the oath of the officers of the company."

Now, Sir, as I said, the Manufacturers' Life Insurance Com-
pany, incorporated by the laws of this country, has made
returns to the Superintendent of Insurance, setting forth
that certain gentlemen were, at the date of that return,
stockholders in this insurance company, and that certain
other gentlemen were holding other offices. We find that
in the prospectus of this company, issued when they started
business, that the actuary of the company is Professor
Louden, professor of mathematics at the Toronto University.
I understand that Professor Louden has no information that
he was ever appointed to that important office by the com-
pany. I find, Sir, further, that the Manufacturers' Life In-
surance Company is.'ued a small pamphlet giving the names
of the officers and the heads of this company, and I find that
Sir Alexander Campbell, K.C.M.G., Lieutenant Governor of
Ontario, is named as vice-president of this company, and that
the Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald is the president of the
company. I find that in an application for a policy in
that company it is endorsed with the name of the Right
Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, G.C.B, as president, and Sir
Alexander Campbell, Lieutenant Governor of Ontario, is
put down as vice-president. I find furthermore that in the
Canadian Sportsman of date February lt, 1889, the ad ver-
tisement of the company sets forth that Sir Alexander
Campbell is vice-president of the company, and looking over
the returns up to date, which I have mentioned, I find that
Sir Alexander Campbell's name appears upon the last
sworn return made by the officers as a stockholder, and as
having paid $2,000 on account of the $10,000 stock which
he owns; that i@, 20 per cent. on his total stock. Now, Sir,
I find that on the 24th day of September last past, a letter
appeared in the Toronto World of that date, to this eflect:
"Editor World.

" With reference to the paragraph in your paper of this day's date,
about theI Manufacturers' Life insurance Company, [am requested by
Sir Alexander Campbell to say that he is not, and never was, connected
with this company, either as vice-president or otherwise, ani that the
use made by hie name in this respect was altogether a mistake. May
1 aek the favor of your publishing this correction ?

"JAMES MACLENNAN.
"ToRoNTO, September 22nd, 1888."

I stated, when I brought this matter to the attention of the
louse, that I knew nothing about the Manufacturers' Life
insurance Company, so far as its business is concerned, but
it has been brought to my attention that the returns made
by the company are not true returns, if we are to believe
the letter of Mr. James Maclennan, the solicitor of the
Lieutenant Governor of Ontario. If it is true that the
manager, or secretary, or president, or other officer of this
company bas made a return to this Government falsely
statng that a gentleman occupying a prominent official
position in this country is a stockholder in this company,
when in fact he is not a stockholder, then to a certain ex-
tent a fIr and has been committed on the country and it be.
cornes the duty of the Government to investigate the
matter. It is not for me to complain or to say anything
about the First Minister of the Government occupying a posi-

Mr LirmL

tion as president of a commercial inatitutior, further than
this, that when we remember that the official whose duty it
is to investigate and watch, in the interests of the public,
the working of those insurance companies is a servant
of the Government of the day, controlled by the First
Minister, and w.eau readily understand how it might be pos.
sible that something more than errors might creep into the
matter of the administration so far as he is concerned, of
the insurance companies of the country. It is to my mind
a dangerous precedent that the First Minister of the Govern-
ment of this country should allow his name to b. used by any
commercial corporation. laving brought the matter be-
fore the attention of Parliament, I have discharged what I
conceive to be a duty. If it is true that such is the case, if
it is true that false returns have been made to the Govern-
ment, then, I apprehend it is the duty of the Government
to investigate these returns, and to sec how far the matter
bas gone.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Iam sure the House must
be obliged to the bon. gentleman, as I am, for bringing up
this matter. The hon.gentleman is quite correct in stating
that supervision should be taken with respect to all corn-
panies of this kind who come forward to claim the confi-
dence of the people of the country. I will not enter into a
discussion as to whether I, as a member of the Governament,
have committed any impropriety in becoming a director, or
even president, of a commercial company. I have done so,
and am quite willing to bear the responsibility of that fact.
Ail I can say is that the Manufacturers' Life Insurance
Company bas got a proprietary and a board of direction for
wealth, respectability and standing not second to those of
any company in Canada; and in saying that I do not in-
clade myself. My standing is political, not financial; but
I speak with respect to the board as a whole, and any hon.
gentleman from Toronto who takes the trouble to look over
the list of directors will see what a respectable and wealthy
body they are. The particulars of the alleged irregulari-
ties I cannot speak to. I was not aware, indeed, what the
object of the hon. gentleman was in moving for these
papers. The papers will be brought down at once, and it
will then be seen whether there are any irregularities which
will at all affect the standing of the Manufacturers' Life In-
surance Company. At present the company holds a very
high position, and is doing a very large and very profitable
business ; and uniless hon. gentlemen see some flagrant
irregularities in their system, I hope, when my bon. friend
opposite takes my place, I may find another sphere of use-
fulness as president of the Manufacturers' Life Insurance
Com pany.

Mr. CASEY. The right bon. gentleman bas, no doubt,
the right to take advantage of my bon. friend's motion for
the purpose of saying a good word for bis company, and
testifying to the wealth and respectability of the officials
and the directorate generally. But my bon. friend's com-
plaint is just this: that the published statements as to who
were officials and stockholders in this company, are con-
tradicted in one very important instance, that of the
Lieutenant Governor of Ontario, by that bon. gentleman's
solicitor, who says h is not connected with the company.
I think my hon. friend is justified in making this enquiry,
and pointing out that the Government should look sharply
after this company, to see that it makes no false represen-
tations as to who are officials and stockholders.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely tue hon. First
Minister must consider the statement made by =y hon.
friend from Lam bton (Mr Lister) as a very serious one, that
in sending in a return a deliberate false return was made,
and that my bon. friend's statement was, primd facie, confirm-
ed by a publisbed letter from Mr. Maclennan, acting as
solicitor for Sir Alexander Campbell. That, it seems to me,
would come within the region of the grossest fraad, and I
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would have expected the hon. First Minister to say that,
whether these papers were brought down or not, he would
cause the Superintendent of Insurance, who is appointed
specially for that purpose, to investigate the correctness
ofsuch a statement. If I understand aright the letter
read by the hon. member for Lambton, it stated most ex-
plicitly that Sir Alexander Campbell never was connected
with this company as vice-president or otherwise. That, I
presume, must be interpreted to mean that he had never
subscribed stock and had pever paid the 82,000 which
appears credited to in. Now, for a company to send in a
deliberate statement of that kind, if it is not true, is a fraud,
and a very serious fraud. The hon. gentleman is quite
right in saying that his directorate is a good one, and that
the names of the men who appear in the list of stockholders
may be very good ; I dare say that is the case; but does he
not see that the country at large depends very considerably
upon the published list of stockholders as an index of the
respectability of a company ? And if it be true, in so prom-
inent a case as this, that men's names have been put down
withont their consent, and large sums reported to have
been paid by them, that amounts to a very gross offence
indeed on the part of the officers of the company. I do not
for one moment suppose that the hon, gentleman was in
any way privy to such a thirg as that; I would not imagine
that; it would have been the act of a born idiot, which the
hon. gentleman most assuredly is not; but if the statement
is at all correct, somebody bas committed what I think the
hon. Minister himself would designate, as I do, a gross
fraud, which should be investigated by the proper officer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that if any improprieties-fraud is a very
strong word-have been cominitted by the officers of this
company, the Superintendent of Insurance should investi-
gate it. Some of the facts the hon. gentleman bas men-
tioned have reached my ears for the first time. With re-
spect to Sir Alexander Campbell, I had heard-though I
never knew of that letter before-that there was a misap-
prehension in his case. What extent it was, or how it hap-
pened, I cannot now say. Therefore, I will reservo anything
I have to say until the papers are brought down. I have
not seen the papers myself'; they will b brought down at
once, and I, on behalf of the company, will have an imme-
diate investigation.

Mr. CASE Y. la Sir Alexander 'Uampbell vice-president
now ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. LISTER. The last return, in the sessional papers of

1888, page 385, States :
" Sir Alexander Campbell, Toronto, $10,000; amount paid up, $2,000.''

Motion agreed to.

TENDERS FOR CANAL WORKS.

Mr. CASEY moved for:
Return showing-
i. Statement of cases in which all or any of the tenders ealled for and

received for any work in connection with canais, within five years, were
rejected on the report of the Chief Engineer of Canais, giving names ot
tenderers and gross amount of each tender ; with copies of ail such reports
Of the Chief Engineer, giving reasons for such rejection, and noting the
cases in which new tenders were called for.

2. In cases where new tenders were called for, a statement of names
of tenderers and gross amount of each tender, noting which tender was
accepted, and giving copies of any reports or other reasons for the re-
jection of lower tenders, if any.

3. Statement of cases in which claims for extras have arisen under
any contract entered into in pursuance of any such accepted tender, and
have been referred to the sole arbitration of the Chief Engineer of Canals,
showing amounts paid to claimants under his award, and a detailed
statement of costa paid by the Government, or other parties to the suit,
li connection with ihe arbitration in each case, and to 'whom paid.
He said: My reasons for moving this resolution are very
simple. I understand, and I think it is pretty well known,
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that in more than on case uin which tenders have been
called for for public works, the engineer bas reported that
these tenders were below the figure at which the work
could reaseonably be expected to be executed, and for that
reason all the tenders have been thrown ont, and in some
cases new tenders have been called for, and the work has
been gone on with under one of those new tenders. In
every case the new tenders, so far as I know, have been cou-
siderably in excess of the former ones. When the first
tenders were stated to be too low, the contractors would
naturally tender at higher prices, and in cases arising under
contracts of all sorts in the department to which my motion
bas reforence, any claims for extras have been referred to
the sole arbitration of the chief engineer of the department,
and ho has received, I am .informed, very large sums as
arbitrator in these cases; having been sometimes paid by
the Government and sometimes by other parties to the
suit, according to the way in which it turned out.
As a rule, I suppose, if the Government lost the case, they
would have to pay the costs, and if the con-
tractors lost it, they would have to pay the costs. I do
not know what the rule has been, or who las paid these
costs, but, at all events, it is quite certain that the chief
engineer of this department has received very large sums,
over and above his salary, for arbitrating in those matters-
sums amounting to thousands of dollars a year. I cannot give
the exact amounts, because I do not find them in the Public
Accounts, and I do not know of any way of finding out how
much ho has been paid by the contractors, who may have
lad to pay the costs of the suits, and consequently have had
to pay the arbitrator. I think the whole system is a very
rotten one. The principle of throwing out tenders because
they are all too low, is a bad one. If a man puts in a
tender, and puts in sufficient security to satisfy the Gov-
ernment, ho is responsible and liable for any damages that
may accrue from his not carrying out the work-; and the Gov-
ernment ought to accept his tender, even though the engineer
says it is too low. Instead of that, it has been the custom
to throw out at times whole batches of tenders,on the ground
that they were not sufficiently high, and to call for new ten-
ders, and then let the work at increased figures. Thon, despite
that, there are claims for extras, which are referred to the
sole arbitration of the engineer in chief, Mr. Page, who, after
sitting some days or weeks in determining the matter, bas
been paid either by the Government or the contractors.
The system offers a premium to the engineer. 1 do not
say that the gentleman in charge of that position is liable
to corrupt influences, but this system offers a premium to
whoever may be engineer of the department to see that
extras are claimed, and an arbitration had, so that ho may
have a nice little job that will give hin 82,000 or $3,000 in
addition to his salary. It bas been for some time the
theory of the Administration here that a civil.servant who
is paid a yearly salary is paid for his wholetine and bas no
right te any extra pay for anything he may do for the
Government during that time. In spite of this theory,
however, we find civil- servants constantly down in the
Public Accounts for large amounts in addition to their sala-
ries, and the case I have in band is one of them. Mr. Page
has been paid large sums for extra work as arbitrator and
in other capacities, and my object in moving this resolution
is to find out how much h has been receiving, from whom
and for what purpose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. How far back do yon
wish to go ?

Mr. CASEY. Say ton years.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You will not get it this

session.
Mr. CASEY. I want to get the information this Session,

and if the hon, gentleman will say what period of years
will be covered this Session I will ask for that period.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that I am

obliged to furnish information to my hon. friend to prepare
his motion. He bas to make his own motion.

Mr. CASEY. I am asking the hon. gentleman how many
years would probably ho covered by a return which could
be brought down this Session?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I really cannot tell. I do
not know the number of tenders, or the number of
objections or acceptances.

Mr. CASEY. Well, I will say five years.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The bon. gentleman

asks for the tenders, rejected on report of the Chief En-
gineer of Railways and Canals. lt does not at all follow
that the report of thebchief engineer bas been accepted.
The tenders may have been rejected contrary to his report.

Mr. CASEY. I do not ask for them.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman thon

proceoeds to ask for the reasons for such rejection. I do not
think we can bring that down, and my hon. friend will see
the reason. The publishing of the reasons which are con-
tained in a confidential report from the engineer, may griev.
.ously affect the character and standing of mon who would not
like to have these thingS published, and my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), when a member of the Gov-
ernment, must have seen a good many of these reports. The
chief engineer might, in a report, feel bound to say that the
tenderer was an unsatisfactory contractor, that ho had failed
in provious work, that ho was unfit to prosecute the work
successfully, or that ho was financially weak, or ho might
bring charges more grave against him. These reports
set forth candidly to the Government the reason why a party
should not be employed. The hon. gentleman will under.
stand that it is a matter of no consequence, so long as we get a
good man for the work, who is appointed, and we must
trust our officer to a very considerable extent as to what
report ho shall make. You will never get a f:ull report on
those matters, if it is to be understood that the reports are to
be published. If the hon. gentleman knows of any case in
which undue favoritism bas been exercised, in which a
respectable and capable contractor bas been thrown over
for favoritism, or any other cause, that would ho a good
ground to pass a motion, but a general motion to bring
down reports on all the contracts within five years which
the officers of the Government, in the conscientious per-
formance of their duties, have made unfavorable to individ-
uals, is asking a great deal. And it may be deeply injurious
to the party whose tender bas been rejected. However, we
will bring down all the cases in which tenders have been
rejected for the five years, and we must judge, in the inter-
est of individuals, as well as in the interest of the public,
whether we shall show the reasons for which those tenders
had been rejected. I know, as a matter of experience, that
men who have tendered, and whose tenders have been re.
jected, do not like to have reports made as to the reasons
why they were rejected. They may have tendered at
abeurd prices, and there is no use in showing up these
tenderers, unless it is in the public interest. The general
return will certainly be brought down, but I think theon.
gentleman will agree with me that the objection I take to
the form of his motion is well founded.

Mr. MITCHELL. The right hon. gentleman bas referred
to me as to my experience in the Privy Couneil, and I
think there is a great deal in what ho bas stateci. I think,
where the reports refer to the character of the contractors,
it would not bo just to have them laid before the public,i
and it might do those contractors an injury to do so. Buti
the Government can discriminate between sucb cases as
that, and the information which my hon. friend is askingi
for. A system bas grown up of late years, under which]
very important contracts, involving hundreds of thousandsi

Sir JoHN À. MACDONALD.

of dollars, have first been rejected, and thon the claims have
been left to the decision of an officer of the Goverment to
make the arbitrament between the Government and the
contractor. I think it is wrong in the public interest to
place in the power of one individual the decision of claims
involving hundreds of thousands of dollars, especially when
that individual is a paid officer of the Administration. The
right hon. gentleman bas recently established a Court of
Claims, and I believe that the proper way to settle claims
between contractors and the Government. or claims for any
publie service rendered to the Government, would be to
refer them to that Court of Claims, established as it has been
for, I think, over two years or thereabouts. It is
time to put a stop to references of extras and
claims on contracts to an officer of the Government, no
matter how much confidence the Government may have in
him. It is even unfair to the officer himself to place him
in such a position where he may be tempted to sacrifice the
public interest for personal gain. I do not for a moment
say that this bas been done, but I think it is unwise and un-
fair to allow these references which have taken place to be
made to a paid officer of the Government, and that bas been
done to an enormous extent in the last few years. Now the
Court of Claims is established, and if it is not the policy of
the Government to refor all these matters to that court, the
Court of Claims is of no use and should be abolished ; but I
think that all claims for extras or other matters in connection
with public contracts should be dealt with by that court in
publie, and should not be left to the decision of an officer of
the Government in his own private office. I am sure the
right hon, gentleman will see the force of what I say. I
make no ireflection upon anybody. I do not say that any
wrong bas been done in the past, but it bas often struck me,
when I have seen the large amount awarded to contractors
for extras, that this placed too much power in the bands of
an officer of the Government, and put before him a tempta-
tion which ought not to be placed before him, and I think
the whole system should be put a stop to.

Mr. CASEY. I am very glad to hear what bas fallen
from my hon. friCnd from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),
with which I perfectly agree. I desire to remove a misap-
prehension from the mmd of the leader of the flouse. I am
not so anxious to get at the personal reasons for the refusal
of particular tenders, as I am to get at the reason for the
rejection of tenders in a batch, on the ground that they were
too 1ow, and that the work could not be executed for the
figure named. I do not admit the contention of the right
hon. gentleman, that the reasons given by the Chief Engi-
neer of Canals to the Government for rejecting particular
tenders are private. I think the Hlouse is entitled
to know for what reason any tender was rejected. I
am not asking for that now, but I think we have
a right to ask it, and to know whatever eau be known
in regard to any expenditure of public money. However,
if it will relieve theb hn. gentleman's scruples in this mat-
ter, I widl be content to have a return in the cases where
tenders have been rejected on the ground of being too low,
and, if ho desires it, I will amend the motion in that sense.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection to it.
Mr. CASE Y. Porhaps the motion may be left as it is, and

after the hon. gentleman's remarks, and af ter what I have said,
ho may exercise his own responsibility as to what ho brings
down. What I want, particularly, is the reason for the rejec-
tion of tenders in a batch, on the ground that they were too low.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may be permitted to
say a word in reference to what my hon. friend from North.
umberland (Mr. Mitchell) bas stated in regard to the rofer-
ence of these matters to a Government officer. That refer-
once bas always been made at the suggestion of the other
party, and not at the suggestion of the Government. It
occurs very frequently that, when there is a disputed
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account, as for instance a canal case, reference is made,
say, to Mr. Page. He makes his report on the claim of
the contracter, and the Government say to the contractor :
Wall, under this report, we cannot grant you tho amount
of your claim, but, if you are not satisfied with our offer,
you must go to the Court of Exchequer. Well, the party
says: This causes delay and expense, and I will lave it to
your own officer to go into the evidence. It is like two
men quarelling about a matter, and they are satistled to
leave the question to the judgment of one of them or some-
one else. I mentioned Mr. Page's name because the hon.
gentleman knows him, and we have always found that
there is no danger in trusting to the award of that officer.
If it is to be understood that, in every case where there is
a difference of opinion between the department and the
individual, it is to go to the Court of Exchequer, there is
an end of it ; but, in that case, the parties will be put to a
very considerable expense and delay. As I have already
stated, that it happens occasionally, where a contractor-
knowing the fairness, the honesty and the uprightness of
men like Mr. Page, or Mr. Schrei ber, or Mr. Trudeau, in the
different departments-says: Very well, I will leave it to
your own officer; I know that if he goes into it, ho will do
jiustice. Hitherto, we have been in the habit of accepting
that offer, because it shows that the contractor was confident
in the justice of his claim. If, however, it is the general
sense that we are to make no such reforence, that it must
go to the court, I do not think that the contractors, as a
body, would like that change.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has just now made
an illustration in applying this theory, and I may just as
well follow him by putting 'another. He says that it is
always at the instance of the contractors that reference is
made to their own officer, and he bas quoted Mr. Page and
Mr. Schreiber. Now, as far as Mr. Page is concerned, and
Mr. Schreiber, too, I believe they fairly enjoy the confi-
dence of the community. We will take, for instance, Mr.
Page, who bas dealings to an enormous extent with the
publie contractors of this country in the construction of
canals, railways and other public works. We know that
when a contractor finishes work, or during the progress of
the work, he gets advAnces upon it. When his work is
completed he sends in his claim to Mr. Page, who either
accepts, or rejects, or reduces that claim, and Mr. Page re-
ports, acting on bis final conviction upon the matter,that that
man's claim, less 8100,000, for instance, should be allowed,
or that his claim, less $50,000, should be allowed. The
contractor refuses to take it, and ho goes to the Govern.
ment and says: I will refer the matter to the arbitrament
of your chief officer, Mr. Page. Why, Sir, Mr. Page bas
already arbitrated upon that matter in the interests of the
Government and the public, and he bas decided that the
claim should be paid less a certain sum. Now, we all know
how susceptible men are to a variety of influences-I do not
mean monetary influences-I mean a variety of other
influences, and I think it would be much safer, in the
interesta of the public, if it were understood that where
a chief engineer like Mr. Page, on the one hand, or
Mr. Schreiber on the other, or any other of the deputy
heads of the several departments which are contract
departments, that once they make a report upon the
matter, the Government must either act upon the report or
let the party go to the Court of Claims, which the bon.
gentleman has established for the purpose of settling such
matters. The hon, gentleman says that it may put the
contractors to inconvenience. M y opinion of the contrac-
tors of this country is that they can stand a good deal of
inconvenience, they are quite willing to take the chances of
Bomle inconvenience, and I think it will be much safer if
their claims are reexamined in open court, Mr. Page or
Mr. Schreiber giving their testimony under oath. In that

case the public interest would be much botter protec-
ted, th in by having their claims again referred to these
mon who have reported in favor of a reduced amount.
When the engineers have reported reducing the claims by
$100,000 or $50,000, and the contractors are not satisfied, I
think the public will be much botter satisfied if, in the
future, these claims are referrod to the court specially
established for settling them.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the illustration furnished by the
First Minister hardly applies in this case. e says it is a
case of one of the contracting parties putting himself in the
hands of the other. That is Vhs argument which the First
Minister offers in defonce of this system. Now, there is
quite a difference between one of the parties, and an agent
of one of the parties. In the case of any question arising,
we can hardly consider that every departmental officer is
the paymaster. lu addition to what has fallen from my
bon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), I
venture this, as my opinion, as to what is sound and proper.
Al public works ought to be done under contract, and if it
happen that there are extras not contemplated by the con-
tract, but are the outcome of the contract, those extras
ought themselves to be especially referred to the Court of
Claims. The extras are what the contractors are after,
that is where the money is made. We do not need to look
for a better illustration of that than at a couple of affairs
that have come before this House within the last few years.
Take the case of Section B, where the extras amounted to
$400,000; take the Onderdonk case, where an award, after
an arbitration, was made for $75,000, and it was not enough
to satisfy the Administration of the day, and they had it
increased, at their own motion, to $200,000. Now, if the
Goverument can cause an increase like that to be made by
their arbitrators, what influence have they over a person
who is in their employment, who is dismissable at thoir
will ? Where public tenders are invited, and a contract
entered into by the Government as the result of public
tenders, thon there must be no difficulty in ascertaining the
debt by the country to the contractor. But anything else
that grows out of that contract, where the cost is not
ascertainable by the express language of the contract, is
a matter, I think, that should be investigated under the
safeguard of a judicial tribunal like the Court of Claims.
I think, having regard to the facts and the history of the
country, and our experience for the last few years, the
criticism of the hon. member for Northumberland was far
too mild.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

THE CORNWALL CANAL.

Mr. BERGIN moved for:
Copies of reports, plans and surveys of the then proposed Corn-

wall Canal by J. B. Mille and Benjamin Wright, E.q's, Civil Engineers,
and by Capt. P. Cole, Royal Engineers, in the years 1832, 1833 and
1834- also for survey and report of Colin Carman, Esq., 0.E., of a pro-

oseà change of location of Cornwall Canal, from Band Bridge through
Uoopies' (reek to Archibald's Point, with plans, profile and estimates.

He said : I make this motion for the purpose of bringing
before the flouse and the country the present state of th
Cornwall Canal, and the plans proposed for its improve-
ment by the Chief Engineer of Canals. I am aware, that in
introducing this motion and in taking the course I propose
to take, I am assuming a large responsibility, and that in
taking exception to the plans proposed by the chief
engineer, I am called upon to substantiate by the records
the statements which I propose to make. It will be
fresh in your recollection, Sir, and in the recollection of
every member of this House, that a serions break took
place in the Cornwall Canal, in the month of October lat,
near the village of Moulinette. This, Sir, was no& the first
or only break that has taken place in the Cornwall Canal
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since it was opened nearly half a century ago. Toexplain the
mAtter to the louse and to the country in a manner that will
be satisfactory to them, I shall be obliged to quote largely
from the records to show that at no time, since the con-
struction of the canal until to-day, has it been safe for the
purposes of navigation. We all know that any serious
breach in the Cornwall Canal must be attended with the
most disastrous results to the commerce of this country.
The last break which occurred, it has been estimated, cost
not less than five millions of dollars to this country, and for
that reason I feel that it is my duty to bring before Parlia-
ment the present state of the canal, the plans which are
proposed by the chief engineer, the contracts which have
been let, and the alternative nature of the plans which are
now before the Government for the prevention of any
further such accidents to this canal. No change of location,
no plan for the strengthening of the banks, which does not
put beyond peradventure any further breach of this kind,
is one that can be accepted by the people of this country.
The Boards of Trade, the Mariners' Association, the ship-
owners, all view with alarm the present proposed plan
of improvement, and they are ail anxious that the
attention of the Government shall be closely directed to
the present contracts. The works proposed are, unfortu-
nately, under contract, and it may be objected that, being
under contract, we ought to allow the contracts to be
carried out. But I, for one, hold-and I am not alone, for
the most practical mon in this country, and men of high
scientific attainments, are of the opinion that the plans are
not satisfectory-that they are not plans which will make
the Cornwall Canal secure, that they are not plans which
will prevent any further interruption to commerce. It
must not for a moment be supposed that, in the criticism I
am about to make, I am in any way censuring the Govern.
ment of the country. The Government acts upon the report
of its chief engineer, a man of high attainments, of long
experience, who for more than a quarter of a century has
been advising all the Governments that have held power in
this country, and he bas held that confidence up to the presont.
I do not impute to that gentleman any ulterior designs in
the plans which ho has proposed, but I do say, from ail I
have been able to learn, from the enquiries I have made,
from what bas been said to me by practical men and by
scientific men, that bis plans are not at ail what they ought
to be. This leads me to say this : that as the plan which ho
proposes to follow now is the plan which was adopted at
the time of the construction of the canal, commenced in
1834, I am bound to show some reason why that location
was adopted, and why the plan to which we seek to revert
was not then carried into effect. Professional jealousy was
the cause of the abandonment of the first survey and the
selection of the second location. Professional jealousy, the
same monster, rears its head to-day, and it is for this reason
that the Chief Engineer of Canais refuses to listen to the
propositions made by other engineers and practical mon.
Let me read to the HBouse an extract from the address made
by Mr. Samuel Keefer, at the meeting of the Canadian
Society of Civil Engineers, at Montreal, a few weeks since.
Ie said:

" It bas been suggested that some reference should be made to the
first construction of the Cornwall Canal, the enlargement of which is now
in progress, especially to that portion of it between Moulinette and
Mille Roches, where the breaches have occurred, and it is my intention to
do so, not in this address but in a paper specially prepared with illus-
trations, to be read at one of the regular meetings of the society. Hav-
ing spent nearly six years of my younger days as assistant.engineer,
under I. B. Mille and Uolonel Philipotta resident engineers in ite con-
struction, I may claim the privilege of contributing the facte in relation
to the formation of the baiks that have come under my own observation.

This much, however, may be said here.
"The canal and its banks were constructed of ample dimensions. The

canal was 100 feet at bottom and 10 feet deep. The embankment was
raised to fourteen feet above canal bottom, and made twelve feet wide
at top with slopes on either aide of two to one.

Mr. BERGIN.

" That portion ofthe canal embankment on the upper-reach, which for
upwards of a mile in length, from Moulinette to Mille Roches, holds the
water in the canal at a level of about twenty feet above the branch of
the St. Lawrence, which runs alongside, is in fact founded upon the
treacherous clay bottom in which were found springs-of water, and in
part in side-cutting permeated by streaks of sand. The embankment
over this ground was formed with extra. care, the earth being laid on in
courses with carte, and where the outer slope ran out into the river it
was protected by boulder stones along its outer edge. Where springe
were found under the seat of the embankment they were led out to the
river's edge by French drains, and where the streaks of sand were en-
countered in the side-cutting they were cut off by puddle trenches, six
feet deep or more, and the bottom and side bank lined with puddle three
feet thick froru the puddle trench to high-water mark. This mode of
protection was not continuous over the whole line, but was confined to
such parts of the bank only as appeared to require it.

" Since the opening of the canal, there have been several breaches in
this bank, the last and worst of all was the breach of last fall, which in-
flicted such serious damage upon the trade of the St. Lawrence last year."

It will be evident from that statement that the greatest care
and prudence should be exercised before the Government
undertake to carry out the work under the plans proposed by
Mr. Page. The fullest evidence should be presented by him
to the Government to show that a different condition of the
banks ean ho brought about by the proposod plans, and a
different condition of the foundations. I may say that in
1826 a survey, with a view to the construction of a canal
from the Long Sault to Cornwall, was made by Mr. Clewes,
a very eminent man, who had devoted the greater portion
of his life to the study of the rise and fall of the waters of
the great lakes, and to the condition of the St. Lawrence.
That gentleman published a great number of pamphlets in
connection with the subject, and ho attained so high a
reputation that ho was called upon to make this survey and
report to the Parliament of Upper Canada. In 1830, four
years after, Mr. Barrett, also an eminent engineer, and
with whom I had many conversations on this subject in
my younger days when ho was employed on the Lachine
Canal, also made a report, and it was confidently expected
by everyone that when the construction of the canal was
undertaken, although it was of larger dimensions than the
canal on which Mr. Clewes was asked to report, and Mr.
Barrett also, the plan suggested by Mr. Clewes would have
been adopted. Unfortunately, the commissioners appointed
by the Parliament of Upper Canada to construct the-Corn-
wall Canal did not feel they could employ Mr. Clewes or act
entirely upon his judgment, or on that of Mr. Barrett.
Those engineers were Canadians, and the commissioners sent
one of their number to the United States to employ Ameri-
can engineers, not that they had any desire to throw any
doubt whatever on the scientific attaiuments of Mr, Clewes
and Mr. Barrett, but because they believed American engi-
neers would bave had more practical experience in the con-
struction of canals. The result was not at all what we could
have wished, as I shall show by the records which I shall
read presently. They obtained the services of Mr. Mills and
o' Judge Wright, who was at that time Chief Engineer
of the Erie Canal. Those gentlemen, on their arrival in
this country, entered upon an investigation of the works
that were proposed. They felt, coming as they did from
the United States, that it was necessary to their professional
reputation to show that the Canadian gentlemen, who were
employed to make the surveys and report upon them and
locate the canal, did not possess skill and scientific attain-
ments equal to their own and were not as capable of sug-
gesting a canal route and a cheap and proper mode of con-
struction, and as a consequence they reported a different
plan. I quote from Mr. Mill's report. He says:

"It is well known to the members of the board that two separate and
distinct surveys had been made over the same ground in general, and for
the same object, ixpon a smaller scale-one by Mr. elewes, in 1826, the
other by Mr. Barrett, in 1830. As neither of these plans contemplated
a canal of more than 8 feet depth of water, and ouly 60 feet width on
the bottom, and locks of 40 feet in width and 132 feet in length; they
did not conform in capacity in any respect to the terme of the Act under
which this examination was directed to be made, and were of little use
to me in the duties assigned."
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Mr. Mille thon made an estimate of his plan, as well as an
estimate of the plan of Mr. Clowes. The plan of Mr. Cewes,
I may mention, was to cut through Archibald's Point about
a mile and a quarter fuirther west than the prosent
entrance to the canal, go through looples' Creek to a
deep ravine and low ground which runs . froin the head of
the Lo ngSault to Brownell's Bay, now called Sand Bridge.
and at Brownell's Bay, or near thehead of Sheik's Island, to
construct a short dam, the river there being at summer level
only about 150 feet from the present canal bank to the head
of the island, and never at any time having more thavi two
feet of water. That is called a-branch of the river, but it is
really not that. Oftentimes during the summer one can
walk almost dryshod from the main shore to the head of
Sheik's Island. He contem plated also placing a large dam at
the foot of the island. This would have given us an inland
canal with natural banks that could never break away;
but Mr. Mills, in making his report, condemned that plan,
as I shall show you presently, because ho said it would cost
thirty thousand pounds sterling more than the plan
which ho proposed, and which was to build along the bank
of the river and not to have an inland canal. Further on, 1
will show you from the report that Mr. Mills was obliged
to shift his banks over and over gain ; that ho was
obliged to shift his contre line fifty feet into the bank, and,
finding that the bank was constantly slipping into tho
river as fast as constructed, se bad was the founda-
tion, and in order to keep it from further danger,
ho was again obliged to shift his centre lino twenty
feet fatther. He thon got into a bank of hard pan and
b3ulders, which cost a largo amount of money, and, although
the bank is to-day within the natural bank, yet the founda-
tion is the same bad, unsubstantial foundation tapped by
quicksand and by running water that it was fifty years ago,
and it is not in any botter condition to-day to build a bank
upon than it was thon. The very fact o this bank break-
ing away last fall, as it was always predicted that it would
break away, and as Mr. Milis himself, after two years of
construction had been gone on with, tdmitted it wuuld
break away, shows that it is time we should direct the at.
tention of the Government (whose attention was never
direoted to it before) and the attention of the Chief Engi-
neer of Canals, to the actual state of the facts. Mr. Mills, in
making bis estimate, says this:

" Thence to Archibald's Point, distance 3 miles, the natural chan-
nel of the river presents no impediments to the navigation of steam-
boats of the class contemplated to b.e used; lu aruth, this is the most
placid part of the stream from Prescott to Cornwall. I come now, Sir,
to the point, Archibald's, where it has been proposed to leave the river,
in order to pass the Long Sault. As the Canadian channel of this
rapid does not afford a safe ur convenient passage, even for descending
boats, it becomes necessary to construct a canal to accommodate both
ascending and descending trade. Therefore my calculations from eaid
point to Cornwall, are based upon a canal of 100 feet width at bottom,
and banks sloping according to a base of 2 feet to 1 foot vertical. From
this point to Cornwall, i11 miles, several plans have been suggested
and considered, only two et which have been deemed worthy of parti-
cular examination. Mr. Olewes proposed cutting across said point and
passing up the valley of Hooples' Creek, ï mile; thence following a
depression of the country, and dropping into the stream at Brownell's
Bay. See plan No. 1 ot this work. This plan I have examined, and
have prepared minute calculations of its cost.

'' The other plan examined, is to follow the river and its shore to thesame point. 1 will now, Sir, compare these two routes or plans, to
their union at Brownell's day. The route by Hooples' Creek, is three
miles and 72 chans, in the coure of which there occurs 1,461,000 yards
excavation.

" The river route follows the natural channel of the river, which
affords a good and easy navigation one and a quarter miles furtherj
down; thence I make a canal on the bank of the river to the said bay,
distance two miles and 44 chains,"
The point I wish to make with regard to this proposal and
this report of Mr. Mille is, that bis estimate of the number
of yards of excavation was made for a channel 10 feet deep,1
and that, singular tosay, the estimate which is made to-day1
for a channel 16 feet deep, through precisely the saine
ground calls but for one hundred or two hundred thousand
yards more. The inference is plain that Mr. Mille pur-

posely over-estimated the expenditure upon that proposed
plan, in order that his plan might be adopted. Here is
what he says:

"You will perceive Sir, by the above comparison, that there is little
difference in distance (counting the distance on the river fromsaid
point te the commencement of the river work li mile), but that there is
il mile lese distance to be improved, therefore less distance to keep in
repair, and also that there is $122,618.89 in favor of the river route.'

I have shown you, Sir, the reason why Mr. Mills adopted
that plan, and I propose to show you how, as the construc-
tion went on, every day developed the inaccuracies and the
utter want of safety in that plan as proposed. The con-
missioners appointed by the Parliament of Upper Canada
were not satisfied with the plan proposed by Mr. Mills, nor
were they satisfied with bis estimates or his location,
and they asked His Excellency, Sir John Colborne, to lend
them the assistance of Captain Cole, then at the head of
the Royal Engineers in this country, and they consulted
also Mr. Fleming, an engineer of repute, and Mr. Thomp-
son, and asked thom to report upon the plan of Mr. Mills,
and particularly to report on the Hooples' Creek and Brown-
ell's Bay route, that the utmost caution and circumspection
should bo observed before deciding upon the route. I propose
to read to you, Sir, what Captain Cole saîd-and theroecau b
no higher authority-upon that portion of the work which
the present Chief Engineer of Canals to-day pooh-poohs:

"In altering their plan te meet the wishes of the country, Judge
Wright and Mr. Mille stated that they were aware of the greater co3t of
No 1 (the inland route), but preferred the latter as a more perfect
work. The latter gentiemas thought the saving might be £30,000 I
imagine that this will be found under the mark, but nothing certain
cen be given until a survey of the points te be impr voldhas been made.
Ti t irst and principal feature of the natural course ont tobe adoptec,
is the damming below 8rowneil's Bay. Elaving given the subject snch
consideration as imperfect accounts of the localhties, and Mr. Ridout's
map of Oanada, enabled me te give, before I visited the spot, I concluded
that we might construct these works advantegeouisly, and I found the
reality greatly surpassing my expectations. If an embankment be
thrown anross the passage above Brownell's Bay te $heik's Island, the
water lot may be finish d without pumping, and the dams below con-
structed without the usual expense of ari artificial waste weir, or the
shifting of a temporary one in the dam itself as the work progressed.
The water being thrown around the outer obannel by this embankment,
no difficulties remained to contend with This bank, I advise, ahould
be permanent, with a masonry waste weir of ufficient dimensions te
feed the locks and mille, with a spur or jetty thrown forwards (as at
present from the wooden lock) te catch the upper level of rapid as it
passes at right angles acrosi thie mouth of the passage. This difference
of level is about two feet. The extra expense of making this work per-
manent would scarcely exceed that of a temporary coffer-dam, indepen-
dent of the masonry cheeks of the sluice-way-and a guard of three
or tour feet against the spring fil>ods would be much less costly
than the same guard placed on the dam and lock at Moulinette.
The alvantage would be acquired of relieving the works below at any
time, in case of leak in the dam or locks, which may be required in spite
of ail previons care of the engineers, from the carelesaness of the con-
tractor, or from some defect in the lock itself which would require
remedy; much, ità. true, may be done by previous care in the founda-
tion of dams, and me examination of the rock under them and the
locks-all apparent fissures being filled with cement and covered witlh
a little masonry. The advantage, also, will be given by the bank
above, of letting in water by degrees and watching the effect produced,
se that ail defects may be remedied before the navigation epens. The
backing might also be all>wed some time to consolidate before the
water is let in. This work I call embankment bscause it does not
raise the level of the water, but merely retains it at the level required.
All these details, and many more, wilI better be known te the
resident engineer. I will merely state, that the masonry of damssbould
be arched key work, well wedged up ; this saves extra masonry, and if
well performed, there is no use in mortar or cenent being addel, but
broken atones and seingle should in either case be placed about 4 feet
thick on the back of masonry te preveat the passage of the gravel and
clay of the slope above. The water sbould not rua over, for severat
reasons, and a guard of 2 feet will be ample against the wash of the
suiface water. Ail these arrangements were concurred in by the
engineer, and from hence downwards, no diserepancy of opinion
appeared ; ail details being left to the judgment of the resident engi-
neer, including the formation of aluices at esch dam."

Now, one would suppose, as Capt. Cole evidently supposed,
that this proposition of bis would have been carried out;
but it was not. Mr. Geddes, who was aiso consulted by the
engineers, speaks of this plan, too. He says:

" The lower level leaves the upper, by locking dowrn 17 feet to the
surface of Brownell's Bay: said bay belng raised feet by a dam at
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Mille Roches, holding up the water 13 feet aboave its present surface at
that place, thus producing a depth of 10 feet water through the bay.

"The artificial la:e thue produced, would afford a fine piece of naviga-
tion for three miles, but destroy the valuable water power of Mouli-
nette, and whatis more serious, produce, in the canal line to be carried
from Mille Roches onward in much of the distance for the first three-
quarters of a mile, cutting 17 feet deeper than by pursuing the upper
level, beyond which there ie 9 feet between the two levels.

" Few localities equal this in the facility of making said dam, or
founding a water lock, at the head of Brownell's Bay : a low embank.
ment ehuts all the water from the north aside at Sheik's Islaud, leaving
dry land to build the water lock on at the head of Brownell's Bay, and the
dam at Mille Roches. This embankment at the head of Sheik's Island,
Mr. Mills values at but $450; a canal from the head of Brownell's Bay
to Mille Roehes he estimates at $103,980.

" The value of three miles of an artificial lake, instead of a canal,
wouldbe the set-off against some excess of expense which probably will
be incurred by following the lower level."

Mr. Fleming also reported in the same way. He says:

" On considering the first of these, namely, an en tire canal, as now
laid down by the engineers mentioned, it appears to me te have been
adopted under the impression cf avoiding apprehended hazard from ice
to any works which might be placed in the river between Brownell's
Bay and Mille Roches, for, on the left ank et this branch of the river,
the canal reute is necessarily very circuitons, and weuld be expensive
to construct from the steepnese and the brokenness of the ground,
whereon much deep side-cutting with heavy embankments must be
nmade towards the river, for the level of the base of the canal must be
frem 13 te 23 feet above the surface cf the river, which, in consideratien
cf the magnitude cf the canal proposed, becomes the more bazardons in
point of stability by being thus supported by new embankments.' At
the upper aide of Mille Roches village, the same route leaves the bank
of the river and proceeds about one mile further on-the same level to the
first lock. On the last part the cutting is very deep, and through a soil
of a quality, as indicated by several places here, much disposed to slip,
and waich may require, I would fear, somewhat more than the estimated
expense, although this might be sufficient to accomplieh the sane
quantity of excavation of better ground. The continuation of tbis route
to its debouche into the St. Lawrence presents nothing remarkable but
the deteriorationef the lands and the town of Cornwall, which it passes
through.

"8uch being the features of this proposed route of an entire canal, I
regard that part of it which extends from Brownell's Bay to Mille

Roches as unnecessary and expensive, and which, in my opinion, should
be entirely superseded, by adopting the river here in its etead, which
brings me to consider the second route mentioned above.

" It now will appear on this route, there would be a great saving in
expense by the mere construction of the dam proposed at Mille Roches,
instead of forming a canal along the bank of the magnitude proposed.
As additional to this dam is only required a stop gate in the entrance
here of the canal. It would also be advisable to thrcw a dam of small
height across the stream at a point above the position of the lock at
Brownell's Bay, by which the waters from the Long Sault may be
always regulated or occasionally absolutely stopped. The means cf
doing the latter would afford the dam at lille Roches ta be built on
almost a dry foundation, and aleo the same for the locks at Brownell's
Bay, which also would allow to remove any shallowness or impediments
of the channel. Pauls or buoys may be atterwards placed to direct the
course of deep water.

" As the proposed part of this new route, on the canal, is not yet sur-
veyed, the expense of it muet remain undetermined. Until thi8 is done,
however, it is clear this proposed alteration of route, froma Brownell's
Bay, would afford a much better steamboat navigation than an entire
canal, and which would be, evidently, many thonsand pounds lems ex-
pensive; alec, if well constructed in the dams and locks, the whole
would require little annual repaire; besides, this Mach upon the river
would afford a safe protection for vessels to lay up in the wnter months,
fàr the dam here would form a barrier against aIl movements which
might hereafter happen from obstruction of the ice below, and with a
very ordinary dam above the works at Brownell's Bay, there could be
no danger apprehended on this side, while this last dam would regulate
the supply of water as required for this grand basin, as well as for mill
purposes, which then might be properly afforded from the dam at Mille
Roches.

" Thus far I would decidedly recommend these alterations as superior,
both in respect of utility in navigation and towards reducing the whole
expense to that of au entire route, as proposed by Messrs. Wright and
Mill."

Mr. Mills made a second report, in whiîch ho partially ad-
mitted all the objections which were male hy the other
engineers to be correct. He said:

"As such operations in large streams ever leave marks of their effects,
I presume they were to be found along the banks of the river Accord-
ingly 1[observed such effects as the tearing up, breaking and scarifying
of trees, and concluded that the accounts might be half true, aud if so,
there was good reason for keeping as clear of exposure as possible in
the construction of the works in contemplation. Ploode, though free
from ice, when ithey deluge a line of canal with earthen banks, ever
cause great derangement and expense of repairs, and it is generally con-
sidered by men conversant with matters of the kind in question that
auch works ought not to be exposed to the danger and hazard of inun-
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dation. Thus I view the subject, Sir, and accordingly, I acted As in
the course of the past year, I am not aware of any important change in
the laws of nature or in the consequnces eof their operatiom, I am to
presume that the danger of exposing works of the kind in question ie as
great to-day as it was one year ago-therefore I have not seen any
reasons for taking a different view of the said plans and locations."

And yet, ad mitting the danger that would certainly follow
from inundation and from the rapid rush of water at
particular seasons, ie nevertheless persisted in following
out the original plan and location; and when I come to read
to you, as I shall after a little while, the report of Mr. Page,
Chief Engineer of Canals, made the other day, you will
find he attributes the destr.uction of this bank to the causes
laid down by Mr. Mills in this report. He refers again to
what evidently was a painful subject to him, Clewes' and
Barrett's plan. He, sornehow or other, was unable to rid
himself of that, and on evory occasion in which he got into
difficulty, ho endeavored to convince himself against his
better judgment that the plans he had rejected in the first
instance were the plans ho ought to have followed. le
says, although there was no necessity for him to refer to
any other plans at that time :

"I wish briefly to refer to three plans thtt have been cnsidered and,
I believe, abandoned :

"i. 'he one proposed involving a dam of the St. Lawrence at Point
Maligne, near Cornwall. This plan, I believe, is abandoned, not, how-
ever, because of its impracticabiLity, but rather from its inexpediency,
alil things conçidered.

"2. Passing Long Sault by the original route-then dropping into
Brownell's Bay, raised five or six feet by a dam at Mille Roches-thence
passing the original line nearly, and reduced seventeen feet to Corn-
wall, I have made an estimate of the expense of this plan of improve-
ment and find it costa about £4,000 more than the plan recommended
to your board last year."

And with him £4,000 extra expenditure was not for a
moment to be considered in connection with the safety of
the canal, and the disastrous results that might at any time
ensue, interrupting navigation and greatly injuring com-
merce.

" 4th Plan. Drop into Brownell's Bay, raised five or six feet by a dam
at Moulinette. At Moulinette drop into a pond made by a dam at
Mille Roches. At Mille Roches drop into the river at the foot of the
fall at this place; thence pursuing the river to French's Rift, through
wbich cut; and drop into the river below it ; thence following the river
to Point Maligne, through which cut, and drop into the Cornwall Bay,
where terminates the improvement. This plan, you may know, is not
altogether new. At least it is as old as the spring of 1833, most of
whieh was proposed to me by several persons at that time, and aIl of
which bas been more or less considered by me in the course of my sur-
veys mn reference t Ithis improvement. However, it does not receive from
me so much serious consideration, for the reasons which I hve above
stated. I believe this plan is thought well of by at least two of the gentle-
men who have recetly visited the grouna. I am very decided in the
opinion that it is the best plan, it the original one is to be departed ,from,
and the levels reduced-therefore I determined to furnish the board with
an estimate of the expense of it at this time. In the interval of the depar-
ture of the gentlemen who have visited us and the meeting of the Board
of Commissioners there was not lime for a minute survey with direct
refcrence to this improvement."

Here we have an admission from the man on whose advice
the canal was located, that the plan of Mr. C ewes was the
best and proper plan, and we have the admission, a little
further on, that because of a comparatively trifling expense
of $102,82, which the construction of a canal that would
be safe for all time would cost, ho abandoned the old and
stuck to his owa plan, whieh ho admitted was nut the good
or the proper plan. In considering his plans I have brought
you as far as Moulinette and Mille Roches, for by that time
ho had realised that ho had made a tremendous engineering
blunder; and after a large sum of money had been expended
he abandoned his proposed plan of a river canal from
French's Rift to Cornwall, and insisted upon the construc-
tion of that portion of the canal by the inland ioute. For-
tunate it was for Canada that ho had the good sense to
abandon even that much of his proposed or river canal.
Those who knew Mr. Mills, those who have any knowledge
of the public works that he constructed, will tell yon that
he had a weakness for following the sinuosities of the river
and building all his improvements upon its banks or as
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near to the banks as possible, his desire being to show that
by superior engineering skill lie could overcome natural
difficulties in a way they could be overcome by no other
engineer; and owing to the overweening self-conceit of
this engineer, the commerce of the country has been
imperilled and actually stopped more than once, with the
disastrous result which we all know followed the break in
October last. In the subsequent report, Mr. Mills made the
usual statement which he made every year during the pro-
gress of the construction of the canal:

" Although I have no doubt of the safety or permanence of the work."

Now, why should ho, above all mon, refer to the safety or
the permanence of the work, if he did not feel in bis heart
of hearts that the work was not safe or permanent, and it
could never be made so on the plan he had laid down. His
consulting engineer, Mr. Wright, also had the same bogey
before him at all times, and ho too felt called upon, because
of the reports which were made to the commissioners by the
assistant engineer every month, to insist upon the safety
and the solidity of the work. Speaking of that section of
the canal, notwithstanding what the Chief Engineer of
Canais may say, and notwithstanding what those who are
wedded to bis opinions may say-for I have heard one or
two engineers say that they think that portion of the canal
from the guard lock to Brownell's Bay may be safo-not-
withstanding what they say, I shall be able to show from the
reports that that portion of the bank is built upon a bad
foundation, that it was improperly constructed at the begin-
ning, and is to-day in a most unsatisfactory condition, and
at any day may be swept into the river. This is what is
said about section No. 1 :

" From the first, and throughout the whole course of my duties in the
service of your board, economy, permanency, and despatch, so far as
they are relatively consistent, have been grand objects to which my
attention has been directed; and in any proposition relative to construc-
tion, wherein plans are projected or changed, the above considerations
have been in view, and they were in full view, when I proposed said
piers on section No. 1. The following is simply the circumstance in
which the suggestion originated : In prosecuting the work along a sec-
tion of the upper part of this contract, I observed that an important
portion of the earth thrown into the river was taken away by the current,
which is made serious by a shoal putting out from the opposite shore,
which has formed the channel bold on the north shore for about 2,000 feet.
It became an object with me to counteract this currentand throw it from
the shore, by which I would not only save all the material carried out by
forming a permanent protection against the abrasion and action of the
river, but would be enabled to carry the bank farther into the river even
than the original plan contemplated, thereby reducing the amount of
excavation to an extent that the cost of the piers, even at double tbe esti-
mate, would be much more than compensated, and the work finally
more secure. That this would be the result I have no doubt.''.
But the result did not prove to be so. Notwithstanding
that ho had no doubt in regard to it, in the course of a few
monthshe was obliged to remove bis centre lire 50 feet in-
to the bank, which was composed of boulders and hardpan;
and, two years after, he was obliged to move it 20 feet
further into the shore in order to save his bank. There
can be no doubt that Mr. Wright, the consulting engineer,
was thoroughly aware of the dangerous state of the bank,
and of the effect which the ice and a rapid current, in case
of flood, would produce I need only refer to his report to
the COtimmissioners in June, 1835, after the bank had been
carried away by the force of the river. On the lst Novem-
ber, 1836, at the close of the season's work, Mr. Jones, the
commissioner, who reported that Mr. Harvie's section No.
1-the most dangerous section, as I contend, now-
bad to be changed because of the slipping away of
the banks, the quicksands, and the shitting sands, through
which the water permeated fron the river into the
works, recommended puddle banks. Not only did
the water permeate from the canal wben there was
Water enough in it, but it oozed through between the
natural bank and the artificial bank from the river, and
thousands and thousands of dollars were thrown away in
the attempt to make that a safe bank, which never ought
to have been constructed there at all. Col. Philpottse, who

was appointed after the failurp of Mr. Mille to satisfy the
commissioners that ho could construct it in an efficient
manner and make it permanent, undertook to perform the
work by puddling. I have it on the testimony of men who
were connected with the construction of that canal, men
who are living to-day and know of what they speak, that
the puddle was made of the poorest material, that Col. Phil.
potts was not able to get the proper sort of clay to make
the puddle, and that the puddle was put on the top of quick.
sands which shouldhave been removed before the puddle
was employed. Col. Philpotts, in all hie reports, was
obliged to say that the condition of the ground upon which
the banks were raised was bad; ho was obliged to say that
there were hidden springs in the bottom of the canal which
permeated throigh the work, and that there were quick-.
sands there, but he hoped to save the work by the measures
ho was taking and by the puddling with which he was en-
deavoring to stop the leaks. Now, I come to the report of
Mr. Page upon the proposed work, the only one which
ho has made since L874, and I propose to deal
with that report in the plainest possible terme,
because I think we cannot put too clearly or too forcibly
before the Government and the country the weakness of the
present banks of the Cornwall Canal, and their insecurity.
What this country demands is not a cheap work or a work
cf questionable satety, but a work that shall be perfectly
safe and afford perfect security, a canal that will last dur-
ing all time, and I maintain that this canal can be so con-
structed and can h bmade safe for all time at an expenditure
no larger, if not less, than is now prcposed by the Chief
Engineer Of Railways and Canais. t have Mr. Page'@ report,
which was laid on the Table the other day, in regard to a
portion of this work, in regard to the dams which were
approved by Capt. Cole in the year 1835, and also approved
by Mr. Geddes, Mr. Thompson and other engineers, and, a
few weeks since, revived by Mr. Keefor. But, before
touching on that report, I propose to read a portion of a let.
ter without which that report would never have been made,
and the Goverunment would never have been advised as to
the insecurity of the canal. It is a letterd written by Mr.
Samuel Keefer, who was engaged as assistant engineer in
the construction of the canal, a man whose reputation as
an engineer stands second to none, a man whose ability
cannot be placed below that of even the chief engineer
himself. This letter was addreesed to the Minister of
Railways, who very properly submitted it to the chief
engineer. In that letter he says :

" In these troublous times, I can well understand how the great
affaire of State demand your most earuest attention, and for fear of In-
opportune intrusion, I have hitherto refrained from reminding you of a
matter of detail which just now is giving no little trouble and anxiety
to those engaged in commerce ; but I feel that I muet discharge my
Canadian conscience of its duty by reminding you of my views for the
enlargement of the Cornwall Canal, as set forth in my letter addreused
to you on the 17th February, 1885. My main object in suggesting the
plan I did was to provide against disaster of the kind under which the
navigation is now stopped by the breach near Mille Roches. I am in-
formed it is the intention of your department to enlarge the upper
reach of the old canal, in itu, following its einuosities over the sane
treacherous ground. if sncb plan is persisted in, I think yon may look
for more serious breaches and stoppages after the enlargement than have
happened before it, for the reasons I have pointed ont, and, if the volume
of trade by the St. Lawrence overreaches the magnitude expected, every
stoppage of the traffic must be feit with tenfold severity."

Now, the plan that Mr. Keefer proposed to the Government
in that letter in the month of October latt, is the same plan
which I brought before the Government about ton years
ago. I laid the matter personally before the present Prime
Minister and Sir Charles Tupper, who was then Minister of
Railways and Canals, and ho ordered a survey to be made;
but, although that survey was made, and an estimate was
made of the cost, just about the time Sir Charles Tupper
resigned his position as chief of that department, no report
was made by the chief engineer to the Government, so as
to enable them to set intelligently upon it. Ho contented
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himself with verbally saying to Sir Charles Tupper's suc- sucking it in and sucking it out, to the destruction of the
cessor, that the plan was a ridiculous one, and would not bank. This is not a mattor of which the chiof engineer eau
give a greater~head of water. We did not ask for it in ho ignorant, because 1 have it from the superintendent of
order to get a greater head of water, but because it would the canal on more than one occasion, that in repairing the
enable a larger volume of water to ho brought into the canal batks they have core upon portions of the old boards and
for the purposes of manufacture and navigation. If that planks, and although there was botter material on the face of
plan had been acted upon, it does not require that a man the batk, the part of the bank which was constructed with
should be a sage to ho able to inform this House that no carte was constructed of good and durable matorial. The
such accident as that which happened the other day, could core of the baDk, which ought to have been made of the best
possibly have happened to the canal. I shall deal now material, and the southern portion of tho bank, that which is
with Mr. Page's objection to the plan proposed of an inland along the river, was made of the poore8t matorial, anything
canal from the head of the canal to Mille Roches. In his that they could got; but thoy put on the inside, to keep the
report dated the 27th of February last, ho says: water in the canai, a face of 8 feot of the hast material they

" When the work of enlarging and deepening it was placed under conu- d get, and that thcy made with carte and laid longitud-
tract, provision was made that the widenin g might be done on either inally. Lt i8 now a littie more than haif a century ago sinco
aide that would be most likely to improve the line, that is to say, that the Cornwall Canat was constructed. Daring a great many
although the widening was intended to be done principally on the north
aide of the present channel, it was thougbt that some salient or promin- years that sound, good face which was put on with carte
ent points could, with advantage to the general line, be in part removed. saved the rotten outer banks of the canal, and preventod
The material excavated in widening and deepening the prism, was, of their being carried away; but after haif a century, the
course, to be placed on the south or river aide of thoseplaces wheie the
banks of the canal are close to the margin of the river.' wind, the sicet, the snow, the agitation of the banks of the

canal by vossels going through, and by the natural wear and
Here the Chief Engineer of Canals admits that ho proposed tear, this eight feet of good bank las beon oblitoratod, and
tampering with the north side of the bank of the canal, to thora is not to-day six inchos of good face on the whole
remove portions of it, and throw it over to the south side length of that canal from the hoad cf the Sauit to Mille
with a view of deepening the canal, yet, in the next para- Roches. And we are asked, Sir, to admit that a sound, and
graph he is obliged to admit that it would not be safe or safe, and proper bank could be nado by taking the soft
prudent for him to do it, but that ho must take the north matorial from the bottom of this canal by dredges aud lift-
side of the canal on the shore line. Speaking of the break, ing it witb derricks and throwing it ovor to the outside of
ho says: the river; and wo are told that any plan that wo shah

" The casualty above mentioned, and the information subsequently adopt in opposition to this, will cnet a very much larger
obtained, have, however, shown that it would be injulicious to eut into sum of money. Beore I get through I shaîl be able t
the north or canal eide of the south or river bank, consequently the show
widening muet be done wholly on the norti or landward side, and the
line of the south bank allowed to remain undiuturbed, and the alope on that the contracta which ho bas entered into, formad but a
the canal aide continued down to the new bottom line at the same angle eraîl portion of the expanso that will ho necessary for tha
sas at present.'' as atpraset." afety of the canal under the plan that ho proposes, and 1
And yet, Sir, it seems to me a curious sort of mental shah show il fromn is own reports. Hoesays:
obliquity on the part of the Chief Engineer of Canals who 4"For two miles along the bank of the Sanît Rapidsthe sou is of strong
could recommend that the north portion of the south bank day and gravel, with stoue and boulders imbedded in it, and la
should be taken away, and almost in the next paragraph admirably adapted fur making a atrong and permanent embankment
admit that if ho did so the bank would be destroyed, and beiween the canal and the swift current of the river, the enter edge ofj which is well protected by the boulder atones taken eut of the excava-
recommending that the enlargement must be made from tien ofthe canal."
the north side. It is quite evident that ho knew himself This ho said is Mr. Kefer's opinion. Mr. Keefer was not
that the proposal ho made, that the contract ho let, was
upon false promises, and could not be safely carried out. oiployed on that portion cf tho canal, and hoespoke from
He says: memory, but Mr. luofer now bore aad that the foundation

upon which that bank was buiît was a safo and a propar
" This conclusion bas been arrived at by ascertaining from some of the foundation. On tho contrary, we have the evidence of

old contracta how the banks of the St. Lawrence Canald were intended to Cl
be formed, and it is unlikely that they would be made much different from Oirupotts, cf Mr. Mille, and cf Mr. Wright, that
the manner therein deacribed, which is as follows:-All the best earth Ibis section No. 1 was the most dîfficuit of the canal,
for making tight banks must be placed in the front or middle part of the because of ils shiftiug sande ils bidden springe and the
same, t bat of inferior quality in rear. In forming the bank, the earth,
if carried by carte, muet be laid in courses not exceeding 12 inches, and
all the best material must be placed in the front or middle of the bank. 1cr dams acrose the heud and foot cf the canal, and Baye
The information received from various reliable sources leads to the
impression that certain precautionary measures were adopted in pre- "t is net statsd whetherit is ceftemplatsd te place the dams at the
paring the seats for some of the banks i aIl of them were, however, nonarrewest part et the 'Sny' and use the present tewing path wîth a
doubt formed as above stated." bridge over each of tee peninga of the channel; or to place the dams

obliquely, and iu a position tbat weuld make them correspond as iearly
Now, the chief engineer is incorrect. That bank of which I as possible wth the line cf those parts cf the island and canal bank
have spoken, from the presentguard-lock called now the head with which they connet"
of the canal to Browneli's Bay, was constructed, not with carts, Wohl, Sir, I would have supposed that, after the long
the greater portion of it, but with hand barrows. The earth oxporience cf the Chiof Enginoor cf Canals, ho would net
was deposited transversely to the bank by the laborers, and at this tua cf day, tell us that it wa8 nocessary te have a
80 soon as the bank had risen to a height over which they towpatb by which 10 tcw the immense vessas we ara gcing
could no longer dump the earth from the barrows, they laid to hqve through 14 foot cf water, so scon as this work is
down inch boards across the bank, and the boards were laid built, by borsos alcng tho bank. He must know that tho day
down so that the barrows might not sink into the soft Clay, for towing vossels by borses in a 14*foct channol, is pat; ho
and that the men might be enabled to wheel their loads must know that the plan which was proposod by these
easily. What was the resault? Every throe feet of ominant enginoors years ago, is a plan which meet effec-
bank formed a sluice-way? The result of the construc- tually forbade anything like a tcw path, and, thorefore, the
tion was, when they abandoned the barrows, and the objection which ho makos on that score> is eue which ought
boards were split and of no further use, they were net to be entcrtained for à moment.
allowed to romain there, and to.day this part of the bank of IThe abe along the north aide of Sheiks Island ba a very tortueus
the Cornwall Canal -and during all theseyears, bas been t.j>1 and irrpa-lar outiue, se that te makaaything 11k. a suitable towiapg
ped by the sluice-ways which act as channels for the water, path along it would b. attended wilh a vat deal of uncerWaty buded
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expense; still were this not done in the case of making t he "Sny "the
navigable channel, a Ewing bridge would be required for canal purposes
over each of the openings made in the bank, instead of one swing
bridge for public travel acrois the canal at Moulinette."

I do not remember when I bave read anything more
disingenuous. If the dams are built, and in wordung this
paragraph he presupposes they are built, no bridge is noces-
sary. Anyone who may desire to visit that island, the
inbabitants of the island, coming to the main shore, would
cross upon the tops of the dams from either end, and no
bridge would be required, and the fine road along the island
would be used by them. Probably the best road in the
township of Cornwall is that on the north shore of Sheik's
Island, and no bridge whatever would be necessary. Io
that connection let me say, that the plan Mr. Page sends
down in connection with these proposed dams is a plan
more misleading than calculated to give reliable infor-
mation to the Government, to members of the House and
the country. He laye down water lines as if that island
were fiooded. It is true that in one or two places where
the banks are shelving, the water may come up on the shore
a little distance, but a small bank of not over three feet hgh
in any place, and not extending an entire length of more
than 200 or 300 feet, would prevent one drop of water at
the highest known flood injuring any portion of the island.
The chief engineer proceeds :

" Having already ftated how it is proposed to enlarge and deepen the
present canal and the manner in which the materiI excavated is in-
tended to be disposed of, namely, to strengthen the weakest and least
secure parts of the present banks or th )se parts of them that are closest
to the margin of the river. the aggrete extent of which, there is good
reason to believe, is lees than one- hird of the whole distance, or less
ihan three times the length of the two dams that would be required to
connect Sheik's Island with the banks of the canal."

Well, Mr. Page, the chief engineer, when ho penned that
paragraph, must have reckoned on an entire want of know-
edge by the Government, owing to his having concealed

from them the true state of affairs, and ho must have rock.
oned on their lack of knowledge in regard to the condition
if the banks when ho said thaut three times the length of

the dams is the whole distance. Wby, the length of the
bank that is unsound, and which he cannot make safe by
the plan he proposes, is between four and five miles, and the
lergth of the dams which we ask him to construct so as to
give us a free inland canal, safe ut all times and which will
furnish water for navigation and for manufacturing pur.
poses, is as follows: One of about 300 feet and another of
600 feet, or altogether 900 feot, as against the distance of
five miles. And ,ve must not forget that the construction
of those two dams would give us an inland lake over 15,0,0
feet long, with a depth at the head of not less than 18 feet
and at the foot of 43 feet, an average depth of 34 feet and
1,2 0 feet wide. la that not a desirablo object to be at.
tained, although Mr. Page osys it would be six miles away
from the foot of the Cornwall Canal. That is true; but
the construction of that dam would give an unlimited
water power in the village of Old Mill Roches. It would
furnih power for many manufacturing establishments and
would give emp!oymer.t to many thousands of hands,
whereas to-day very frequently the mills in Cornwall are
stopped for lack of water in the canal. Speaking of the
water lu the canal, let me point out to the Government the
dangers of the tortuous entry to that canal. There could
be nothing worse. Vessels frequently go against the piers
and their cargoes are injured or lost. And we are to be
told by the chief engineer of this country that we must
construct the canal where defective, and that we must retain
the same unsafe and unsatisfactory entrance ? Let me call
the attention of the Government to the change it is proposed
to make in the construction of the canal. We say, and we
Bay it advisedly, and I shal obe able to prove it if the best
engineering talent is consulted, that Lock 19 should not be
put under contract at all, but the head of the canal should
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be plaoed at Lock 20 instead of at the head of the Long
Sault. Instead of taking vessels through lock after lock and
consuming, as they do, from ton to twelve hours in passing
from the head to the foot ofthe canal, by tho plan prop ,
which wili make the canal safe, and so that it can never
break away, we shall reduce the time consumed in
passing from ton to twelve bours down to four to six hours.
[s not this an important matter to be considered in the
interests of the trade and commerce and navigation of this
country, that we should not only minimise the expenses of
transport, but we should also economise time, and by doing
this necessarily lessen the charges attendant upon a great
length of time being cooumed in making the passage
through a given portion of the canal. On this ground
alone I think we are justified in calling the attention of the
Government, and asking them to take some other advice in
addition to that which they now possess. I want further
to call attention to the disingenuons manner in which the
chief engineer speaks of the construction of the dam. He
says:

" Those who have given careful attention to iuch matters and are
free to deal with lthe question on its morits,--''

I scarcely understand that phrase. My opinion is that
every man in this country is free to deal with this question
on its merits.-

"-will scarcely fail to obqerve that dams of souch a height,made other-
wise of moderatedimensions ii the ordinary way, of the class of materials
of whieh some of the banks are r p,' s ,ted to consist, wonlinut be liksly
to receive a favorable impression ut their security.''

W hy should they be conetructed in that way? Why should
hey be made of the material of which somo of the banks

are represented to consist? Why should they not be made
of good material and be properly made? How, thon, can ho
presume to condemu a work because of hie own proposed
construction of it in any but a proper and satisfactory
manner ?

Il I fact they might reaso2ably be led to the conel sion tbat the
adoption of the pr>p>sed means to meet u2certain riaki might resait in
others quit as perpiering, if nnt even of a silli more farmidable kind,
uneias precautions were taken other than usual for even banks of the
height required."

That would certainly ba the case; and it would be his duty
to sec that they were properly constructed of good material
and placed beyond a chance of breaking away. He, fur-
ther, says:

'«At places wlaere the present baniks are cloue te the margin of the
river an the water aloagside more than five tetle depth, a rougi oes.
of narrow crib-work will be placed to keep the bridge material in po-i-
tion until it is consolidated. The whole of the banks are afterwards to
be well protected by a facing of Stone."

It is said of a lady's letter that the gist is nearly always in
the postscript. So it is in this dicument. We have before
us bis estimate of the cost of the construction of the works
which ho has proposed, but we have not before us the esti-
mate of the cost of the stonework which he proposes to
employ for the purpose of strengthening the banks ma:e of
the slash and soft material which ho intends to throw over
them. Practical men, who have been engaged in such work,
and who have comnpleted thom and who know their cost,
say that the strengthening of the bank with that crib-work
and rough stone, as he calls it afterwards, would cost far
more than the present work under contract. And Mr.
Page himself admits that there is somothing wrong about
his plans, bocause ho says:

" It is, no doubt, true that placing the dredge material on the outer
Bide i, not the poition where it wonld be moet aerviceebIe to batks of
the descrip tion the ie are repreuented te b. ; stili, the materili vii have
a sectional area and extent, and be of a nature that, when fully con-
solidated, it wo aid almost, if n t altogether, retain the vater in the
canal were the old banks opposite the respective places where It ia us.4
removed altogether."
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We desire to wholly retain the water ; and tbis recalls to
my memory the reports of -Mr. Mills and Mr. Wright.
Almost in identical words with theirs, he says:

" Of the feasibility, efficiency and safety of enlarging the present
canalin the manner described in the specification on which the work
is let, the slightest doubt is not entertained by me ; but as regards
forming the '8ny ' or north branch of the river mito a navigable channel
by means of dams at both ends of Sheik's Island, it must be confessed
thAt my perception is quite as obtuse as was that of the late John B.
Millà, who, it appeari, failed to see the importance of it."

Now, Mr. Speaker, although he sees "the feasibility, effi-
ciency and safety " of enlarging the canal in the way which
he 1 roposes, yet in another plaGe h admits that the material
is bad,~and he proposes-a plan by which, in raising the soft
material and mixing it upin boxes and dredges, h hopes that
at sometime or other it will become solid. He says that the
plan proposed was objccled to by Mr. Mills, and he adds, as
regards forming the Sny " or north branch of the river
into a navigable channel by means of dams, that "bis per-
ception is quite as obtuse as that of the late John B. Mills,
who, it appears, failed to see the importance of it." Would
it be believed that Mr. John B. Mills did not fail to see the
importance of it; will it be believed that Mr. John B. Mills
recognised the importance of it, and that he was so fully
alive to it, that, when leaving the canal, to the chief com-
missioners, he reported as follows. He was called upon to
report as to the two plans: the Hooples' Creek plan, which
I brought before the Government 10 years ago, as my rigbt
hon. friend at the bead of the Government will remember,
and bis own plan along the river. Here are his words:

"l It is a favorable feature of the river plan, that for se great a part
of the distance you occupy the river, eonsequently that you have se
much less canal i danger of derangement and requiring repair. The
works in contemplation will certainly be safer at elither extremes of the
height of the floods than at any point between (considering the location
as it respects the line the same); conasq iently,it the warks are not quite
up, thon the nearer they are to the point of the water subsided the more
safe they are. Upon the inland route you will observe that your works
are not only up, but out of the way of danger frr m ice aud flood. By
these remarkd, i wish naot to disguise the fact, ihat there may be
accidents and thait tbere is danger of breaches and interruptions in the
use of similar works, whatever be their situation and whatever b. your
forecast and precaution; but in the case before you, the probabilities of
interruptions, derangements and expense of repaira in the one, hardly
deserve to be named wten considering the other.

" The river plan appears favorble, when considering the first
expenditure."

And mark what he says:
" But before you pronounce it the economical, the judicionus, and

altogether the best plan to be pursued, you muet consider what it ae-
complihhes and what you have got for your money. [n the first place,
3 ou have got an imperlect improvement, and one which doees not secure
the ends contemplated ; secondly, the works and conbtruction of the
improvement, the businesé, the commercial onerations of the wbole
country are jeopardized upon an unexpcted and oft.occurring casualty,
which may be avoided for the sum of £J5,000 or x30,000 ; thirdly, in
case of repaira being necessary they must bie done at greater expense,
and the same advantage cannot be taken of the season for repaira.
These are matters which are perfectly within the comprehension ofyour
board, and I hope they will receive the consideration which they
deserve."

If a more emphatic or a more positive contradiction could
be given to the report of Mr. Page by Mr. Mille, to whom
he appeals, I should like to hear of it.

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

After Recess.
IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate the Canada Congregational
Foreign .Missionary Society.-(Mr. Holton.)

QUEEN'S COLLEGE, KINGSTON.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee on Bill (No. 46) to amend the Act
respecting'Queen's College at Kingston.

Mr. BiRGIN.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think this Bill waa referred
to the Private Bills Committee, with the understanding
that the House was not committed to its principle, to ascer.
tain whether this Parliament bad jurisdiction over the
subject-matter with which the Bill deals. The committee,
[ understand, have reported the Bill back to this House
without expressing any opinion on that question, leaving
the responsibility of deciding it with the fouse itslf.
Now, I think it is pretty clear that this flouse bas not
juriediction over this subject, and if it bas not, it would
only be misleading the trustees of Queen's College to under-
take to legislate on the subject at al. When we look at
the provisions of the British North America Act, section
93, we find it there provided that the Local Legislatures
of the different Provinces shall have exclusive control over
the subject of education, subject to certain provisions, which
are inserted, with a view to the protection of the various
schools which have been established in the interest of the
different religions denominations in the different Provinces.
We have not the power to legislate on these subjects,
but we may prevent the Provinces legislating in a way ad-
verse to the interests of those on whose behalf those
educational institutions bave been established. I under-
stand that the reason the authorities of Queen's College
come here, is that they suppose, from the decision of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in the case of
Dobie vs. the Temporalities Board, that this Parliament
aloneu has jrisdiction over the subject. On looking at this
decision, I do not think that it bas any immediate bearing
upon this case, It dealt with a subject wholly different
from that of Queen's College at Kingston. In that decision,
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council held that the
Local Lugislatures could not repeal cr deal with the sub-
ject; and they did so on the ground that the interesta sought
to be affected were interesta not exclusively coniated to any
one Province. The court says that although the empor-
alities Board might bave a forensic domicile in one Province,
yet the actual domicile was not confined to one Province;
that thev find its properties are not u-ider the exclusive
control of the LegisIature of any one Province; that one
Province of Canada had as mnuch righ.t to legisiate on the
subject as another, and that by separate and distiLct legis-
lation in each particular Province the subject could not be
effectively dealt WiLh. And the board laid down this rule:

" The Quebec Act of le75 does not deal directly with property or
contracta affecting property, but with the civil righte of a corporation
and of individuals present or future, for whose benefit the corporation
was created and exists. if these rights and interests were capable of
division according to the local position in Ontario and Quebec
reepectively, the Legislature of each Province would have power t:)
deal with them so far as situate within the limite of its authority. If by
a single Act of the Dominion Parliament, there had been constituted two
separate corporations for the purpose of workting, one a mine within the
Province of Upper Janada, and the other a mine within the Province
of Lower Oanada, the Legislature of the Province of Quebec would
clearly bave bad the authority to repeal the Act so far as it related to
the latter mine and the corporation by which it is worked."

Then the board further says that:
" In every case where an Act S appliable to tihe two Provinces of

Quebec and Ontario can now be validly repealed by one of them, the
remt must be to leave the Act in fall vigor in the oiher. But in the
present case, the legislation of Quebec muet necessarily affect the rights
and statua of the corporation as previously exist.ng in Ontario, as well
as the rights and interesta of individuals corporators in that Province."

So that the rule laid down by the Board of the Privy Coun-
cil was that where a corporation has not us act.nal domicile
exclumively within one Province, and where it had interests
that were under the juriediction and control of the legisla-
ture in ano.her Province, and it had been incorporated be-
fore the Urion, neither Act could deal effectivety with it,
and it would be the duty of those who sought amendment
or change to come to this Legislature, wh ich alone could
afford effectivre relief or legislate effectively in the case.
But that is not the position of this corporation at all. This
is a corporation created by Royal charter. It deals with
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the subject of education, which is within the exclusive cou-
trol of the Provinces, and we find, by looking at that
royal chartcr, that it is there stated to be a corporation
within the Province of Upper Canada. The charter reads:

" Whereas the establishment of a college within the Province of Upper
Canada in North America in connection with the Church of Scotland-"
And so on. It is a corporation within the Province of
Upper Canada; it has its actual domicile there, not merely
a foronsie domicile; aûd it cannot have its domicile any-
where else, because I find by a further provision in this
Royal charter this paragraph, referring to the edifices that
are to be erected for the use of the institution :

" Provided always, that such edifice or edifices shall not be more than
three miles distant from St. Andrews in the town of Kingston, in the
Province of Upper Canada."
So that the corporation is one having its domicilein Upper
Canada exclusively. lt is within the control of the Logis-
lature of Upper Canada,and it bas no interest or rights situ-
sted within any other Province. It is true that the
Presbyterian Church, under whose control the management
of this institution is, in a certain sense, placed, may have
irustees appointed in other Provinces of the Dominion ; but
that is true of any corporation. Wby, a corporation created
by this Parliament may be composed altogether of foreigners.
It is not necessary that any one of the corporators should
be a British subject or a resident of this country. We can
incorporate it if we have the necessary jurisdiction. But
this corporation, while the trustees may be residents of
other Provinces and other portions of the Dominion, is situ-
ated within the Province of Ontario. Now let me suppose
that the Province may think it necesary, in the public
interest and in the interestof education, to exercise efficient
control over the educational curriculum-it may be that
the .matriculation examination is not sufficiehtly strict, it
may be that the course of study is not suffi.
ciently comprehensive-the Provincial Legislature
may say on what terms and conditions the power
of granting degrees shall be continued to be held-
it may legislate so as to bring this institution and others
of a like character in line with the general educational po-
licy of the country; but in order to do so, it must exercise
control over ihis institution. Every one will admit that if
this corporation was coming here seeking incorporation at
our hands for the first time, it would be quite impossible
for us to legislate on the subj:ct. According to the provi-
sion of the British North America Act, not simply elemen.
tary education, but the whole subject of education is
under the control of the different Provinces. There are
certain rights with regard to education, as it existed at
the time of Confederation, which are protected by giving
this Government supervi ion over the Acts of the legisla-
ture, so as to see that the rights which were granted at the
time that the constitution was adopted are not encroached
upon or interfered with. But that is the extent of our au-
thority. It does not go beyond that, and if any institntion
sought incorporation here for the first time, for the purpose
of carrying on education, every one will admit that the sub-
ject matter is not within our control.We would say: You must
go to the Local Legislature and seek for that legislation which
you deem necessary in order to establish the institution
you seek to erect. Unless it can be shown that this cor-
poration bas not its domicile exclusivelywithin the .t> ovince
of Ontario, it is perfectly clear we have no authority bere
to legislate upon the subject at ail. There is the provision
in the royal charter tiat it is an educational estabiishment
to be established in Upper Canada, and there is the further
provision that none of its educational buildings or works
shall be carried on at a distance greater thian three miles
fram the Church of St. Andrews, in the City of Kingston,
and it is as exclusively within the control of the Provincial
Legislature and as completely outside of the principles laid
down by the Jadicial;Committee of the Privy Council in the

W-J

1889. 603
case of Dobie against the Temporalities Board, as any case
can well be. In that case the court said :

" The domicile of the corporation is merely forensie and cannot alter
its statutory incorporation as a board in and for the Province of Upper
and Lower Canada.'"
But this has not merely a forensic domicile within the
Province of Upper Canada. It is altogother within the
Province of Upper Canada. The whole institution is
within that Province, and the fact that the Board of
Trustees, in whole or in part, may be taken from the other
Provinces bas nothing to do with the question of juris.
diction. Everyone knows that the Legislature of Ontario
or the Legislature of the other Provinces might croate
a corporation, everyone of thoFe members might come
from outside of the Province in order to carry on busi-
ness within the provi4ces and so might this Parlia-
ment. Therefore, we have to look at the objects and the
purposes for which the charter of incorporation was
granted, and we find that those purposes were exclusively
within the Province of Ontario. That being the case,
however neceseary such a measure may be, however proper
its provisions may be in themselves, this is not the proper
Legislature in which to seek these amendments to the
charter.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The objection which the hon.
member (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) takes to the jurisdiction of
this House in dealing with the matter embraced in this Bill,
is, at first sight, perhaps, not to be wondered at, when we
consider that the trustees, the governing body of Queen's
College, at first hold the same opinion as the hon. gentleman
does. When the Presbyterian Churches of the whole of
Canada were about to unite, in 1874, Qucen's College, being
than a colege in connection with the old Presbyterian
Church of Canada, made application to the Provincial
Legislature of Ontario for an Act empowering them tohold
the same relation to the new Presbyterian Church of
Canada as they did to the old Presbyterian Church of Scot-
land in Canada; and, under that Act, they continued to
zovErn the college for five or six years During those
years, as many hon, gentlemen will remember, the suit of
Dobie versus The Temporalities Board of the Church of
Scotland was taken to the Privy Council, and there it was
decided that the Act of the Local Legislature in regard to the
Temporalities Board was invalid ; and, in order to legalise
those proceedings, they had to come to this Legisiaturo.
Sorne clergymen of the Presbyterian Church immediately
filed a bill in ohancery to restrain the Board of Trustees of
Queen's College from dealing with the funds under the Act of
the Pr ovince of Ontario, on the ground that it was ultra vires.
The governing body of Queen's College took advice on that
matter, and they were told that there were grave doubts as to
that Act, in consequence of the decision of the Privy Council.
In consequence of that decision, and of the litigation which
was brought against them, they came to this Legislature, and
in 1882 they obtained an Act which passed, after discussion
in the Committee, after a division in the Private Bills Com-
mittee, on the question of jurisdiction, and under that Act
they have been governing tthe institution ever since. Now,
it is desired, and it is necessary, to get some changes made
in that Act, and I submit that the trustees have no other
place to go to for those amendments than this Legislature.
Surely they cannot be sent to a Provincial Legislature to
amend an Act of this Parliament. It is here they must
come. You cannot state that this Parliament can never
touch this law, because there are some doubts as to the
juriediction of this louse, or of the Provincial Legislature.
The Act is upon our Statute book, and if the authorities
of Queen's College choose to come here to obtain the amend-
ments, let them take the responsibility. I hold, however,
that this is the proper place for them to come to. Queen's
I College was eharterod by Royal Charter in 1811. It obtained
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its charter under one of the ancient prerogatives of the]
Crown, from the Queen herself, and the charter was granted
to the corporators named, and to "aIl and every such ether
person and persons as now is or are, or shall or
may at any time or times hereafter be ministers of the
Presbyterian Church of Canada in connection with the
Church of Scotland, or members of the said Presbyterian
Church in such connection, and in full communion with
the said Presbyterian Church." Observe that thii is not
the Presbyterians in the Province of Upper Canada, or the
Presbyterians in the city of Kingston, but every member
of the Presbyterian Church of Canada in communion with
the Church of Scotland throughout the Provinces of Upper
and Lower Canada. These are the incorporators; these
are the people who form that corporation. They were in
the Province of Lower Canada as well as in the Province
of Upper Canada. I submit that the Legislature of Ontario
bas no power to dissolve that corporation, and the Legis-
lature of Quebec hUa no power to dissolve that corporation.
That is clearly laid down in the, decision of the Privy
Council in Dobie vs. The Temporalities Board. They are
dealing with a similar case, whore the Legislature of
Quebec endeavored to deal with the Temporalities Board.
That Board was compUsed of members of the Presbyterian
Church of Canada in connection with the Church of Scot-
land, but the judges held that:

fThe Quebec At deale directly with the constitution and privilees
of a corporation created by an Act of the Province of Canada, and h&àv-
ing its corporate existence and corporate rights in the Province of
Ontario as well as in the Province of Quebec. The professed object of
the Act and the effect ofita provisions ialot to impose conditionson
the dealings of the corporation with its funds withln the Province of
Quebec, but to destroy, in the first place, the old corporation and create
a new one, and, in the second place, to alter materially the class of
persons interested in the funds of the corporation."

There is just the point. What authority has the Legis.
lature cf Ontario to alter the class of persons interested in
the funds of this corporation ? Here is a corporation ap-
plying to both the Provinces, having funds scattered over
both, authorised to hold meetings in either of those Provin-
ces and compelled to advertise the meetings of trustees in
both the Provinces, and to address notices to the trustees in
both those Provinces. What authority bas the Legislature of
one of those Provinces to alter materially the class of per-
sons interested in the funds of the corporation ? That is
the case in regard to Queen's College. Thon the Judicial
Committee says:

"According to the principles established by the judgmentof this Board
in the cases already referred to, the first step to ne taken, with a view
to test the validity of an Act of the Provincial Legisiature, is tofcon-
aider whotber the subjet-inatter of the Act tale within any of the
classes of subjects enumerated in section 92. If it does not, then the
Act is of no validity. If it does, then these further questionq may arise,
viz., whether, notwithstanding that it is so, the subject of Ue Act doesflot also fali witbin one of the. enurnerated classes oz subjccts in section
91, and whether the power of the Provincial Legislature is or is not
thereby overborne."

And again the Judicial Committee says:
Il If the Legielatures of Ontario aqd Quebec were allowel jointly to

abolish the Board cf 1858, which ia one corporation in and for both
Provinces, they could onLy croate in ita room two corporations, one of
which would exist in and for Ontario and be a foreigner in Quebec,
and the other of which would be foreign to Ontario but a domestic
institution ini Quebe."1

These incorporators are members of the Presbyterian Church
in Canada which extends over both the old Provinces. They
have joined with the other Presbyterian bodies al through
this Dominion of Canada. They came to this Legislature in
1882 to ask that al these members of the new Presbyterian
Chnich in Canada should be substituted for the old incor-
porators, who were simply the Presbyterian Cburch in the
old Provines of Upper and Lower Canada. It being, then,a fact that every member of the Presbyterian Church
throughout the length and breadth of this Dominion, is one
of the incorporators of this college. I hold that this is the

Mr. KIRKPATEIcK.

proper place for them to come to get an Act relating to it.
But the hon. gentleman says that it comes within clause 93
of the British North America Act, wbich says that in and
for each Province the Provincial Legislatures shall have
exclusive jurisdiction in regard to matters of education.
Now I submit, with ail confidence, that the meaning of that
clause ie the public system of education. It does not mean
that it shall have jurisdiction over a corporation which has
education for its object. You might as well say that if all
the publishers in Halifax, St. John, Montreal and Toronto
were to join together and form one corporation for the
purpose of publishing educational works and to seek a Dom-
inion charter, this Legislature would have no jurisdiction, be.
cause the object of the corporation related to matters of
education. I submit that is not the meaning of the word
"leducation " in this clause, it is simply the system of educa-
tion. Tbe hon. gentleman says that the Provincial Legisla-
ture may change the curriculum. It may do so, and the col-
loge authorities will then have to get into accord with what-
ever system the Local Legislature may adopt. But the
Local Legislature cannot go beyond that, it cannot change
the incorporators, it cannot abolish the corporation, it can-
not confiscate its funds, or deal with any of those funds
which are situated in another Province. Another reason
for coming to this Logislature is that this college may hold
property in all the Provinces. The incorporators of this
college are situated in every Province in this Dominion,
and there are persons who, by will and otherwise, may be-
come benefactors of the college, it may become possessed
of property in all the Provinces, and the college desires the
right to hold this property. The hon. gentleman said that
they might charge the subject of education or the curri-
culum. We have an instance in which a Province may
legislate in regard to business carried on by a corporation,
and that corporation has to conform it, I allule
to the question of insurance companies. The hon. gentle-
man will remember that there are companies incorporated
here to carry on business over the Dominion, yet they
must conform to local laws in regard to policies,
to the conditions under which their policies are underwrit-
ten. That is a very similar case, in which the object of the
corporation is to do insurance business, and it has to econ-
form to the local laws in regard to the condition under which
their policies are underwritten. Just so, Lhe object of this
corporation may be to impart education, and in regard to
ho curriculum or any other matter touching the system of
ducation, it may have to conform to the local laws. There
is another argument which bas been mentioned to me, and
there is something in it. This charter is granted by virtue
of the Queen's prerogative, and the hon. member who has
raised this question of jurisdiction is well aware, as a con-
stitutional lawyer, that none of the Queen's prerogatives
can be altered, or amended, or affected, except with the
Queen's consent. Now, the Provincial Legislatures have
no authority to affect, alter, or to modify, any of the Queen's
prerogatives, because she is not a party to the legislation.
n the Province of New Brunswick that principle is recog-

nised, because the-e the Queen js not, even by
name, a party to the legislation ; she is not men-
tioned in the Acte of the Legislature. The judges of the
Supreme Court, Judges Taschereau, Gwynne and Henry,
have all laid down in the case of Lenoir vs. Ritchie, that
the Queen is not a party to the legislation of the Local
Legislature; it is the Lieutenant Governor who legielates
there, he represents the royal authority, and therefore those
Legislatures cannot do away with, or modify, or affect any
of the Queen's prerogatives; therefore they could not
amend, or alter a charter granted by virtue of the QueOn's
prerogative. I do not think it is necessary to go further into
this argument, because the fact romains that this is a cor-
poration, not for Provincial purposea, but for Dominion
purposce; it is a corporation existing in the Pruvinces Of
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Ontario and Quebec ; it is a corporation which has been it holding property in another Province. In this Dominion
already dealt with by this Legislature, and the only way there are other corporations which have royal charters. The
tbat we cati get that Act amended is by an other Act of college where I was eduoated holds a royal chairter, and is
this Legiulature. On this account I appeal confidently to probably the oldest in the Dominion, King's Co>llege,
this Bouse and ask them to pass this Bill, and if any hon. Windsor, Nova Scotia. Could this Dominion Parliament
gentleman have doubts, let them institute the proceedings set to work and interfere with that charter ? So in
and the governing body of Queen's College would be very regard to the University of Fredericton. I cannot speak
glad to test the question in any ocurt. with respect to the University of Toronto; but if the pro-

position laid down by the hon. momber for Frontenac (Mr.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The hon4 gentleman who Kirkpatrick) is correct, the Dominion Parliament can in-

bas juat sat down bas spoken about the Queen's prerogative terfere with these three universities, and to carry out the
not being subject to local legislation. I entirely disagree principle it will be necessary to practically take those uni-
with him on that point. I think that the Local Legis- versities which are within the jurisdiction of the Provinces
lature, within its peculiar jurisdiction, is supreme, and has and which were created by royal charter and place tbem
as much right to interfere with and alter a charter within nder the jurisdiction of this Parliament. I fail to see that
the Province, as this Dominion Parliament can have in this can legally be done, although I confess the question is
regard to matters within itsjurisdiction. My hon. friend bas surrounded by difficulty, but at the same time I must say,
referred to the legislation of New Brunswick since Contfeder- after giving the subject a good deal of attention, there is
stion, and Le says that Her Mjesty's name is omitted in such great force in the argument of the hon. member for Both.
legislation. To my recollection, and I am pretty positive, well (Mr. Mills) in this case. So far as this college is con-
even before Confederation, the Queen's naine was never cerned, and notwithstanding the fact that we passed in 1882
used in the legislation of New Brunswick. But it seems to an Act which so far bas not been called in question before
me that that question cannot apply to this case. Now, Mr. any legal tribunal, this question having row come fairly be-
Speaker, with all my anxiety to carry out the views of fore the House we are bound to consider whether
Queen's College, the question that bas been raiEed here is it is one on which we can legislate. In my opin-
a very important constitutional one. When the Act of ion the principles laid down by the Privy Coun-
1882 was before ibis House I believe there was a discussion cil in the case of Dobie versus The Temporalities Fund
in the Committee of Private Bills, but in this House the are net applicable to the case of this college. The
Bill passed the varions stages without discussion and the Privy Council in that case were dealing with a matter
question was not brought up. Now, I tbink there was a which existed in the old Provinces, and it was sought to
broad distinction between the case of Dobie and the Tom. repeal an Act of Canada comprising Ontario and Quebec.
poralities Board and this case. In the case of Dobie In this case we are only interfering with rights croated in
there wasan interference by the Legislature of Queboc with Ontario and with a subject that fails within the jurisdiction
an Act of the Province of Canada. The Act of the Legisia t are of that Province. With respect to the 93rd section, the
interfered with the property not only of a corporation hon. gentleman admits that so far as regards the system of
created by the Legislature of Canada, but of a corporation education and the curriculum is eoncerned that subject alls
croated ii the Province of Ontario as well as the Province of within the local jurisdiction. The bon, gentleman admits
Quebec. Therefore the Privy Council held that the Legisia- that principle, but he says in regard to Queen's College that
tire of Quebeu Lad no authority to interfere with a corpora- the internai corporation and arrangoments may be within
t:on wh ch had its existence under a statute of Canada. A the province of the Dominion Parliument. Thon every high
corporation having its corporate existence and rights in the school may be placed in the sane category; but if the sub.
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec could not be interfered ject of education bas been entrusteri to the Provincial Logis-
with by the legislation of a particular Province, neitber latures, surely all incidents must have been given to thom.
the Legislature of Ontario nor the Legislature of Quebec My feeling would be to support this Act and to assent to
could interfere with that corporation. We find that the Tem- the proposed legislation, but 1 foc bound to express my
poralities Act, 22 Victoria, chapter 66, provided that while views on the suject, which I admit to be surrounded with
the funds were for the purpose of the sustenance of the difficulty, but it seems to me after hearing the hon. mem-
ininisters and missionaries of the church, they were also to ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that my views are in accord-
be applied towards the construction and maintenance of ance with those expressed by that bon,.gentleman.
churches and manses in connection with said church,
throughout Carada; se that in reality the legislation of Sir JOHN TIOMPSON. I amn afraid that in tho short time
Quebec, by the Act whieh they attempted to pass, remaining for the disposai of Private Bills it may be almost
was declared ultra vires by the Privy Council, as an impossible, if the objections are insieted on, to close the dis-
attempt to interfere with the matters in the Province cu-ýsion. If hon. gentlemen opposite who have spoken
of Ontario as well as in the Province of Quebec. intend to insist on those objections it is not worth while, I
There is a distinction between this case and the present confess, to proceed ; but, perhaps, they have merely spoken
position of Queen's College. The charter was granted in for the purpose of asserting their view of the jurisdiction of
Upper Canada at a time shortly after the union of the two this Parliament and they will permit the Bill to pass. If
Provinces of Upper and Lnwer Canada. The college as has the Bill is to be opposed [1shall offer a few observations in
been pointed ont by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. regard to it. There has been much argument offered on
Mills), had a domicile conferred on it by that charter, and both sides in which I cannot concur, but the strong point in
if so it is a corporation exclusively within the Province of favor of the pamsing of this Bill, if it is a Bill which com-
Ontario. It Las been said that the c3rporation might wish mends itself to the House on its merits, is this : that this
to acquire property in another Province. I do not see that Parliament in 1812 asserted its jurisdiction and passed an
even if it is within the jurisdiction of Ontario, that will pr- Act by which it arranged the organisation of this college I
vent it holding property in another Province. It bas been must assume that i passing that Act it made provisions and
decided that if a corporation in Ontario held property in regulations which were unwise or inconvenient in their opera-
Quebec it was subject to the juriediction of the Legisiature tion, and the promoters who submitted to that Act in 182,
0t Quebee for the purpose of taxing that property, but beyond come now to the same body and ask for the removat of those
that no power existed against the corporation. So unwise or inconvenient restraints. I think the House
that even aithough this corporation might be exclusively I under such circumstauces ought net to decline jurisdiction,
Within the jurisdiotion of Ontario, is would not provent espeially in regard to a Privt.e Bill, If this were a Bil.



COMMONS DEBATES. MARdc 131
affecting, to any considerable extent, publie interests, it
could, perhaps, be urged with a good deal of force that we
should not affect the rights of the publie by legislating
in a doubtful case of jurisdiction ; but this is an ap.
plication by a private party, whose application will fail in
effect, even though we should pass the Bill, if it be decided
that the matter is beyond our control; but, having taken
the control in 1882, having passel a statute -and it must
be admitted that it would be a very dangerous and bold
measure for any Provincial Legislature to amend the Act of
this Parliament-I think this Parliament should not stultify
itself now by saying : "We adopted in 1882 and imposed OL
you restraints which were improper, and we now decline to
exercise our power or authority over our own statute." It
seems to me this is not a statute, as it was contended by the
bon. member for Bo.hwell (Mr. Milln), in relation to the
subject of education. I agree with the bon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), that the Provincial Legisla-
ture, notwithstanding our Act of 1882, and notwitbstanding
that we may pass this Bill to-night, has such ample power
ever edacation, that, in dealing with the subject of educa-
tion, it may prevent this college teaching in Ontario; but it
does not by any means follow that because the Provincial
Legislature has control over education, or control over civ.l
rights, or control over contrapts, this Parliament may
not have power to create a body for the purpose
of carrying on education in more than one of the
Provinces, as it may in relation to insurance, as has been
decided, which is no more a matter within our control than
is the subject of education. When we look at the chattes
under which the college was constituted, we find it was not,
as was intimated, a charter of a provincial character, but a
royal charter having distinct relation to the whol
Province of Canada. The Province of Canada subsequently
became divided, and the question is what Legislature is
competent to repeal or amend its provisions, since the
division of the Province of Canada into the two Provinces
of Ontario and Quebec. 1How far the case is analogous Io
that of Dobie vs. The Temporalities Fand is to a great extent
a question of fact, and I am not in passession of the facts
stated in the discussion, and I was not on the Committee so
as to be able to see how far the facts are within that
case, but it is clearly a matter which may be withinaour
authority under the rule laid down by the Privy Council,
and it would be distinctly so, I humbly submit, if this cor-
poration were created by royal charter, which was equiva
lent to a statute of the old Province of Canada for purposes
which extended to the whole Province of Canada. It bas pro.
perty in the two Provinces of Ontario and Quebec which it is
necessary to ad minister under the authority of a new statute.
As I said before I do not pretend to be so intimately
acquainted with the facts as to bo able to discuss that ; I
merely make this argument for the purpose of expressing
my views, that it is not a statute dealing with the subject-
matter of education ; it professes to deal with a corporation
established for the purpose of carrying on its operations in
two of tbe Provinces of Canada. It bas been treated by
this Parliament as such and this Parliament bas imposed
restraints upon it as such, and I think it is only reasonable
and fair that we should give the legislation which is
necessary to remove restraints which we ourselves have
imposed.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.). If tbis were an ordinary statute
of a private nature which did not involve the accejtanýce of
a principle on the part of this Hlouse, it mnight pe'La ps be
possible that the House would take the position the bon.
Minister asks us to take. But as my friend from St. John
(Mr. Weldon) bas shown, if we once assert the right to deal
with this college we may be asked perhaps to-morrow or
the day after, to assert a similar right with regard to other
Collogesuch as Windsor, N.S., or the other college h hu

SJoux ToxroN,

named. I may say that the balarce of the argument
appears to me to be very strongly against our baving the
power to pass this statute. The hon. Minister who bas just
iat down says it appears to him to be a very strong point
that we did in 1882 exercise the power to pass a statute
amending this charter. It has been already pointed out that
that Act went through this House sub silentio. Our power
to pass it was not criticised or called into question at the
time, and it seems to me loose argument to advance, that
if we have been wrong once we are to perpetuate that wrong
year after year. If we bave uzurped jurisdiction one year,
this House should not be called upon to follow up that
usurpation. The hon. gentleman says, that this House
bavin gpassed the Act and attempted to exercise jurisdiction
it would be a very strong action on the part of the Local
Legislature to attempt to repeal it. Thé hon. gentleman will
see at once, th-at if we passed that Act without having
jurisdiction to pass it, it requires no Act of the
Local Legislature to repeal, but thé, statute itself is void, so
that it stands not upon the question as to whether an at-
tempt is made by the bocal Legislature to repeal it, but on
the point whether or not we had power to pass it. The
question comes up whether or not the charter which it is
now sought to amend was an incorporation for old Canada,
or simply for the Province of Ontario. It stiikes me that
the bon. Minister is hardly correct in assuming that it is a
corporation having its existeice and rights in both Pro.
vinces. It is expressly laid down in tho preamble to the
charter that it is to be a college within the Province of
Upper Canada. The preamble says:

" Whereas the establishment of a college in the Province of Upper
Oanala, in British North America, in conncetion with the ohurch of
Scotland."

And further on it states:
" It shall be known in deed an] law by the name and style of the

Queen's College at Kingston."

And again in the charter it proý ides:
" We further will that the trustees and their successors shall have

sufflient power and authorily to erect an edifice or edifices for the uses
of the college, provided always that such edifice or edifices shall be not
more than three miles distant from St. Andrews' C hurch, in the town of
Kingston, in the Province of Upper Oanada.

So that the whole object and purview of the royal charter
would appear to have been a statute of incorporation in the
Province of Upper Canada. If that is the case, it appears
to me to be almost conclusive against our right to legislate
upon it. The case which the hon. member for Frontenac
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) cites in support of bis argument appear-
ed to me from the very first, to be dead against him. That
was a decision upon an Act of the Quebec Legislature. That
Act of the Quebec Legielature attempted to interfere with,
and in fact, to destroy a corporation which had been created
by the Province of Old Canada. A corporation was created
by the Province of Old Canada, having its rights and exis-
tence in both of the Provinces, therefore, neither the Pro-
vince of Ontai io nor the Province of Quebec could attempt
to alter that charter, for it was not within their powers.
The power to alter any Act of the old Province of Canada,
as I understand that decision, was limited âimply to the
direct powers of leg*slation which each Province had on the
same subject. They decided in that case that this corpora-
tion having its corporate existence and rights in both
Provinces could not ba repealed or modified by the resolu-
tion of either Province, and, therefore, the only place they
could come to was the general Parliament of Canada. Thie
balance of arguments seemh to b strongly in favor of the
position that the charter we seek to amend is that of a cor-
poration not having its rights and existence in both Prov-
inces, but in the Province of Upper Canada, now Ontario,
alone. If that is so, it seems to me that the Piovince of
Ontario alone can legislate upon it. I think it would b a
dangerous uaurgation on our part, if we come to the concl4
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Sion that we have Do jurisdiotion hrq, to exeroise juriadio-
tion simply beeause we madei a miatake in the sane dirce
tion sôme years 4go when the attention of the House was
not called to iL.

Mr. OASEY. I have to agin protesI against the juriE.
diction of this House in dealing with this matter. As my
friend who bas just sat down bas pointed out, if we deal
with the affairs of Queen's College, Kingston, we have a
right to deal with the affairs of Victoria Colloge or of Uni-
versity College, Toronto, or any of the Catholie colleges in
this city, or in Toronto, or in the Province of Quebec. I
want to call the attention of the House to the importance
of the question, and especially I want to call the attention
of my friends who represent ridings in the Province of
Quebec. If we have a right to deal with this matter, we
have also a right to deal with the funds and with the ad-
ministration of every Catholie college of the Province of
Quebec. I say, therefore, that we bave to look at what we
are doing and to understand our position. I think the con-
stitutional question has been fully discused, and that it
bas been demonstrated to this House that we have no juris-
diction. Do our friends in Quebec want to have their
colleges put under the jurisdiction of this Parliament ?

Mr. BERGERON. No.
Mr. CASEY. I think they do not. As a Methodist and

a Protestant, I do not want to have the Methodist College
in the Province of Ontario put under the jurisdiction of
this House, For these reasons, pertaining entirely to the
juried etion of this House, and without the lcast criticism
of the changes proposed to be made in the constitution of
Queen's College, I am opposed to this, Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill considered in Committee and
reported.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved the third reading of the
Bill.

louse divided:
Yuas:

Armstrong,
Bain (Soulanges),
Barnard,
Bell,
Bergin,
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boy le,
Brien,
Brown,
Burdett,
Uameron,
Campbell,
Cargill,
Carling,
Charlton,
Chuquette,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Corby,
Coulombe,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison,
Dewdney,
Eiasnhaer,

Ferguson (Renfrew),
Ferguson (Welland),
Gillmor,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guillet,
Haggart,

Andet,
Béchard,

Messie
Hessa,
Hickey,
Bojton,
B udspeth,
Ives,
Jamieson,
Joacas,
Kenny,
Kirk,
Kirkpatrick,
Labelle,
Landerkin,
Lang.
Langevin (Sir1
La iiivière,
Lépine,
Lister,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Si
Macdonald (Hq
Macdowall,
Mc ulla,
McDouald (Vic
McDougald tP
McIntyre,
McKay,
McKeen,
Medil&n (Sur
MeMullen,
McNeil,
Madill,
Mara,
Marshall,
Masson,
Mtigi,

Nd a a:

urs
Mitehelle
Moffat,

PatersonrBrant),
Perley,
Platt,
Porter,
Purcell,
Putnam,
'uopel,

Rbertson(rt
Roome,
Rowand,

Ieetor),Rykert,
Scartb,
Scriver,
Serple,
Skinner)

x 3chn>, Smail,
4ron), Staith (Ontario),

Somervile,
Sproule,

etria), Sutherland,
Ictou),Taylor.

bérien,
ThoempsonSir John>,
1 ierd,

ron), Trew,
Yanaet
Waldie,
Walla,

Wilson (Elgin),
Wilson (Lennz>.-14.

ri
wagMlior (Qiiebe),

Laujter,

Bernier,
casey,
Casgrain,
Celtr,
Cook,
Couture,
Davies,
Deamint,
Doyon,
Dupont,

Motion
passed.

Fiset, Lavergce,
Flyni, Mille (Bothwell),
Freeman, R1infret,
Gauthier, Ste. Marie,
Gecirrion, Turcot,
Gigault, Weldon (Albert),
Gqbout, Weldon (St. John),
Guay, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Labrouse Wood (Brock ville).-35.
Langelier (Montmor'cy)

agreed to, and Bill read the third time and

CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr. BROWN moved that the Bouse again resolve itself
into Committee on Bill (No. 3) to make further provision
as to the prevention of cruelty to animals. He said: In
moving, Mr. Speaker, that yon do leave the Chair, I desire
te emphasise the statement I made before the House on a
late occasion, that understanding that certain hon. gentle.
men have some objections to some of the latter clauses of
this Bill, I propose in committee to make such modifica.
tions as I am sure will satisfy the Bouse.

Motion agreed to, and Bouse resolved itself into Com.
mittee.

(In the Committee)
Mr. TISDALE. The hon. gentleman who moved this

Bill into Committee just now, declined, in all the discus-
sions which have taken place upon the Bill, to withdraw or
amend any of the clauses. As I understand the Bill, thora
is only one important clause in it, about which there is
any particular question; the whole Bill, as was conceded
in a previous discussion, depends upon that clause. At this
stage of the matter, I do not pr-pose to detain the Com-
mittee by any discussion. I move, seconded by Mr. Taylor,
that the Committee do now rise.

Motion agreed to: yeas, 67; nays, 60.

WRECKING IN CANADIAN WATERS.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 2), au
Act to permit foreigu vessels to aid vessels wrecked or dis.
abled in Canadian waters.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

(In the Committee,)
Mr. KI RKPATRICK. When this Bill was before thp

Committee, we placed before the Committee the Bill which
had been introduced in the House of Representatives at
Washington last year, upon which a joint report had been
passed and which, it was supposed, had become law. The
committee were of opinion that it would be proper and right
to adopt exactly the offer of the United States Govern ment
in this matter, and we adopted the form of the offer of reci-
procity in wrecking which had been made by the Govern-
ment of the United States. On that understanding I was
ordered to report the Bill, in conformity with the one we
understood had been passed at Washington. Subsequently
I beld communication with some authorities at Washington
and have been officially informed that the joint resolution
in wrecking last year failed to pass, the rea-on being, I
suppose, that the Bill which was introduced bore last Ses-
sion, after passing a certain stage, had been thrown out and
therefore the Americans would not proceed further with
their measure. That leaves the law at Wasbington exactly
as it was in 1878, and that is the offer which bas been
several years before us. This being the case, I now ask
the Committee to change my Bill so that it will read ex-
actly in accordance with that offer. The Bill now berore
you is a littie larger and wider in scope, but by cbanging
a few words it will meet the case as it stands, apd be ex-
actly in the same terms as the offer of the United States.
The following is the law in the Unitpd Stas;:-

188v. 6o
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" That Can&dan vessel of all descriptions may render aid or ausist-

anée to Canailan or other vessels wrecked or disabled in the waters of
the Uaited States contignous to thé Dominion of Oanada, and It la pro-
vided that this Act shall not take effect until proclamation by the
President declaring that the privilege of aiding American or other
vessels wrecked or disabled in American waters contignous to the
United States, has been extended by the Government of the Dominion
of Oanada, and declaring this Actto be in force. And providing further
that this Act shall cease to be in force from and after the date of the
proclamation by the President to the effect that said reciprocal privi-
lege has been withdrawn or revoked by the said Government of the
Dominion of Canada."

That is the law in the United States. Now, I propose to
make our law an exact acceptance of that.

Mr. MITCHELL. You are in favor of reciprocity, then ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes; the Bill will read:
" United States vessels of all descriptions may render ail or assis-

tance to United States or other vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian
waters contiguous to the United States."

Then the 2nd clause which extends it to the waters of the
Welland Canal and the Sault Ste. Marie Canal will be struck
out as that was the provision made in Washington last year
which is not law. That was the most material change, The
third clause will provide:

" This Act shall come into force from and after the date to be named
by proclamation of the Governor General, which proclamation may be
issued when the Governor in Couneil 1s assured that the privileges of
aiding Oanadian or other vessels in United States waters contiguons to
the Dominion of Canada will be extended to Uanadian vessels of all
descriptions."

The subsequent sub-section is left as it is.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Would it not be aswell to strike
out the words " contiguous to the United States ?" They
might lead to some misappreheneion at tirnes. As the Bill
is intended to apply generally wherever assistance is
required I do not see the object of keeping in these words.

Mr. KIRKPATRIOK. I think it is better to take the
words exautly of the American Bill and leave it to the De-
partment of Customs to mike regulations for the working
of the Act. I think that by joint communication, regula-
tions will be establisbed which will enable the Act to be
worked satisfactorily.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is something in that, but
at the same tirme it leaves the subject open to question, and
in the event of the serivices of an American tug being avail-
able in our waters on the maritime coast, that would hardly
be covered perhaps by the words in this section. I do not
see the object of keeping them in since the view is to render
perfect freedom to the two countries in that respect.

Mr. KEN.NY. I differ with the hon. gentleman. I think
it is eminently desirable we should leave the wording of the
Act as it is. As I understand the Act it will not apply to
the waters of the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no question in the wording of
the Act as suggested by the hon. member for Halifax. As
I understand the Bill, it will not apply to the Maritime
Provinces as it does to the inland waters. If you do that you
will have no reciprocity, because that is the point the
A mericans refuse in conneution with their refusal toextend
the coasting trade to both countries. If I were to express
my individual feeling I would have no objection to that but
it is alleged that the feeling of the House and the country
is to accept the Bill as passed by the Congress of the United
States and place the United States in the exact position in
which they propose to place Canada, but not beyond that.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am glad to see the Minister of
Customs takes a différent view to my colleague, and also to
notice that the mover of this Bill considers that the object
he has in view to allow foreign vessels to be used in our
maritime waters to be reached by the clause as it now
stands. The hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill, in reply

Mr. KirPArIoK.

to my remarks, said that was his intention. If the hon,
the Minister of Customs sees no objection on the part of
the Gevernment, I do not see the use of keeping in a
phrase which may be liable to misconstruction.

Mr. MITCHELL. There cannot be a doubt about the
effect of this Bill. My hon. friend's objection, it appears
to me, is quite unnecessary, because it dots not apply. We
give permission to American vessels to relieve vessels in
distress.in proximity to the coasts of Canada, and that will
not only apply to the upper lakes but both waters of the
St. Lawrence. It will apply not only both upper lakes and
to the waters of the St. Lawrence, but to the whole coasts
of Canada.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). My colleague says not.
Mr. MITCHELL. Your colleague is not always correct,

as [ think you will admit, and, if you had been on the other
side, you would probably have been found advocating what
hé is advocating now. That is the experience of this
House in regard to the senior member and the junior
member for Halifax. However, a higher authority than
the senior or junior member for Halifax, the Minister of
Customs, has stated what interpretation his department
will place on this Bill, and therefore there cannot be a
doubt about it. I did not, however, rise for the purpose of
stating what I have stated, but I desired to say that I was
delighted to hear one statement which was made by the
Minister of CustomR, who, no doubt, speaks as the represen-
tative of the Government of which héeis a member. He
says ihat hé proposes to give the Americans just that
amount of reciprocity which they give us. That is a sound
ipolicy, to have reciprocal trade and reciprocal relations and
reciprocal legislation, where we can arrange it. I hope the

hon. gentleman will sustain that policy, not only during
this Legislature, but if, unfortunately for the country, ho
and his Government should be maintained in power for an-
other term, and not only in regard to such reciprocity as
is referred to in this Bill, but wherever freedom of inter-
course between our country and the United States is de-
maiided; that hé will be prepared in all cases to give the
Americans all the reciprocal législation whioh they give
us, and that our policy in that regard may be based upon
the reciprocal legislation passed on the other side.

Mr CH ARLTON. I presume, from the feeling that
evidently exists in the country, that a somewhat différent
course will be taken in this louse on this occasion from
what was taken a year ago, but I desire to call the atten-
tion of the House to certain facts connected with this ques-
tion. This offer of reciproéity in wrecking, which comes
from the United States, is a reversal of the policy adopted
by that country in 1874, when they enacted the very regu-
lations about which they now complain. The action of the
American Government in that regard compelled the Gov-
ernment of Canada to take the course which they did.

Mr. MITCIIELL. They have come to a botter state of
mind.

Mr. CHARLTON. They may have come to a botter
state of mind, but at that time the American Government
refused to accept our offer of reciprocity in coasting, which is
contained in 33 Victoria, chapter 14, section 2. They wisbed
to secure from us an advantage which we enjoyed in that
matter, without giving a proper return, and that forced
upon us the course which the Canadian Government took.
I am quite willing and quite ready to accord to the Ameri-
can people any fair measure of reciprocity, but I advocate it
so far only as reciprocity will be conducive to our interesti
as well as to t heiré. The reciprocity which gives away any
advantage w hich we enjoy without our getting anything in
return is ore which I do not advocate, and shall not sup-
port. When the American Government took the course to
which I refer, it led to the formation of Tug Associations in
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Canada. There wa a tug Company formed, of whieh the
hon. gentleman who was formerly the member for Monck
was a member. It was an efficient tug company which
was formed at Windeor, and that bas been succeeded by
other tug companies and by wrecking companies. These
companies have been formed in consequence of the action
of the American Government, and I contend that the
amcunt which has been invested in that interest in this
country is deserving of some consideration at the hands of
thig Rouge, and that any measure which will sacrifice those
interests for the benefit of a foreign interest is neither reci.
procity nor a measure which should commend itself to our
consideration. While I am willing to abate very much of
the ground which was taken last year, and to accept a
slight modification of the American offer, yet I do think
that the American offer should be modified, as I will shortly
show. The view of the Government in 1879 is shown by
the remarks made by the right bon. gentleman who leads
the House in the debate which took place on the motion
fôr papers in regard to the seizure of the Sarah E. Bryant,
wbich came to the relief of a vessel which was wreckcd on
the coast of Lake Erie. A charge was made that the Cana-
dian Government had refused to allow aid and assistance to
be given to that vessel from a foreign country, and had left
people to perish on' the wreck. The humanity cry was
raised. The fact was that the Canadian tug Jessie had
taken the passengers off before the American vessel came,
and the latter came afterwards to wreck the vessul. She
was seized under the law at that time, and was prevented
from carrying out her plan. In the discussion, Sir John
Macdonald said:

" The hon. gentleman correctly describes the position. It had been
found that, with a larger capital engaged in wrecking, all ihe' work
was done by Americans. Preference was always given, it was found,
to American vessels, and Canadian vessels were charged exorbitant
prices. In self-defence, a Canadiaa tug comptny was got up, to give
our wreckers a chance in the business, the profits of which would be cou-siderable, as th-1 trgest number of wrecks took place on our coast. As
suon as the owners of tug boats in th Uaited ztates found this out, this
measure was introduced in Congress. It was a sham reciprocity, which
would not have been proposed had it not been for this order by the late
Government. The order was quite explicit enough. A wrecked vessel
was stili afloat, and, by the maritime law, all vessels could go to its
rescue and claim salvage, but a vessel once fairly ashore stood in quite
a different position. It was especially necessary along our line of water
that our Cnstoms should not be interfered with A vessel might be of
small value and have a most valuable cargo, and the could bd wrecked
and the goods smuggled into our country. ' bis order was made to pre-
vernt anything of that kind. When the papers came down, the matter
could be discussed at greater length."
Now, in regard to the conduct of the Canadian Goverument
in reference to wrecks, with regard to permits which have
been granted to American tugs to engage in the relief of
American vessels, it can be shown that the conduet of the
Canadian Government has been in all cases humane and
liberal, aud that in no instance has the American Govern-
ment granted a permit to a Canadian vessel to assist
another Canadian vessel in American waters. I have here
a short list of permits granted to American vessels to assist
other American vessAls in Canadian waters, when there
was no question whatever of the saving of life. On 22nd
May, 1883, the schooner Elsworth, ashore near Sarnia, was
permittqd to use American tugs. On 12th September, 1883,
the schooner Winslow, ashore near Point Edward, was per.
mitted to use American tgs. On 18th October, 1883, the
International Wrecking Company wer6 permitted to use
American tugs at Southampton. On 13th November, 1883,
the International Wrecking Company were permitted to
use the American tugs Balize and 8mith, wiecking at
Southampton. On ?2nd November, 1883, the schooner Car-
ter, ashore near Kincardine, was permitted to use American
tuge. On 7th May, 1884, the American tug Smith, with
wrecking outfit, was permitted to work et the wreck of the
steamer Mfanitoba et Southampton, and the schooner Carter
at Kincardine. On 9th April,18t5, permission was given to an
American scow, with wrecking outfit, to raise the tug Beron, I
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sunk in the Georgian Bay. On 18th March, 1885, permisaion
was given to one J. Donnelly to use Amerioan tools, &c., in
relievîng the propeller Owen Sound, above Sault Ste. Marie,
in Canadian waters. On 30th May, 1885, permission was
given to J. Donnelly to use United States luge to reliove
the City of Owen Sound, above Sault Ste. Marie. On 10th
October, 1885, permission was given to the steam barge J.
9l Fairwell to relieve the schooner Godfrey, ashore at Stag
lsland. Here arc numerous cases where the Canadian
Government has permitted the use of American wrecking
plant in cases where there was no imminent danger of lss
of hie or property, because these vessels were stranded in
places where wrecking operations had to be undertaken for
their relief. Now, neither the hon. member for Frontenac
(er. Kirkpatrick) nor any other member of this House can
point te one instance where the American Goverament have
acted with equal liberality towards ourselves. In the case
of the wreck of the Algoma in Lake Superior the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company were net allowed to use their
own plant in relieving the vessel, and they were oompelled
to send from that point te Port Huron, 600 miles away, for
wiecking apparatus; se that the contrast between the con-
duct of the two Governments is very greatly to the credit
and favor of the Canadian Governmont. But the position
of the matter, as I have said, is one in which I
suppose a modification of our law will have to be
made, and I shall propose a very slight mbdifi-
cation in this Bill. We are so situated that no
wreck can be relieved on the American coast of the great
lakes without the tug, if it is a Canadian tag, boing engaged
in coasting, because there is not a single dry dock from
Buffalo westward to the head of Lake Siperior, on the
Canadian side, except on the Georgian Bay at Owen Sound
and Collingwood. There are two dry docks at Buffalo, two
or three in Cleveland, one in Toledo, two in Detroit, and two
in Bay City, but on the whole stretch of that coast there is
not a dry dock on the Canadian side except the two men-
tioned, which are far from the greut route of commerce on
the lakes. If a Canadian tug relieves an American vessel on
the American shore she must necessarily engage in towing
and in coasting in order to deliver that vessel to a dry
dock; she has got to tow her toan American port to deliver
ber to an American dry dock, and in doing that she is
contravening the American navigation laws. Now, I think,
from the evidence I have of the advantages the American
marine is likely to secure from this concession, that they
will make other slight concessions in this matter. It must
be borne in mind that the majority of the wrecks, exuept
those on Lake Michigan, are upon the Canadian coast; iL
must also be borne in mind that the insurance companies,
with the exception of the Western of Canada, are all in the
United States. I presume three-fourths, perbaps nine-
tenths of the risks are written by American insurance com.
panies. Now, whenever a vessel is wrecked the insurance
company having a risk upon that vessel, makos arrange.
ments for her wrecking, and in all cases where that com-
pany is an American one, the American wiecking company
will get the job.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Net necessarily.

Mr. CIARLTON. Yes; by arrangement between these
companies and the officers of wrecking associations, the j>b
is given te an American company and in this case you are
simply giving away all the business that we might secure
for our own companies, and allowing it to go into the hands
of American companies. Now, I say that this is not
reciprocity, this is surrendering an advantage which we
poseess, and an advantage which was thrust upon us by
their own act, it is murrendering tbis advantage without a
quid pro quo, and I am going te propose a most moderato
amendment te this Bill of my hon. friend from Frontenac.
I do not propose Vo take the position that we shall insist
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upon our offer of reciprocity in coasting, but I propose that
we shall make to the Americans an offer of a modified
character, an offer eminently fair, eminently liberal, one
that, if they are actuated by a spirit of fair play, will be
accepted by them. I propose, in addition to the recipro-
eity in wrecking privileges that tugs, to other vessels but
tugs, as these are the vessels engaged in wrecking. shall
be allowed to tow vessels and rafts from port to port in the
coast of either country and in the waters of either country
contiguous to the waters of the other country. If they
will give us that slight concession I for one would be willing
to drop the present arrangement and make this new offer
for the sake of amity and peace and good will. I propose
this in the bolief that it will be accepted by the American
Government, and that it will mitigate somewhat the un-
pleasant consequences to ourselves of the passage of this
Bill, and the surrender of tbe advantages that we possess
under present arrangements. I propose that section 1 of
this Bill read as follows:-

" United States vessels and wrecking appurtenanees may render aid
and assistance to United States or other vessels, wrecked, or disabled,
or in distress in Canadian waters contiguous to the United States,"

Adding these words:
" And United States tuge may tow vessels and rafts from one Oana-

dian port to another in Canadian waters contiguous to the United
States.I
And I propose the following amendment to the third section:

" When the privilege of towing vessels and rafts from one United
States port to another, in waters contignous to Canada, is accorded to
Canadian tugs."

That is simply extending the provisions of this recipro-
city offer so far as embraced in the operations of the Bill
for aiding vessels and rafts by the tugs of either nation.
This amendment would obviate all difficulty as to coasting
with wrecks from one port to another, and wuld give
to us, perhaps, some light advantage in return for the
advantages that we surrender. I think it would make
the Bill more satisfactory to the navigation interests
In this country, and without this small concession that
we ask, being granted to us, I do not think that
we ought to entertain the amendment proposed in the Bill.
1 advance this proposition, having some knowledge of the
vessel interests, and knowing that if we accept the
Ameroin offer, having ourselves frîst made that
offer of ertire reciprocity in coasting, we simply
allow them to selet from that broad offer the one
particular item in which they will secure a great advantage
and leave us with the husk while they take the kernel;
and I think that we had better get a little of the meat our-
solves. I believe it will be granted to us. I make this
amendment aside from any political bias or standpoint
whatever. It is a matter in which we should consult the
interests of lake marine, in which we should consult the
rights of men who have invested a large amount of capital.
At all events, we should try to get this concession, we
should make the offer, and if the offer is refused by the
American Goverument, then we can come next year to the
point of considering whether we will surrender the whole
thing or not. 1 make this motion seconded by Mr. Lister, who
also is thoroughly conversant with the lake marine of cur
coast, and knows that tbis small concession is one that we
ought to ask.

Mr. KENNY. I was rather surprised at the remark
which fell from my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitcheli), if I understood him aright, when he said that he
supposed that my objection to this measure originated in the
fact that my colleague was in favor of it.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I said.

Mr. KENNY. Well, I think it is a most unfair criti-
cism. M y bostility to this Bill, if it is applied to the Mari-

Mr. CHARLTON.

time Provinces, is based entirely upon the argument
advanced by the hon. gentleman who bas just taken his
seat. He says that be would be in favor of it if it was fair
and reciprocal. Now, I conteud that the action of such a
Bill as this in the Maritime Provinces wculd not be reci-
procal, inasmuch as all the benefits of it would accrue to the
American wrecking companies. It so happens that we have,
on the seaboard of the Atlantic Provinces, individuals
who are prepared to carry on this wrecking business,
and who are equipped with all the necessary plant.
My hon. friend knows that this wrecking business is very
largely controlled by the Americans. I am speaking of
the Atlantic watere-and that any of these vessels that
would meet with accidents on our coasts would be insured
in the American companies, and tbat these underwriters,
both of hulls and of cargoes, would put the business in the
hands of their own wrecking companies, to the exclusion
of ours, and we would never get a chance of working in the
same way on the American coast. Hence my objection to
the measure; but I am very glad to hear that it will not
apply to the Atlantic coast. I make this explanation be.
cause it is due to myself.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will take the last statement made by
the hon. gentleman first. I understood the statement of the
Minister of Customs to be that the measure would apply to
all the coasts of Canada.

Mr. BOWELL. Quite the contrary.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Only to inland wi ters.
Mr. MITCHELL. If it is to apply only to inland waters,

the junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) is right in what
he understood the Minister of Customs to say, but I under-
stood him to say that it would apply to all the coasts of
Canada. At any rate, I do not understand why it should not
apply to the Atlantic coast. I do not see why a principle
that is applied on the inland waters of the great lakes
sbhould not apply to the harbors, shores and coasts of the
Maritime Provinces. If wrecks occur there, as they very
frequently do, the people of the Maritime Provinces should
have the privilege of obtaining the assistance of the most
effective wrecking craft. The lon. gentleman said that the
American wrecking systems are more t fiient.

Mr. KENNY. I say they are more immediately under
the control of American underwriters.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not see why the people, who will
have to pay the money if the vessels are lost, should not
bave the privilege of obtaining the best wrecking craft, es-
pecially when the principle of reciprocity is adopted on the
lakes. With respect to the personal matter to which the
hon. gentleman has referred, the remark was made in a
jocular sense. The hon. gentleman knows I respect him too
much to say anything that would reflect on his consistency;
but I appeal to this House, also in a jocular sense but with
a good deal of reality about it, as te whether our experience
of the senior and the junior members for Halifax, both of
whom so ably and so persistently represent their respective
parties and express the views of their parties, is not such
that we have the assurance that when one of those members
rises in is place and says something in black the other will
immediately afterwards rise and say that it is not black, or
at all events not quite black but some other color. While I
said that in a jocular sense I repeat it now, for it is a matter
remarked by everybody. No matter whether the junior
member rises and makes a statement regarding United States
craft, the senior member will rise-

Mr. JONES (Hahfax). No.

Mr. MITCHELL-and controvert it. At all events, that
is our impression.

Mr. KENNY. The junior must always follow the senior.
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Mr. MI*'CHELL. My impression is that these hon. gen

tlemen never agree, and I have never known them to vote
on the same side. As a matter of curiosity, I should like to
see them vote together on one side on the question now be-
fore the House.

Mr. LABELLE. I am very sorry to differ from the opin.
ions expressed by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton. I thought that hon. gentleman was in favor of
unrestricted reciprocity, and, being in favor of the adoption
of that principle, I naturally imagined that a little conces-
sion made by the United States towards Canada would be
grasped at by him as well as by hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House. But they have not done so. This re-
minds me of the circumstance, that, when I came forward
as a parliamentary candidate, my father told me there were
two kinds of patriotism in the House: one was the old time
patriotism, where you work with a view to promote the in-
terests of the country and its people, and the other kind of
patriotism was that in which individual interests were pro-
moted. I do not desire to reflect on any hon. member of
this House, but I may remark that I am in favor of the old
time patriotism of working for our country and for our
people. The hon. momber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl
ton) said they had the permission of the Canadian Govern-
ment and the American Government with respect to the
tugs, so that they might assist each other ; but I would
ask if the captain of a vessol in a hurricane could wait
until ho had obtained permission from the Minister of Caq.
toms to enter Canadian waters. I will give an illustration
of what I said the other day, when I was unable to com-
plete the particulars. In l84 the steamer Spartan went
ashore during the night on Cariboo Island, in Lake Supe.
rior. The next morning the captain obtained the services
of a tug-he did not wait to see if it was a Canadian tug or
an American tug, but he took the first that arrived. This
was an American tag, and she saved the passengers and
rescued the vessel. She brought the Spartan to Sault Ste.
Marie, passed through the canal, and when they had arrived
at the foot of the Sault Rapids, the captain of the Spartan
asked the captain of the tug to be taken to Owen Sound on
the Canadian side. The captain replied: No, I dare not
take you there, because my tug would be seized; I cannot
and I will not do it. Accordingly the captain could not do
otherwise than abide by the decision of the captain of the
American tug. Then instead of going by Georgian Bay,
a dibtance of 100 miles, and reaching Owen Sound by the
inshore route, the vessel had to pasa through Lake Buron,
a distance of 250 miles, where, of course, they were exposed
to the risk of a gale coming up and endangering the safety of
the steamer. Fortunately we did not loose the vessel, but
we had to pay 826,000 to the Americans for repairs, where-
as that amount would otherwise have gone into Canadian
handsuand assisted to pay Canadian workmen; and, in
addition, when the vessel was brought to Canada the Cis-
toms authorities charged us for the new material put into
the vessel. Under these circumstances the flouse should
pass the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac, (Mr. Kirk.
patrick) without any admendment, because all amendments
are in the direction of killing the Bill. There is another
side to the question, and that is the humane side. The
Royal Humane Society of England bestows a premilm on
any one who saves the life of a human being. In this
country we are proposirg to give a premium for quite the
contrary, and even if it is only from a humane spirit, hon.
gentleman who are opposing the Bill should certainly
change their minds and vote in favor of it.

Mr. MULOCK. It must be satisfactory to members of
the Committee to observe the educational effect of the dis-
cussion of this question within the last twelve months.
This I understand from the mover of the Bill is substantially
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- the same measure that was voted on in Parliament in April,

1888.

An hon. MEMBER. It was not understood.
Mr. MULOCK. That goes to show how discussion in-

forms us, liberalises us, and makes us equal to the occasion.
Twelve montbs ago or less the Governmont and all its forces
were arrayed against this measure for certain reasons. On
that occasion the then Finance Minister, Sir Charles Tup-
per, briefly led the opposition to the measure, but the groat
opponent on that occasion was the Minister of Customs, and
I am glad to see that with advancing years and increasing
wisdom, he is able, at all events, to the extent of saving a
human being's life, of indulging in a little reciprocal spirit
such as bas been vory properly referred to by the hon.
member for Richelieu (fr. Labelle). But I should like to
ask the finister, who will no doubt announce on
this occasion the policy of the Goverument, whethor
the statements he made to the House last Session,
and on the strength of which he succeeded in defeating this
measure for the time being; and in setting back this great
forward movement for twelve months-I would like to ask
the Minister of Customs if he goes back on ail the utterances
he made to the House on that occasion and if he will tell us
that he was wrong in his arguments thon, or if he still
maintains some of them, which does he maintain and which
has he rejected? HRe told the member for Frontenac (Mir.
Kirkpatrick) last year that that hon. gentleman seemed to
be very muci interested in this Bill from a local standpoint
and that although the member for Frontenac had proved
that the Bill was most necessary in the castern part of Lako
Ontario, stili the Minister of Customs informed the House
that this Bill was not required in the west. The hon.
Minister sitting here to-night and controlling the legislation
will of course be able to explain to us wheroin the changod
circumstances have occurred which will justify him in tell-
ing the House now that the assurances he gave us a year
ago do not exist to-day.

Mr. MITCIIELL. You should not press him too bard.
Mr. MULOCK. Well, I want to be satisfied on the point

for the sake of the great industries that the Minister was
protecting a year ago, and I think it is right that the House
should be assured that these dangers do not longer exist.
For example, in reply to the member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) the Minister of Customs said last Session:

S My hon. friend from Frontenac sags it is in ourhinterest.bIt may bein the interests of the particular locality in whlch lie lives, but it is flot
so in the west.'
I would ask the Minister of Customs whether it is now in
the interests of the west, and, if so, I am sure the House will
have no difficulty, so far as that objection is concerned, in
supporting the Bill. He will tell us, of course, what change
of circumstances happened that make this Bill now in the
interest te the west.

Mr. BOWELL. Do yon promise to do that on all occa-
sions if I change my mind and give yon the resons?

Mr. MULOCK. No doubt a conscientious man like the
Minister of Customs-

Mr. BOWELL. You are not answering the question.
Mr. MULOCK. When I am on the Treasury banches I

will account for my policy, but I am now asking you for
yours. When the time comes that i am a responsible Min-
ister it will be for me to say what I am to do. We are now
discussing the interests of the country, as well as the great
principle of which the Minister of Customs is the guardian.
I presume that the Minister is supporting this measure now
and he will tell us, of course, why he bas got a change of
heart, or why this change bas come over the spirit of his
dreams.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a change of conduct.
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Mr. MULOCK. Whatever it may be we do not find him
to-night on the warpath against this Bill as ho was a year
ago. I presume his change of action is taken with due re-
gard to the interests of the country. If those arguments

e advanced to us last Session were a good reason for his
voting against the measure I presume he can tell us how to
proceed safely on this occasion. Speaking of this inter.
national civility as proposed last Session the Minister said:

" Sncb liberality has not been extended by the American Government
to Canadian tug owners or to Oanadian wreckers and I see good reasons
for adopting the suggestion made by the Minister of Finance that we
shonld not gve this privilege without some return, particularly in a
case o this ind where it is in our interest, whereras I believe it to be
in the interest of the American shipowners as well, that we sbould have
frest possible intercourse in coasting trade in inland waters at least,
and if it is possible, on the sea coast."

Speaking of the consequences of the adoption of this Bill
the Minister of Customs goes on to say :

INow if we adopt the reciprocity as suggested by the Bill before the
Bouse, they [referrin to the Anercans] wil hbave achitved al that
they want and all that they ask, together with the destruction of our
wrecking industry, and most certainly refusal will follow in respect to
reciprocity in the coasting trade of this country."

A year ego the Minister of Customs stated that if we en-
tered into reciprocal wrecking relations with the States it
would result in the total destruction of the wrecking pro.
perty of the people of Canada. ls ho now going to vote for
the destruction of the wrecking property of our people ? If
not; when the Minister of Customs is able to bring his mas-
sive mind from the consideration of peach baskets and other
important state affairs to the minor interests of saving
human life, I would ask him whether any change has taken
place so that to-day reciprocity in wrecking will not do
what ho said it would do a year ago -destroy the wrecking
appliances of the people of Canada. Again the Minister of
Customs said:

'l I believe it to be in the interests of the wrecking industry, in the
interesta of this country and in the interests of the coasting trade that
we should hold the position we are in at the present time."

IHe goes on in bis speech to say that so important is it to
the people of Canada that we should get the coasting trade
that ho dos not think that we should concede this one
point that is now asked for unless we get the coasting trade
secure, and ho argues in bis speech that to enter into recip-
rocal wrecking relations would for all time prevent us
securing what ho conceived to be of vast importance to the
people of Canada, viz., reciprocity in coasting. This is a
speech that had a great deal of influence with this House a
year ago, and it is due to us now that the Minister of Cus-
toms should take us into his coifidence and assure us that
those great interests that were in danger a year ago when
we tbreatened to pass this Bill, will not be endangored if
we pas it to-day. I suppoae a great man.y who took his
woid last Session, will take him at his wod, or by bis
silence, Vhis Session and vote as ho directe them to vote.
But there are some who are not in bis confidence and do
not receive those bils of information in whispered words
which ho imparts, and they would like to be told in an
open way across the floor of this House whether the inter-
esta of the country are safe to.day if we pass this Bill. I
pause for a reply.

Mr. WALDIE. I said a few words on the introduction
of this Bill and I wish to state, now, that I think the House
ought to consider the measure from the point of view of
its necessity to the parties whose property is in danger, the
owners of the stranded vessels, and not from the interests
of the tug owners pure and simple. From the list of cases
quoted by the member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
wherein the Minister of Oustoms permitted the employment
of American tugs, it is quite evident that the proporty of
the people of Canada waa very frequently in danger and
could onl be rescued by the employment of those tuge.

M.r, ULOCK

The very fact that there is such a list of cases in which
the Minister of Customs had to intervene and set the law
aside is the best proof we eau have of the necessity of this
measure in the interests of the vessel owners. I depre.
cate the discussion of the broader principles of reci-
procity in connection with this Bill, for I am most an-
xious that this Bill should pass on its own merite alone.
This Bill bas the element of humanity in its favor
which separates it from general questions of trade,
and I thlink it bas also important advantages to the wreck-
ing industiles of this country. It is said that insurance
companies will control the wrecking if this Bill should pas.
My experience is that although the vessel is insured, its
owner controls the employment of the wrecking tug, and
will employ that tug which will save his property in the
most economical and speedy way, and that ho will have it
conveyed to the port where repaire can be made most
cheaply. He will not cause a Canadian bottom to be on-
veyed to an American port for repairs when ho knows that
on its return to Canadian waters ho will have to pay a duty
on it, but ho will cause the distressed property to be con-
veyed to our own ports lor repairs, giving employment to
Canadian labor. I do think that any amendment to the
Bill as it is now before the Committee would bave the effect
of entirely destroying it. As we have an offer on the part
of the American Government of reciprocity in this matter,
and as it is in the interest of our inland marine that that
offer should be accepted, I trust that the Bill of the hon.
member for Frontenac will paso just as ho bas introduced
it.

Mr. CURRAN. Lat year, when this measure was before
the House, I had the bonor of making some observations
based upon the information which bad been furnished me
by some leading men in Canada who were interested in the
business affected by this legislation. I thon spoke in favor
of the Bill; but as the Minister of Finance appealed to the
House, asking us to suspend our judgment for a cer.
tain time, I supported his view by my vote, hoping that by
this Session we should have had the concessions made to us
that were deemed to be of importance, in order that justice
might ho doue to Canadian interests in the matter of wreck-
ing. The last speaker bas deprecated the introduction of the
general reciprocity question into this discussion. I think
he bas done very wisely on behalf of the hon. gentleman
who has proposed the amendment, which, as ho says, if
cari ied, would have the effect of killing the Bill altogether,
inasmuch as it would make it absolutely inoperative. The
hon. gentleman bas stated to ns, and I agree with him
entirely, that no member of this Hlouse eau point out any
liberality on the part of the United States Goverument
similar to that which bas been extended by this Govern-
ment. I believe it will be admitted by every candid mem-
ber of this House and by every candid man in the country,
that there has been no hberality on the part of the United
States towards Canada. Whenever they eau cruah us, they
do so; whenever they eau put us a in corner, or by any
action on their part can cpple us in any way, they are
perf ectly willing to do it for purposes which are manifest.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Where is the evidence of that ?
Mr. CURRAN. One evidence is in the abrogation of the

Reciprocity Treaty.
Some hon. MEhiBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. CURRAN. Hon. gentlemen say "Oh, oh 1" It is

hardy the time to go into the discussion of that subject now,
but I think I shal ho borne out by the country when I say
that wherever iL bas been possible to interfere with Cana-
dian interests and prevent Canadian prosperity and progress
they have sought to do it. I have the evidence, which I
may take occasion to lay before the Houe on another occa-
sion, that there have not beon wanting public speakers in
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Congress and the Senate, in the press and on the platform,
t) deolare that Canada shall get nothing unless she joins the
United ç4tte@y and throwa in her fortunes with that country.
But that statement I have been drawn into by my han.
friend, who cannot, very well tolerate the truth ; it aggra-
vates him se muih that he muet interrnpt on ail occasions
But this discussion, and the speech which has been made by
my hon. friend who has proposed the amendment, simply
exemplify the old adage, that it makes ail the difference in
the world whose oz is gored. Under the legislation of the
United States, which, h has pointed out, forced the Cana-
dian Government into the position it has occupied for some
time, a wrecking interest grew up in this country, ard I
think the hon. gentleman stated that he himself has in-
vested money in that interet-

Mr. JONES (Halifax). No.

Mr. CURRAN-or is closely connected with people
who have invested money in that interest. Now, he tells
us, and he tells us truly, that we should consult the interests
of those who have invested their money in wrecking. Well,
just as the action of the United States Government foreed
the Canadian Government to adopt the course they did and
to put on the Statute-book the law at present in force, so
the action of the United States Government foreod us to
adopt the National Policy, which has caused millions and
millions of dollars to be invested in the industries of this
country; and yet the hon. gentleman who says that we should
look to the money interest of the few who have invested their
money in this wrecking business, is prepared, at one fell
swoop, to wipe out the manufacturing industries in which
capital has been invested on the pledge of this Government,
sanctioned by the people at several general elections. I sym-
pathise heartily with those who have invested their money
in this wrecking industry ; but we have the statements of a
hoast of gentlemen who have overwhelmingly larger interests
than those centered in the wrecking business, and they ap-
peal and have appealed again and again to this Parliament,
to pass the legislation which has been brought in by my hon.
friend at my right. Under these circumstances, with the
light that has been cast on the subject, I say we cannot
do otherwise than pass the Bill as it bas been proposed to
the House, because the amendment suggested by the hon
member for North Norfolk, although we should ail like to
see it carried into effect if we could tecure the concurrence
of the United States therein, cannot accomplish anything;
and it is the interest of the country that this legislation
should go into force at once. We shaol be thrown back for
years if we do not adopt the measure now proposed, and I
an against the amendment simply because it will make our
proceedings inoperative and kill the Bill.

Mr. EDGAR. IL is always interesting to hear an bon.
member explaining to this House how he came to spek
one way on a measure and vote another way, and i
am sure the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr.
Curran) has done hie best to make that clear to the
Committee to-night. But how much more interesting
would it be if we could ouly induce the hon. Minister of
Customs te get up to-night and explain to us how he
came to change not only hie speech but bis vote as
well. I rejoice that he las done so; I do not object to any
gentleman changing his views; there is always time to re-
pent; and I hope the hon. Minister has shown as that on
the larger question of reciprocity of which this is only a
part, but a material part, lie will be prepared to change his
mmd also. But since last Session we remember he bas re-
Ceired a new collvague into the Cabinet. When the hon.
member fer Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) was not in his
place last Session, this Bill was moved by the bon. member
for SeOtt Lanark (Mr. Haggart), who on that occasion said
that it wus t e reiep fy. That hon. nldber has been

taken into the Government, and of course on so important a
question as that the Post master General muet bave made it a
condition with the Minister of Customs that ha would swal-
low his words and fol[ow him on this question. With reference
ti the amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), I am sure that we all dosire to see the towing of
vessels and rafts from one port in the Unitod States to
another permitted to Canadian vessels, but I would ask the
hon. gentleman to bring that up as a substantive Bill on a
future occasion and I will support it. The hon. gentleman
is too o!d a parliamontarian not to know perfectly well
that if his proposed amendment bo added to the Bill, it
will utterly destroy the whole value of the Bill. The
Americans have, sinco 1878, made a simple offer to us on
this subject of wrecking. We would like them undoubtedly
to go further and include coasting privileges and the privi.
loges of towing vessels and rafts, but they have not doue
so. I would say, therefore, lot us take what they give, and
if we eau get the other let us tako that too hereafter. I am
sure that is the sense of the House. The Ilouse almost
unanimonsly, a few weeks ago, carried the second reading
of this Bill on that principlo, and I hope, therefore, the
House bas not changed its mind on that point.

Mr. DAWSON. This a question which affects the ship-
ping at large as much as it does wrecking interest, and I
think we should consider its effect on our shipping gener-
ally. Tha constituency I have the honor to represent covers
the greater part of these inland waters, and many hard
cases have occurred, some of which have been referred to
bere to-night. On some occamit>s vessels have gone to the
relief of strange ships in Canadian waters, and afterwards
been seized and kept in custody until fines wore paid or
urtil they wero relieved, and in order that there may bo
freedom in this matter, in order that United States tugs
may bo free to corne to the relief of Canadian vessels and
Canadian tugs equally free to go to the relief of American
vessels, in either Canadian or American waters, I think the
Bill ought to be sunported. My constituency lies along
the shires of the gi-eat lake-, the shores of Lakes iluron
and Superior, and the people are largely engaged in ship-
ping. f have bad many letturs, since this subject came
before the louse, from owners of vessels and others engaged
in navigating the lakes, all recommending me to support
this Bill. I quite agree with hon. members that to adopt
the amendment of ny h'>n. friend from N rth Norfolk
would be to k-ill the Bil. Ie-r hible as general reciprocity
in the coasting trade and in other respects would be, the
Americans will not grant it, and the simple fact of adding
that amendment to the Bill would be to render it inopera-
tive. Therefore I shall suppart the Bill in its present form
and oppose the amendment of my hon, friend.

Mr. COOK. When this Bill was before the House last
Session, I supported it, and made a few remarks in its
lavor. I am glad to see thora is not a dissenting voice on
the subject to-day. I do not yise to deal spocially with the
Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac (Kr. Kirkpatrick),
but to refer to the amendmont made by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) which amendment I con-
sider to be a perfectly fair proposition. No one in Canada
knows botter than the hon. the Minister of Customes the
necessity for this amendment, because applications have
been made to him frequently to allow American tuga to
tow rafts into Canadian waters. We have to tow a large
quantity of logs from the north shore of Georgian Bay, and
our tugs are insufficient for the large rafts that are brought
from there. Frequently, therefore, the Minister of Customs
has been applied te for permits to allow American tugs to
tow these rafts. I have no doubt that the Americans will
accede to the proposition of my lon. friend from Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton). I believe that in the interest of their tage
and in the interet of wrooking oompanies, they wihi at
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once accept it, and have, therefore, much pleasure in sup-
porting his amendment.

Mr. WE LDON (St. John). Judging from the dicussion
one would suppose that the only waters of the Dominion
are the lakes, and that there was no such place as the At-
lantic Ocean. The hon. member for Halifax (Mir. Jones)
said that this Bill would apply to the waters of the Mari-
time Provinces, and with the second clause eliminated, there
would be no doubt on that point, but if the second clause
remains the wording should be such as to leave the section
clearly applicable to Canadian waters on the Atlantic
coast. As far as the princi ple of the Bill is concerned, I
have been always in favor of it. American vesselis have
always been ready to render assistance to ours, and more
particularly American revenue cutters. They have never
hesitated as to the nationality of a vessel, but rendered
vessels in distress every assistance they could gratuitously.
That was until lately the principal object for which they
were put at the American light stations, butin consequence
of the way in which we deal with American vessels in dis-
tress, the American revenue cutters instead of being on
the look-out to aid our vessels when they require it, are on
the watch to see that on entering American harbors for
refuge, they do not violate the Oustoms Act.

Mr. JONES (Halifax.) In dealing with a matter of this
importance, it is of great advantage to have a thorough
understanding as to the application of any measure c>ncern-
ing it. Reading the clause to which I refer, and seeing it
is only applicable to waters contiguous to the United
States, I was naturally led to the conclusion that it was in-
tended for the inland waters, and not for the Atlantic coast
of the Maritime Provinces. It appears to me that this is a
question too large to be dealt with in the small wiy in
which it is proposed to be dealt with by some of' the bon.
gentlemen who have spoken on the subject. I was glai to
learn from the observations of the hon. gentleman who has
charge of the Bill, that he had accepted the view which I
propounded, that the B.11 would apply to the Maritime
Provinces, and I certainly understood the Minister of Cus-
toms to give his approbation to that view of the case,
though he bas since stated that ho was misunderstood. I
think that question should be understool now, so that no
future misunderstanding will take place. My bon. colleague
(Mr. Kenny) took exception to my view as to the applica-
tion of this Bill to the Maritime Provinces, and it was
natural that ho should do so, because, since ho bas been in
this House, he bas always been opposed to anything and
everything in the way of reciprocity with the United
States, and has not seen his way clear up to this Lime-
though bis political digestion is known to be very good-
to come down to the view which appears to be enter-
tained by the Minister of Customs and those who are
supporting the Bill. I thiik, however, even that hon.
gentleman will admit that it would be no disdvantage
to the people of the Maritime Provinces to have in case of
need the services of American tugs if they were required.
My hon. colleague stated that there were wreckin'g companies
in the Maritime Provinces which could attend to all that
business. In the brief time which bas been at my disp'sal,
I have thought of the wrecking companies which exist in
Nova Scotia, and, leaving out une or two tugs in Ha!ifax
which go out to assist vessels when they are required, I am
not aware of any wrecking company, proper ly so-called, in
the Maritime Provinces to-day. My hon. friond to my right
(Mr. Weldon) says there are noue in New Brunswick, scd
the hon. member for Yarmouth (Mr. Lovitt) says there are
none in Yarmouth, so it is plain that there is no company
equipped as a wrecking company in the Maritime Provinces.
Therefore, if on the extensive costs of Nova Scotia or New
Brunswick a vessel requirea the assistance of a wrecking
oupany to save it or the property whioh it is arring, by
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which a large amount could be saved to the underwriters
or to the owners of that property, it w uld be very hard if
those people could not have the benefiL of employing
American tnge. As it stands now, I am not aware of
any wrecking company in Nova Scotia. I think this
should be made clear and should not be left liable to any
doubt in the future, or to the interpretation of the depart-
ment. We are dealing with a question of so much impor.
tance that people who are called upon to act suddenly,
as these emergencies arise, will have to act on the
interpretation of the Statute before them. If they have
to wait to communicate with the department in order to
find what is their construction of the Act, and whether an
American tug may be employed on the Atlantic or in the
Bay of Fundy, a very serious loss of property may take
place during the interval. It is only for that purpose that
I was anxious that ail expressions calculated to leave any
doubt as to the application of this Billshould be eliminated
from it before it passed its final stage, and I again call the
attention of the Minister of Customs and the promoter of
the Bill to the fact that it would be in the interest of the
public at large if it were understood that the measure is to
apply to the whole Dominion, or if these gentlemen are
legislating only for these smali Canadian lakes-that is,
smali in comparison with our great waters below. If they
do not intend us to have any part or parcel in this measure,
let them say so; but if the Bill is intended to apply, as I
understand, to the Atlantic sea coast and the Bay of Fundy,
under circumstances that may arise there, it should be so
stated.

Mr. BOWELL. I intended to rise before, because I was
somewhat surprised at the remarks made by the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), whon ho rose and said
that ho was glad to find that I differed from his colleague
from that city. Evidently, I did not make mysolf under-
stood, because not only that hor. member but also the hon.
momber for Northumberland (Mir. Mitchell) misunderstood
my rornark. I confess that I am surprised at wbat some
hon. gentlemen have sai. as to tho opinion I expressed in
reference to this Bill. My recollection is tolerably good on
ordinary occasions, and I bave no recollection of expressing
any particular opinion either in favor of the Bill or in
opposition to it. What I rose to point ont was that the
Bill passed by the American Congress did not, as I under-
stood it, apply to the Maritime Provinces, as far as the sea-
coast is concerned. I think, on looking at it, it might ap-
ply to the Bay of Fundy which is in a somewhat differont
position from the Atlantic coast. However, that measure is
rather difficult to understand. That is the only expression
ot opinion which I recollect giving. The Bill passed by the
American Congress reads as follows :-

" That Canadian vessels of al descriptions may render aid and assist-
ance to Canadian or other vessels wrecked or disabled in the waters of
the United States contignous to the Dominion of Canada."
That is the whole Bill. Whether that applies to the sea
coast or only to the inland waters of Canada is a mattor
which I must leave to the lawyers and those who are botter
able to decide it than I am. It then goes on:

" This Act shs'l take force by proclamation of the United States so
soon as the Canadian Goverument will grant like privileges to those
which are contained in this Bill."

The member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) proposed to
go a good deal further and to give greater concessions thanu
are contained in this Bill. However, after consultation
with the Committeo which was appointed to considor
it, ho has consented to adopt the American Bill verbatint
simply changing the name of the United States to that of
Canada, and Canada to that of the United States. That is
the proposition now before the Committee. If anyone wili
take the little Bill of the United States and read it, in cor-
ing to a coincluion he will nd smome dimoUlty as to What
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it really means, and particularly in regard to the practical
operation of the measure if it becomes law. There is not a
word in that Bill which would allow a tug to tow a
wrecked vessel after it had rendered assistance te it.
If the American Government should e? force the coasting
law, which gives the right only to their own vessels to
tow in their own waters, and should say that the privilege
of towing ib not conceded in this proposition of reciprreey,
thon, as I poiuted out to my hon. friend, the Canadian
Government ought to be in a position to dery that right to
American vessels. If the right to tow, after rendei ing
assistaine to a vessel, was denied by the American Govern-
ment, thon the Bill is utterly useless; and, if it were passed
at 1, it would leave us practically in the same position.
We ought to be in precisely the same position as they are.
But if, ater raising a wrecked vessel or renderíng assist-
ance to a vessel in distress, they refuse to allow them to
tug it or tow it in their waters, thon we ought to be pre-
cisely in the same position. No w, I have heard a good deal
said on the humanitarian side of this question. My hon.
friend from Richelieu (Mr. Labelle) pointed out a case in
which an American tug owner refused to tow his boat into
Owen Sound. Any one who will read the orders and in-
structions which have been issued by the Customs Depart-
ment since 1878, will know that no refusal, either direct or
indirect, has ever been made to an American tug or any Am.
erican vessel to render assistance when there was any imme-
diate prospect of the loss of property or the loss of life; and
why this tug owner should have refused, under the circum-
stai ces, to tow this vessel into Owen Sound, I cannot un-
derstand, unlesa it was for the purpose of taking it into their
own waterm, by which their tugs and their mechanics would
rec ive whatever benefits would be derived from repairing
the vessels or in order to put the profits into th pockets
of thi tug owners and the underwriters who might
have an Lto eet in the vessel or in the ptofits arising fîom
repais. lhere has been, I repeat, no instructions given
which were nat of a more libeial character than were the
orders issued by circular, when I think my hon. friend had
the plea3ure, or had the honor, of being Minister of Militia
in the Government which isued it. That circular was
much more striigent in its chaiacter than the orders and
circulars which have bcen issued since the time my bon.
friend was in the Government, which was in 18î6 or 1877,
or if ho ws not in the Government, he was one of its most
a; deit supporters, and I suppose he supported that measure
as wi Il. Now, in reference to tagging, hon. gentlemen who
Lave read this correspondence have seen that the principle
now t mbodied in the amendmert made by the hon member
for North Norfolk, was contained in the first despatch that I
drafted on this subject, in 1b79. In that dispatch the
Canadian Government proposed to the American Govern-
ment to grant the fullest privileges, not only in wrecking
but in coasting laws, and those who are acquainted with
the subject know that there is a law upon our
Statute-book which gives the Governor in Council
power at any time to give to any country in the world
the coaating priviloges of the Dominion of Canada, so soon
as they open their ports to us. The amendment of the hon.
member for North Norfolk being exactly in the line that
the Canadian Government have proposed to the American
Government over and over again, i shahl feel myself, in
duty bound, as an individual, to support it. I am not speak-
ing on behalf of the Government,' I am speaking for my-
self; as I am not aware that the Government has had
any policy on this Bill, consequently, to be consistent
with the position that I have taken in reference to this
matter in the correspondence that has taken place between
Canada and the United States, I shall vote for that propo-
sition. If this wrecking is ofso great an advantage to the
American tug owners, to American wrecking companies
and to American shipping interests, surely they should

grant that which is absolutelv necessary in order to make
their Bill worth one cent. I admit that the feeling of this
HouFe and the feeling in the country has changed to a cer-
tain extent upon this question, but if we are to have a Bill
at alil, lot us have one which will be of some value. There.
fore there is no reason why the proposition of the bn.
member for North Norfolk which is of a still wider charac-
ter, ehould not also bc added.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Would it not ho botter, under
the circumAtances, to make a Bill that would suit the
people of Canada, and leave it inoperative until the Ameri-
cana reciprocate ?

Mr. BOWELL. I am very glad, for once, that I am
in accord with the bon. member. That is just such a
Bill as I would like to see placed upon the Statute-book.
I would like to see the proposition adopted because it is
one that I previously made, and it should be added to
this Bill. I should a'so like to see the proposition of the
hon gentleman for North Norfolk added to the Bill. Then,
if it will confer the advantage wbichb has been pointed out
to the shipping interests of both countries, surely from a
humanitarian standpoint, or from any other standpoint the
Americans ought to accept it. The hon. member for
Northumberland was a little facetious about my views on
the reciprocity question. I can tell him that not only my-
self individually, but this Government, have always been in
favor of fair reciprocal trade relations with the United
States ; but we do not propose to accept anything that they
may offer which is to their immediate advantage, unless wu
are to have something in return. Those are my ideas eof
reciprocity.

Mr. MITCHELL. Nor concede anything ?
Mr. BOWELL. Nor concede one single iota. That is

just precisely what I mean, and when they offer us some.
thing, I think the Government of this country will do what
they have always been prepared to do in the past, and that
is to accept anything that is fair and reasonable. I am not
going to discuss the question of unrestricted reciprocity,
by which our free trade friends hope to have a much bigher
tariff than they have at present, and which the leader of
the Government has expressed his wish to have. I will dis-
cuss that question probably before this debate is over.

fr. W EL DON (Albert). I desire to say a few words
with refereLce to a question of much interest to the coun-
ties along the Bay of Fundy in regard to the meaning of the
words in the second section of the Bill of the hon. menber
for Frontenac. They are an exact reproduction, mutatis
mutondis of the words of the American Bill. That Bill
says :

" Canadian vessels of aIl descriptions may render aid or assistance to
Canadian or other vessels that are disabled in the waters of the United
States contiguous to the Dominion of Canada.
These words are reproduced, with the necessary changes,
in this Bill now before the Committee.

" United States vessels or aIl descriptions may render aid or assistance
to United States or other vessels wrecked or disabled in the- waters of
Canada contiguons to the United States."
The geographical position is this: The character of the
waters was settled, with a degree of certainty, 45 years ago,
as was brought out in the debates of last Session, in refer-
once to a fishery seizure which occurred in the year 1843.
The United States and Great Britain referred the ques-
tion of the territorial character of the waters of the Bay of
Fundy to a mixed commission. Mr. Bates was the umpire
of that commission, which decided that the Bay of Fundy
was a part of the high seas, that it was not a British bay.

Mr. MITCHELL. Not a part of the high seas?

Mr. WELDON (Albert). They decided that it was not
a British bay. They defined the headlands of the Bay of
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Fundy very clearly. There is one on the Nova Sotian
coast, there is one on the coast of Maine, a few miles west
of the mouth of the St. Croix River. Therefore, the
waters of the Bay of Fundy are of this character; they
are high seas, with tie exception of a three mile beit
along tbe New Brunswick shore and along the Nova
Sectian shore. There is a triangular piece along the Bay
of Fundy, with one apex of the triangle at the mouth of the
St. Croix River, with another on the Bay of Fundy, and a
third west of the State of Maine. The triangular piece at
the mouth of the Bay of Fundy is clearly either high seas
or United States water. The north shore of the Bay of
Fundy is divided between the two nations; that portion
within the three mile limit which wasbes the State of
Maine belorgs to the United States, that portion washing
New Brunswick belongs to Canada, and the middle of the
bay is the high sea. Take the wording of the Act;

" United States vessels and wrecking appurtenances may render
aid and asistance to vessels and property wrecked, diabled or in dio-
tress in Canadian waters contiguous to the United States."

It is reasonably clear that of the three-mile belt of the
bay, the portion washing New Brunswick wilI be held to
be within the operation of this Act, as being Canadian
waters contiguous to the United States. It is also reason-
ably clear that the three-mile belt along the Nova Setia
shore is not within the scope of the Bill, although they are
Canadian waters, because they are not contiguous to the
United States if that is a sound argument, and I believe
it is a reaýonable contention, thon the Counties of Albert,
St. John, Charlotte and part of Westmoreland will be very
materially affected by the Bill; and, speaking from a very
imperfect knowledge of the case, mny sympathies are in
favor of the Bill, for it is in the interests not orly of hu-
manity but of our shipping, that our vessels in distress
sbould have the opportunity of obtaining the assistance of
American wrecking craf t.

Mr. MITCHELL. I fail to understand what the propo-
sition of tbe hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon) las to
do with the question of the Wrecking Bill. ie has evi-
dently misstated the 1.osition of the Bay of Fundy in
relation to the relative rights of the Anerican people and
the British pe'ple in that bsy. The hon. gentleman has
not corrtectly understood, I think, the decidion given in the
case of the schooner George Washington, which was seized
about the time he named. She was seized by British
cruisers for fishing within a British bay. But the point
upon which the vessel was released was not because it waa
not in British waters, but because it was not clearly
proved that she was within British waters, becanse we failed
to be able to prove that she was within a line drawn from
headland to headland, both of which were British territory.
If it could have been proved that .he had been within
that line, the whole of the bay would have been declared to
be British waters and would not lave been given away to
the Americans. That was a most unfortunate decision, and
the effect to this country of the British not being able to
show clearly that that vessel was within Britieh waters was
that the Americans shortly afterwards claimed admission to
all our bays. The immediate effecct of the decision was that
the week-kneed Administration of that day in England, of
wbich Lo d Aberdeen was the head, declared that the whole
Bay of Fundy was to be considered as common waters.
Another effect of that decision was this: that as the seizure
was not shown to be within British headlands on both sides
it was not held to be in British territory, but from the
point of St. Croix River, where American territory ceased,

British territory began acroas to a point on the Nova Sootia
coast and all to the north-east-this was not held to be com-
mon territory.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). That was not the desision.
Mr. WELDON (Albert).

T

Mr. MITOELL. It wa the dcoiuion of the wort at
that time.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). No.
Mr. MITCHELL. And theo consequence was, that the

British Government, anxious to maintain peace with the
United States, end ready to give up all the wife's re.
lations so long as it did not corne home to themselves, sur-
rendered the principle of the exclusive right to the Bay of
Fundy, the result being that the Americans set up a claim
to every bay on our coasts. That was the effect of that d"-
cision, and the reason why it was arrived at waa, not that
the vessel had not been seized within the lino from headland
to headland, but that this had not been proved, I will now
come to the point to which the Minister of Customs has
alluded. I thought I was right some time go when [was
contradicted by the mover of the Bill and the Minister of
Customs, who stated that the Bill did not apply to the Mari-
time Provinces. It certainly applies to the western portion
of the Maritime Provinces. The American Bill refers to
Canadian vessels rcndering assistance to vessels and property
wrecked, disabled or in distress in American waters contig.
nous to the Dominion ofCanada. We alter that by say-
ing Canadian waters contiguous to, the United States.
That would certainly mean the whole of the south.
western portion of New Brunswick, because it is contiguous
to the United States. I venture to tell the mover of the
Bill that if it is passed in its present form, it will give the
Maritime Provinces equal rights and privileges with those
sought to be given in regard to the inland waters of the St.
Lawrence, and we certainly wouid be entitled under this
Bill to have the south-western portion of New Brunswick
conmidered as contignous to the United States and be en-
titled to the privileges of this Bill. The Minister of Ous-
toms has referred to the principle of reciprocity, and he
has chosen to remark on what I said a short time ago in
regard to it. With respect to trade relations there is no
doubt a great difference, but with respect to legislative
reeiprotity, which is the subject under discussion, there is
very little difference between the hon. gentleman and my-
self. I would give the United States no privilege they
would not immediately concede to us, and I would, as a
matter of precaution, provide that the privileges acerded
by this Bill shonid nnt go into effect antil similar privileges
were accorded to us by the United States.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. That is in the Bill now.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is a condition that I would im-

pose. No doubt I disagree with the Minister of Customs on
princi pits of trade, for I doubt if the hon. gentleman would
go as far as I would go in order to enter into reci-
procal relations with the United States in a matter of trade.
But with respect to legislation we do not differ one iota. I
understood the hon. gentleman to say that he favored power
being given to the Government only to put this Bill into
operation when the United States have put into operation
a similar measure. The other point mentioned by theb hon.
gentleman was stated by him to be a very imaginary one,
and I certainly admit it is not one of a very comprehensive
character. He is in favor, when a vessel is in distress or
wrecked, of the principle that she should be taken into a
port either in the United States or in Canada What is
meant by these words:

" Be it enacted by the Senate and Houge of Representatives of the
United States that Oanadian vessels of aIl descriptions may render aid
or assistance to Canadian or other vessels wreck or disabled in the
waters of the United States contiguous to t.he Dominion of Canada. "
What I understand by that ia this, that if a vessel in Lake
Huron is in distreas and requires aid, either an American
or Canadian tug can go to its assistance. That if an
American tug comes alongside of her and gives her relief
and takes her in tow, she could take her to a port in the
United States or in Canada, as the master of that voel
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may demand. About that there cannot be a question.
You have got to put a broad and generous construction on
an Act of this kind, and no court in the United States or in
Canada either would venture to condemn a tug, because
after rendering a vessel assistance she did not leave her to
the mercy of the waves. It is a duty, and it is a humani-
tarian principle, that when you do relieve a vessel you
should aiso take her to a place of safety and no court in
any country would declare otherwise. I quite agree with
my hon. friend to my left, as also with the hon. Minister of
Customs who bas endorsed the statements he made, that if
we can get the amendments proposed by the hon. gentle.
man added to this Bill with safety, and without endanger-
ing the object we ail have in view of getting this recipro-
city in wrecking, I would vote for it at once. What I fear is
that on account of-I will not say hostility-but knowing
the suspicions that have been created in the United States
since the war, knowing that they look with suspicion on
everything that we do, it will be difficult to get that. I
do not agree with the member for Montreal Contre
(Mr. Curran) that the Americans wished to crush
out Canada, and I feel it is due to the people
of the United States to rosent the statement made
by the member for Montreal Contre. I say that so far from
a hostile feeling existing in the United States towards
Canada or Canadians, I believe the most friendly feelings
exist and the desire for extending our friendly feelings and
reciproeal trade relations is quite as much in the United
States as it is in Canada. I believe it is not politic to make
such statements as the member for Montreal Contre bas
made in relation to the feelings of the people of the United
States. I believe that the evidence we had recently in
Congress of the adoption of Mr. Hitt's resolution for com-
mercial union almost unanimously, is an assurance of this
friendly feeling. I may say that commercial union is not
exactly reciprocal free trade, although it is very nearly
akin to it, but reciprocity does not require that we should
increase our duty to the same standard as that of the
Americans. I believe that the hon. gentleman opposite
fails to see the difference between the two, but there is a
difference and a considerable difference although they are
approximate and akin one to the other. Does it follow
that because we may choose to adopt reciprocal relations
with the United States that it nocessarily means a uniform
tariff ? Not at all. That point I explained the other
day, but I feel bound to refer to it again, owing
to a remark made by the hon. gentleman. We may make
our tariff as high as the United States, which it nearly is
now, and the United States may make theirs much higher
than ours, but the diflerence between commercial union
and reciprocal free trade is this : that under commercial
union the tariff will be a common one, under reciprocal
free trade the tariff might be one thing on one side of the
line and another thing on the other. Under commercial
union, the Customs linos might be done away with in every-
thing except for statistical purposes, but under reciprocal
free trade the Customs offices would still be roquired to be
maintained along the border, and that is the great distinc-
tion between the two. Under unrestricted reciprocity we
would make our own tariff and they would make theirs, but
it would involve the maintenance of Customs offices along
the border to insure that no foreign goods would be im-
ported and passed from one country to another as products
of the United States or of Canada. That is the distinction.
I have never been a commercial union man; not because I
believe it would not be beneficial as well to Canada as the
United States, but because I have seen the impossiLility of
carrying it out or of accomplishing it. It would mean
that the American Congrees or Senate would regulate the
tariff of Canada, and that I know we would never consent
to.

Some hon. KEMBERS. Hear, hear.
78

Mr. MITCHELL. Hon. gentlemen say "hear hear." I
say it i one of the thingsLI have always contended that it
is impossible to carry commercial union in the present tom-
per of the people of Canada or of the people of the United
States; not that I believe it would be injurions to us, but
that I believe it is foreign to the sentiment@ and desires of
our people that we should have our tariff laws controlled
by any other country. On the other hand, reciprocal free
trade is nearly akin to commercial union, but it provides
that each country should make its own tarif and arrange
by negotiations to have the tarif as nearly alike as would
meet the wishes of the two peoples, although not necessarily
uniform tariffs. The only objection against that is the fact
that we would still have to maintain our Customs offices
along the border and which it might be necessary to main-
tain for statistical purposes under any circumstances.
Every one with the true interests of this country at heart
demands that the Government should in the interests of
this country take early stops to reopen negotiations
with the United States with a view of bringing about
reciprocal trade relation between the two countries.
Is there any man amongst us who supposes that
from 1854 to 1866, during the continuation of the first
Reciprocity Treaty, that the greatest benefits did not accrue
te both countries ? Every one admits that. The statistics
of our country show it, and gentlemen on both sides of the
House have brought forward figures to prove that recipro.
city was beneficial both to Canada and the United States.
Does it follow that because reciprocity was advantageous
then, it should not be advantageous now ? On the contrary,
I believe that if reciprocal arrangements were made our
trade would immensely increase, and the farmers of our
country, by having access to the markets of the United
States, would derive greater advantages than they do to-
day.

Mr. MASSON.. No, no.
Mr. MITCHELL. The hon, gentleman says "no."

What are the millers hanging about the corridors for now ?
What was the big delegation down here a short time ago
for, but to get a dollar a barrel tax on the flour of the
people ? As some of them told me it would be granted, but
the Government dare not put it on because the people of
the Maritime Provinces would not stand it. I see my hon.
friend from Sholburne (Gen. Laurie) sitting on the Gov-
ernment benches; ho would not like the Government to
put a dollar a barrel duty on flour and have to face his
people and attempt to justify it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. MITCHELL. They say "oh." I met one of the

millers yesterday or the day before, and he complained to
me very much of the injustice that was done to the millers
of the country, and said there should be some remedy. I
was in accord with him entirely, and I said "there ought
to be a remedy for it, and I am prepared to help you in
that remedy." Ho was delighted to hear it, and then ho
proposed that a duty of a dollar a barrel should be put on
flour. But I said: "That is not my remedy at all. Take
the duty off wheat and flour, let the people have freo bread
and let there be no discrimiuation in lavor of millers any
more than there is in favor of the farmers of the country."
That js the policy I would advocate, I only mention this
bocause I felt it necessary, after the remarks of my hon.
friend from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), my hon. friend
from Albert (Mr. Weldon) and the suggestion of the hon,
Minister of Customs. I wanted to let him see how near we
are in accord in many things.

Mr. BOWELL. Except unrestricted reoiprocity.

Mr. MITCHELL. Does not the hon. gentleman want
any kind of reciprocity ?
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Mr. BOWELL. That is not what I said.
Mr MITCHELL. I ask the question, does he want any

kind of reciprocity ? If he does not want it unrestricted,
what does be want? Let him answer the question. I will
answer it for him. He and his Government are sustained
by the combines and the protected manufacturers of the
country.

Mr. MASSON. And the farmers.
Mr. MITCHELL. No, Sir, not by the farmers; and

they will find it out in the next election. The hon. gentle-
man following up the argument of my hon. friend here (Mr.
Charlton), contended that vested.interests were involved in
this question, and that we should not legislate in any way
to affect them. Sir, I do not believe in these vested inter-
ests. Every man who puts his money into any enterprise
in this country has to do so taking the chance of legislation
being changed.

An hon. MEMBER. Will you apply that to the brewers?
Mr. MITCHELL. I apply it to everything, I am with

you there. I would simply, in conclusion, say, that I think
the hon. Minister of Customs need not have any doubt of
the power, under the Bill, of a tng to take a vessel either to
the ports of Canada or the ports of the United States.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). The hon. member for Nor-
thumberland (Mr. Mitchell) was entirely wrong when he
undertook to correct me as to what was decided in 1843 by
the commission in referenee to the territorial jurisdiction of
the Bay of Fundy. I will read the decision of the umpire,
Mr. Joshua Bates, as to the matter in controvery. I affirmed
that the decision of the commission was that the Bay of
Fundy was not a British Bay.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Within the meaning of the treaty.
Mr. WELDON (Albert). Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will you allow me to state what I did

say ? I did not say that they did not declare that it was
not a British bay. I said that they were unable to prove
that the vessel was seized within a lino drawn between two
points of British territory, and they were unable to decide
whether it was seized within British territory or not.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). That was not the point the
hon. gentleman made. The point was as to whether the
Bay of Fundy was British territorial water or part of the
high seas. I affirmed that Mr. Bates declared that the Bay
of Fundy was not a British bay, and the hon, gentleman
said I was mistaken. I will read the decision of the
umpire:

" The Bay of Fundy is from 65 to 75 miles wide, and 130 to 140 miles
long;iit s several baya on its coast; thus the word 'bay,' asapplied
to this great body ot water, lias the smre meaning as that applied te
the Bay of Biscay, the Bay of Ben gal, over which no nation can have
the right to assume iovereignty. One of the headiands of the Bay of
Fundy ie in the United States, and ahipe bound te Paeeainaquoddy muet
eal throughta largeepace of it The Island of Grand Manan (British)
and the Little Manan (American) are situated nearly on a Une from
headland to headland. These islands, as represented in all geographies,
are situated in the Atlantic Ocean. The conclusion is therefore in my
mind irreaistible, that the Bay of Fundy is not a British bay, nor a bay
within the meaning of the word as used in the Treaties of 1783 and
1818."

That is precisely what I affirmed in the first place. There-
fore, speaking of the construction to be placed upon the very
ambiguous and uncertain words of the American statute,
I ventured in a guarded way to suggest what was the most
reasonable meaning of those words. Whatever their sta-
tute means, ours bas a corelative meaning, and on the
assumption that the waters wasbig the shores of the
County of Al bert will be within the jurisdiction of the Bill
of the hon. member for Frontenac, I desire to support it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Committee what I
did say. That decision arose out of the seizure of an Ameri-

Mr. MITCHELL.

can vessel called the Washington. She was seized at a point
so near the lino between the St. Croix River and the
southernmost point of Nova Scotia, that it was uncertain
whether she was seized within the lino of British territory
or outside. Now, the decision of Mr. Bates, to which I did
not allude, but to which the hon. gentleman alluded, refer.
red, not to the Bay of Fundy as a whole, but to that
particular portion of it; and in consequence of the British
Government being unable to say that that vessel was seized
within a lino drawn between two points within British
territory, the claim had to be abandoned. The commission
of which Mr, Bates was a member was not appointed to
defend the limits of the bays, but to settle the point whether
the schooner George Washington was seized within the
limits of the Bay of Fundy or not, and he decided that she
was not.

Mr. MASSON. I do not think the question of reciprocity
of trade has anything to do with reciprocity in wrecking.
So far as reciprocity of trade is concerned, I am opposed to
it, because I believe reciprocity of trade would be a disad-
vantage to Canadians, especially to farmers, and especially
to the farmers of Ontario. I think I have on previous oc-
casions advanced very good reasons-reasons that have
never been answered-tO show that, so far as the farmers
are concerned, reciprocity of trade means a direct loss on
their products, especially on the three principal kinds of
grain they produce, wheat, oats and peas, as well as on
pork and other things. I do not think that bas anything
to do with this question. I am opposed to general reci-
procity, because 1 believe it would be to the disadvantage of
Canada; but reciprecity in wrecking would be to the ad-
vantage of both Canada and the United States. The two
cases are entirely different. Reciprocity in wrecking, if
the interests of the wrockers alone were regarded, would be
to the disadvantage of Canadian wreckers; and I can quite
understand that Americans, with their superior wrecking
plant, would be able to compete successfully in many cases
against Canadian wreckers. But I do not consider that of
any importance in this connection. This moasure is to the
advantage of the ship-owners and the men engaged in
traffic in our inland lakes, for the simple reason that the
sooner help <an be got to a disabled vessel, the botter it is
for the owners of that vessel, and for the people whose
cargo it carries. As to the amendment proposing to add
reciprocity in towing, I object to that being made part of
this Bill, for the reason that I believe the Americans, being
so jealous of their towing, and having advanced more than
we have in wrecking, would object to that. But I think it
is fairly within the power of the two Governments, when
issuing the proclamations provided for by the respective
measures, to say that when a disabled vessel can be taken
into the ports of either country. The courte of oitber
country would say that a vessel rendering assistance to an-
other would have the right to take it in ; but if there be
any doubt, it is in the power of the Government, before
issuing their respective proclamations, to make that a spe-
cial arrangement. For that reason I wo#ld support the
Bill as amended in Committee, and will oppose the amend-
ment proposed by the hon. member for North Norfolk (&fr.
Charlton).

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am very sorry I cannot ask
the supporters of this Bill to accept the amendment of the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). I am
sorry because I would like to see reciprocity in towage and
in the coasting trade, but I cannot agree that reciprocity in
these should be tacked on to this Bill, and that this Bill
shall not come into force unless such reciprocity is granted.
1 agree with the hon. the Minister of. Customs thet if we
are going to accept the offer of the Americans at all, WO
muet accept it in the shape in which it has been on their
Statute-books for the lat eleven years. It has often been
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cast up against Canadians by the Americans, in all their
despatcbes during those years, that we have sinned against
the common cause of humanity in not accepting their offer;
and now if we say we will accept it provided they will give
us the towage of rafts from port te port, which is a matter
not connected with wrecking, the result will be that things
will romain as they are at present. There are two kinds of
towage. There is the towage spoken of by the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) and the hon. member
for North Grey (Mr. Sproule)-that ie when rendering
assistance to vessels in distress. That towage unques-
tionably will be permitted under this Bill, but the other
towage-the towage of rafts and of vessels from port
to port-is a tlally different matter. We may bring
in a different Bill with regard to that, or ask the Gov.
ernment to enter into negotiations with the American
Government with the view of obtaining reciprocity in that
as well as in the coasting trade, and I hope that next
Session the Government will be able te bring down a
measure dealing with this question. But if the amendment
proposed be accepted, it will tie up this Bill, and the reci-
procity I ask for will not be able to come into force until
next year, because the President of the United States can
only bring the American measure into force when similar
rights are given to the United States; and if we give them
similar rights only on condition that they give us recipro.
city in towage, the President will not be able te issue his
proclamation. Therefore, this Bill which I propose and which
the country is in favor of, which every gentleman who has
spoken here has spoken in favor of, will be rendered inopera-
tive. I would therefore ask hon. gentlemen who have pro-
mised assistance to this Bill to vote down the amendment
and vote for the Bill as it stands.

Kr. CHARLTON. I would ask the House to consider
the moderate nature of my proposition. I simply ask that
we should propose to the American Government that the
offer they have made to the Canadian Government shall be
slightly extended, and be put in a shape which will give to
us some slight return for the advantage they ask us to confer
upon tlem.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Does the hon. gentleman not
know that Congress is not sitting and will not be in session
until next December, and, therefore, cannot amend their
offer until next December ?

Mr. CHARLTON. But are we to throw away the advan-
tage we possess, are we to surrender anything we possess
because our proposition cannot be acted où instantly ? Not
an hon. gentleman who has spoken in this House has taken
the ground that the amendment in itself is one that
would not be satisfactory to us and desirable te obtain. Not
one has declared that if we can get this concession from the
Americans-not the right of coasting but of towing vessels
and rafts, reciprocal rights on the part of tugs only in the
waters contiguous te the territories of either country-it
would not be a desirable thing to get. Now, it is said by
the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) and by
the hon. member for North Ontario (Mr. Edgar) and by
other gentlemen: Why not pass this Bill and thon introduce
a Bill asking for the privileges you have embodied in your
amendnent'? But that would be giving away everything
we have te offer in consideration for this concession; it
would be giving away all the hand we hold, and thon we
could only ask the Americans that restitution, when we
have nothing to offer in return, which I propose shall be
made a condition of this Bill. I do not believe the assertion
that we will not get anything is well founded. The hon.
meiober for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) has said that
we have had thrown up to us by the Americans, as
something discreditable to ourselves, the fact that we have
failed to accept their offer from year to year. Well, sup-
Pose we throw up te the Americans, as something discre-

ditable to them, that they have failed from year to year to
accept our offer of reciprocity in coasting, an offer more
reasonable than the other, an offer wider in its scope
and better calculated to confer benefits on both countries.
We have had this broad offer of coasting and reciprocity on
our Statute-books since 1877, and the &mericans select out
of the incidents of coasting the one particular thing that
will be of exclusive advantage to themselves, and they pro-
pose to give us reciprocity in that one item, in which we
shall make nothing and lose all, and in none of the others.
I hold this is a concession we ought not to make. I believe
if we make this simple, moderate proposition that we will
accept the American Bill, with the slightly varied con-
dition that they will make some compensation to us for that
which we undoubtedly surrender and lose in this matter.
by giving to the few tugs we have in the inland waters
reciprocity in towage -and they have a greater number of
tugs than we, and i am not sure that their position would
not be more improved than ours-I believe if we make this
a condition of the acceptance of their offer, we will get it.
But if we make this offer without making this condition,
we will afterwards get nothing at all. For that reason I
hold that if this thing is desirable and reasonable-and it is
reasonable and moderate-we should make it a oondition of
the offer. We should say to thom: Your offer is not entirely
satisfactory, but if you will vary it slightly and put it in a
shape more reasonable and satisfactory to us, if yon will
extend its conditions and embrace simply the towing of
vessels and rafts by the tugs of the two nationalities, thon
we will close the arrangement. I will not say that should
the Americans decline the proposition, I would not go for
my hon. friend's Bill; I presume I would. But under the
circumstances I will not support that Bill because I want to
get botter terms, and if we support it as it is, we lose every
chance for gotting botter terms. For that reason I oppose the
Bill, and ask the flouse to support my amendment. The hon.
Minister of Customs says this is an amendment right in the
lino of what the Government has offered. It is, but it falis very
far short of the terms the Govern ment did offer and insist up-
on. It is an amendment in theline of reciproeity in coasting,
but it only takes one of the smallest parts of coasting, and
asks for reciprocity in that. I think the proposition is a
moderate one. We have surrendered nine-tenths of what
we asked last year, and I think if we make that a condition
we will get it, while I know that if we do not make it a
condition we will neither get that nor anything else.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the fa3t that I represent a con-
stituency that is bordering on the Georgian Bay, where
such an important trade is being built up latterly, is a suf-
ficient reason why I should express my opinion in reference
to this Bill without any unseemly interruptions. From ail
the sources of information at our command, in my part of
the oeuntry at least, the consensus of opinion is that this
Bill should become law. We have that not only froin the
shippers themselves, but from the shipowners, and from the
only important wrecking company in my art of the eoun-
try, the MoCarthy Wrecking Company. e have aliso had
an expression of opinion from the Boards of Trade in the
Dominion, or especially in the Province of Ontario,
and the object they ail seem to have in view is to
have some Bill passed which will allow these reciprocal
conditions to be brought into operation immediately.
The effect of this BiH, as it is proposed to be amended,
will allow it to come into force immediately. I do not
think the amendments of the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) have been pressed upon him by the
McCarthy company, but that company have asked that
some Bill should be passed to give the advantages of the re-
ciprocal wrecking privileges which are proposed in this
Bill; and, as the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
patrick) says, if the Bill is not passed as it is now, we may
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at some indefinite time in the future, receive the advantages
which we should receive now; but, if it is allowed to pass,
and thereby give the country the immediate advantages of
it, we may consider at a later date the amendments pro-
posed by the bon. member for North Norfolk. I say that,
in view of all the requests which have been made, and es-
pecially from our part of the country, in favor of having
this measure become law immediately, the Bill should be
adopted as it has been proposed by the hon. member for
Frontenae.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In reference to the amendments
which have been proposed by the hon. memter for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) I may say that I see no objection to
the amendments if they did not affect the rest of the Bill, but
I do not see any reason why the Bill as it originally stood
should not go into effect and allow the further propositions
to be made to operate at a later date. We should not say
we will take nothing unless we can get everything, and
that is the proposition. Let us have reciprocity, as far as
the Bill goes, and we can make a further offer afterwards.
I see no objection to that, but I do see serious objection to
our saying that we will not take what we can get because
we cannot get all we think desirable. There are other in-
terests than those of the owners of tugs to be considered.
There are the interests of the owners of vessels and of the
mariners who are employed on vessels, and they are para-
mount. I think, both on the ground of humanity and on
that of property, if the hon. gentleman desires to propose
his amendments withont affecting the provisions of the Bill
as it stands, there is no objection, but to say that these are
to be added to the Bill and that we are to take nothing
until we can get everything would be very objectionable.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am not inclined to propose the
amendments after we have surrendered the only chance we
have to get them adopted.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). If the House is going to
adopt the principle of the Bill, it would be well to remove
ail ambiguity from it, and I think the amendment of the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) is really an
essential part of the scheme of the hon. member for Fron-
tenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), because the law of the United
States does not give power to tow in American waters, and
the Bill which we are discussing to-night does not give the
Americans power to tow in Canadian waters. If we desire
to put into effect realiy useful legislation which shall be
beneficial to wrecked vessels and to the shipping interest of
both countries, the suggestion of the hon. member for North
Norfolk should be adopted. Otherwise, the Bill will be
ambiguous in its terms and will give rise to litigation be-
tween the owners of vessels and tug owners.

Mr. HESSON. It is not often that I am able to agree
with my hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
but on this occasion I am in full accord with him. I do not
think we should give away the rights and privileges which
we pr ide ourselves on possessing without some considera-
tibn, and I shall support the amendment of the hon. gentle-
man with all my influence and with my vote.

Amendment negatived: yeas, 21; nays, 67.
Bill reported.
Mr. KIRKPATELCK moved the consideration of the

amendments.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. We should consider the amend.
monts now and then let the Bill stand for the third read.
ing.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It would be botter if the
hon, gentleman would allow the Bill to stand over. Many
chan ges bave been made to the Bill, and the Committee
just now was not very full.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I submit that the proper course
is to consider the amendments now and then let the motion
for the third reading stand.

Mr. CHARLTON. I did not understand the Bill
thoroughly myself, and I would like to see it in print.

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendments should be taken into
consideration, but not the third reading.

Motion agreed to, and amendments read the first and
second time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:05 a.m.
(Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 14th March, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Threo o'clock.

PRAYERS.

MESSAGE TO THE SENATE.

Mr. RYKERT moved:
That a message be sent to the Senate askingthat their Honors will be

pleased to grant leavè to the Hon. W.E. Sanford, a member of the Senate,
to attend the Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts of the
House of Commons, to give evidence in the enquiry respecting the sup-
ply of militia clothing.

Motion agreed to.

TITLE AND MORGAGE INSURANCE COMPANY.

Sir DONAL 5 A. SMITH moved:
That that part of the twelfth report of the Select Standing Committee

on Standing Orders which refers to the preliminary petition of J. J.
Curran,Esq.,prayingtobe permitted to lay before the Housea petition for
an Act of incorporation under the name of the Title and Mortgage Insur-
ance Company of Canada, be referred back to the said uommittee for
further consideration.

Mr. LAURIER. Will the hon. gentleman explain the
object of this motion ?

Sir DONALD A. SMITH. The reason the petition was
not presented earlier is that the gentleman principally
interested in it was confined to bed through illness, and was
not able to attend to it; but every necessary information
will be given to the committee if the House will permit
that part of the report to be referred back.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think a Bill that has elicited so much Bill (No. 112) respecting the wires of telephone, telegraph
discussion, ought to be printed before we go on with it. and electric light companies.-(M&r. Perley.)

Mr. BOWELL. The Bill has been materially changed
since it was introdueed, and it is also changed from what it
was when it came from the Committee. I would suggest
that it be reprinted so that the House may understand
what they are doing.

Mr. SPRoULE.

NEW LONDON BREAEKWATER AND HARBOR.

Mr. WELSH asked, Is it the Intention of the Govern-
ment to repair and improve the New London breakwater
during the coming summer?
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Sir HLFICTOR LANGEVIN. I have enquired from my

chief engineer with regard to this question, and his answer
is as follows:-The department is not aware, from the report
of any of its officers, that repairs or improvements are re-
quired on the breakwater at New London.

Mir. WELSH asked, Is it the intention of the Govern ment
to send the steam dredge to dredge the channel of New
London harbor during the coming summer ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am afraid the engage-
ment s made for the steam dredge, next season, will make
it very difficult for the department to send it to New
London.

PIER AT CHINA POINT.

Mr. WELSH asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to rebuild or repair the pier at China Point, Prince Edward
Island, during the coming summer ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must ask the hon. gentle-
man to be kind enough to wait until the Supplementary
Estimates come down. Perhaps he may then have an
answer.

PINETTE AND WOOD ISLAND HARBOR.

Mr. WELSH asked, Io it the intention of the Govern-
ment to have surveys held on the harbor of Pinette and
Wood Island during the coming summer; and if so, in
what month ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention of the
Government to make surveys at Pinette and Wood Island,
and, as recommended by the chief engineer of the Maritime
Provinces, they will be proceeded with at once, to take ad.
vantage of the ice for soundings and borings.

HICKEY WHARF.

Mr. WELSH asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to have the pier called "Hickey Wharf" put in a
good state of repair during the coming summer?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The authority has already
been given for that work.

MOUNT STEWART PIER.

Mr. WELSH asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to build a pier at or near Mount Stewart, Prince
Edward Island, as prayed for by the inhabitants of that
section ?

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

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. IAGQART moved that the House resolve itself

into Committee of the Whole, to-morrow, to consider the
following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the Civil Service &ct to
provide that the salary of the Clerk of the Board of Civil Service Ex-
aminers shall be a sum not exceeding $700 per annum, and the annual
remuneration of each Examiner a sum not exceeding $400 ; that Post
Office inspectors may be appointed without examination; that in the
Inland Revenue Service the annual salaries of Clerks (Accountants)
shall be from $600 to $1,400, and of special class Excisemen who are
chief officers in charge of distilleries, $1,400 to $1,600; that in the Postal
Service the annual salaries of Railway Mail 0lerks shall be the same for
light as for day service, and that each Railway Mail Clerk may be
paid a mileage rate of half a cent for day service and of one cent for
night service; that in city post offices where the annual revenue ex-
ceeds $250,000, the Postmaster may be paid an annual salary not
exceeding $4,000; if revenue is from $200,000 to $250,000, a salary not
exceeding $3,750; if revenue is from $150,000 to $200,000, a salary not
exceeding $3,500; if revenue is from $100,000 to $150,000, a salary not
exceeding $3,250, and if the revenue is from $80,000 to $100,000, a
salary not exceeding $2,800.

RETURNS.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I desire to draw the attention of the
Government to the condition of the returns ordered so far
this Session. I observe there have been three returns
presented to-day, and before they had been laid on the
Table, only fifteen had been brought down out of fifty
ordered by the House. I desire to use a return ordered
with respect to the money expended on the streets of
Ottawa. It was ordered seventeen or eighteen days ago,
and I wish the Minister of Public Works would have it
brought down early. I should also like to obtain the
return ordered for copies of tenders for the construction of
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. I call the attention of the
Minister of Agriculture te the fact that in the Public
Accounts Committee to-day there was a matter brought up
with respect te A. W. Webster, an immigration agent
under the control of the hon. gentleman's department.
Accounts were ordered to be brought beforo the Public
Accounts Committee, and I understand a return in connec-
tion with them is in the hands either of the Secretary of
State or the Minister of Agriculture. The Auditor General
drew my attention to the impossibility of complying with
the resolutiori of the Publie Accounts Comrmittee in regard
to the papers, because they were in the bands of one of
those departments. As we cannot proceed until this
return is presented to the House, I hope the Minister of
Agriculture will note the fact and have it presented at once,
in order that the matter may be taken up bofore the Public
Accounts Comiittec.

Mr. CARLING. I will make a note of it, and eee that
it bas attention.

Mr. WELSH. I call the attention of the Minister of
Public Works to a notice of motion I placed on the paper
on the 14th of February, for a return. As we are approach-
ing that item very slowly, I wish the Minister would order
the paper for the return to be prepared. If not, I shall
have to imagine all sorts of things.

SUPPLY-THE BUDGET.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Foster: That Mir. Speaker do leave the Chair, and
the House go into Committee of Supply ; and the motion
of Sir Richard Cartwright in amendment thereto.

Mr. WOOD (Westmorland). Mr. Speaker, I recognise,
at this stage ofthe debate, the difficulty of adducing any-
thing that would be new in its character, or of special
interest to the lHouse. We must always expect in these
discussions, that hon. members re allowed a great deal of
latitude. The debate on the present occasion bas taken a
very wide range, and I think, already, there bas been intro-
duced into it almost every conceivable subject-matter which
bears either directly or indirectly on the question under
consideration. Indeed, Sir, the great variety of the subjects
treated of, and the arguments presented, is rather bewilder-
ing than otherwise. I could not help, when we were listen-
ing to the eloquent address of the hon. member for Haldi-
mand (Mr. Colter), the very interesting address of the hon.
member for Prince, P.E.1. (Mir. Perry), being induced to
follow those hon. gentlemen in their flights of fancy, but
we were afterwards brought back by the relevant remarks
of the hon. member for Kent (Mir. Landry), to have our
attention called to the fact that we were discussing the
resolution introduced by the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), and that the subject of unre-
stricted reciprocity with the United States was the sabject
which was engaging the attention of this assembly at the
present time. I must admit, at the outset, that I do not
propose to follow the hon. gentlemen who have preceded
me over all the ground they have travelled; I do not under-
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take to enter upon all the subjects that have been discussed,
nor do I intend to supply new material that has not been
introduced into the debate. I shall devote the time I
occupy in drawing the attention of the House to what I
regard as the principal and most important arguments that
have been advanced by hon. gentlemen opposite, in sup-
port of the resolution we are considering, and give what
I consider to be the answers to those arguments. In
the first place, Sir, the arguments which have been
addressed to the House, and which have been more persisted
in by hon. gentlemen opposite than any other, are argu
ments based on the prosperity of Canada, and the benefit
which the people of Canada derived from trade with the
United States during the existence of the Rociprocity Treaty
from 1854 to 1866. flon. gentlemen have given us statis-
tics to show the growth of the trade between Canada and
the United States during that period, and upon that they
have based their estimate of the advantages that would
accrue to the country if we had unrestricted reciprocity at
the present time. The force of these arguments is entirely
destroyed by reference to two important facts. The first
is that during the existence of that treaty, from 1861 to
1866 the people of the United States were engaged in a
civil war, and that hundreds, and thousands, and millions
from the productive classes in that country were called away
from their ordinary avocations, and compelled to do duty on
the field of battle. In consequence, the productive power
of the nation was seriously impaired, and the result of that
state of things was that the demand for all the principal
articles that we produce, and which we are in a position to
export to the United States, exceeded the supply; prices, in
consequence, were enormously enhanced, and what proved
to be to the American people a great national calamity,
proved to the people of this country a great source of ad-
vantage and profit. The second important fact is this:
since the termination of the Reciprocity Treaty in 1866 the
United States have made wonderful progress and advance-
ment. The devolopment of their agricultural interests has
been especially large, the extension of their railway system
and the settlement of their agricultural districts in the
west have largely increased the productive powers of the
nation, and they are able to-day not only to supply their
own markets with all the descriptions of agricultural pro-
duce which they require, but they have a surplus to export
to other countries. Now, Sir, it must be evident to every-
one that arguments based on the condition of things for
some years previous to 1866 are entirely inapplicable to
the condition of the case to-day. The hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) made an estimate that if the
Reciprocity Treaty had continued in force up to this time the
trade of Canada with the United States would have reached,
I believe ho said $150,000,000 annually. That estimate,
Mr. Speaker, would have been far more accurate if he had
based it on the continuance of the civil war rather than
upon the continuance of the Reciprocity Treaty. The hon.
member for Prince, P.E.I. (Mr. Perry) expressed
an earnest desire to restore to the farmers of that
Island and to the farmers of the Maritime Provinces gener-
ally, the prasperity which they enjoyed under the existence
of the Reciprocity Treaty from 1854 to 1866. That hon.
gentleman would gain his object much more effectually
if he could succeed in inciting another civil war in the
United States, rather than by devoting his energies to
securing another reciprocity treaty, and, in my humble
judgment, I may say that I think he would have about
as good prospects of success in the one direction as in
the other. It must beo vident to any one who seriously
considers all the features of this case, that any arguments
based on the conditionof things in 1866, when the demand
for our products iu the United States exceeded the supply,
and the seller fixed the price, are entirely inapplicable to
the condition of things at the prosent time, when the
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supply exceeds the demand, and the buyer fixes the price.
Any arguments, therefore, based on that condition of things,
are entirely misleading, and have little bearing upon the
question we are now considering. Then, Sir, there was
another class of arguments addressed to the House, based
upon the prosperity of the United States. Almost every
gentleman who has addressed the House from that side,
has called our attention to the wonderful growth and pros.
perity of that great country in the past. The hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) elaborated that idea and
this argument more fully, I believe, than any other gentle.
man who has yet addressed the House. That hon. gentle-
man furnished us with a great mass of statistics relative
to the growth and progress of our neighbors across
the line. He pointed out to us the remarkable
growth and prosperity of that country, and ho
traced its history from 1776 to the prosent time. I, for one,
and I believe also that the majority of the members of this
House feel under a debt of gratitude to that hon. gentleman
for the valuable information which his speech contained,
and I am sure that we all admired the eloquent manner in
which it was delivered to this House; but while these
statistics may be valuable for many important pur poses, yet,
so far as proving that unrestricted reciprocity would be
advantageous to the people of Canada to-day, they are, in my
opinion, entirely valueless. I will give my reasouns why.
When the hon. gentleman points to the growth and pros-
perty of the United States in the past, and presents that to
us as the measure of the prosperity which the Dominion
would have enjoyed as a part of that great republic, or if
she had free trade with that great republic, ho proceeds
upon the supposition that the advantages of that free trade
would have been equally distributed between the two coun-
tries. Now, Sir, that is a false assumption. That is an
assumption which the history of the United States itself
proves to be entirely unwarranted. If that assumption
were correct it would follow, for the same reason, that the
different States of the Union, the different sections of that
great republic, would have shared equally in the past in
the generally prosperity of the country. But, Sir, has that
been the case? fHas Maine prospered as the neighboring
State of Massachusetts has prospered? Ias Massachu-
setts grown in population and wealth equally with
the State of New York? fHave the New England
States had the same progress and prosperity, and the
same growth in population and in wealth, as the States
of Illinois, Wisconsin, Ohio, and Indiana ? Have
the States of Virginia and Georgia and the Carolinas
had as large a share in the general prosperity of the re-
public as the States of New York and Pennsylvania ? Why,
Sir, if there is one feature that to-day is conspienous in the
United States, it is the great disparity that exists between
the growth and prosperity and the present condition of
the different sections of that great Republic. Lot me, for
the information of the House, read a few statisties on that
point. I find, by turning to the United States census for
1880, that the increase in the value of real and personal
property in thirty years, from 1850 to 1880, in the State of
Maine, scarcely reached $400,000,000, in the State of
Massachusetts over $2,200,000,000, and in the State of New
York over $7,500,000,000. I might continue these com-
parisons much further, as I have theom here, but I do not
wish to weary the House; and I will simply call attention
to two other facts gathered from the census of 1880. The
value of property in the two States of New York and
Pennsylvania exceeded the value of property in all the
other States east of the Ohio and Mississip pi Rivers, includ-
ing nineteen States of the Union. West of the Ohio
River, the increase in the value of property lu
the three States of Ohio, Illinois and Indiana, was
150 per cent. greater than it was in Wisconsin,
Minnesota and Iowa. If the hon. gentleman had desired to
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ascertain what would have been the position of the
Provinces of Canada to.day if they had been a portion of
the American Republic from 1776 to the present time,
instead of furnishing general statistics regarding the growth
of the whole nation, he should have examined into the
condition of those States of the Union and those sections
of the Republic which most nearly correspond with the
Provinces of the Dominion, in climate, natural resources,
geographical position, and other respects. If he had desired
to ascertain whether the Provinces of Canada would have
been more prosperous to-day than they are if they had been a
portion of the American Republic, he should have compared
their progress and development with the progress of the
states immediately adjoining them. He should have
compared Maine with New Brunswick, the Maritime
Provinces with the New England States, Quebec with the
States adjoining, and Ontario with the great State of New
York. That was the comparison made the other evening
by the hon. member for Welland, and that is the
only true method of comparison, if we wish to
arrive at sound conclusions on this subject. Now, Sir, what
did that comparison show ? I do not wish to repeat
the figures which that hon. gentleman presented to the
House, although I have them here; I will merely refor to
some of the results. In regard to population, the increase
in the three States of Maine, New fiampshire and Vermont
during thirty years, was a little over 9 per cent., and in
ten years it was only 4 per cent.; while in the three Mari-
time Provinces the increase of population in the same
periods was 60 per cent. and 13 per cent. respectively.
From 1870 to 1880 the increase in the States of New Hamp.
shire and Vermont, which lie contiguous to the Province
of Quebec, was a little over 4 per cent., while the increase
in the population of Quebec was over 14 per cent. Then,
if we go west and compare Ontario with New York, we find
that the increase of population in ten years in the great
empire state of New York, including as it does the great
commercial metropolis of the nation, was only a little
over 15 per cent., while in Ontario, from 1871 to
1881, the increase exceeded 18 per cent. Now, let me
just call the attention of the House for a moment or two
to a comparison of the agricultural development in the
Maritime Provinces and in the states adjoining. I find
that in the four States of Maine, Massachusetts, Vermont
and New Hampshire the increase in the quantity of
improved agricultural lands in twenty years was 1,200,000
acres, or Ili per cent.; during the same time, in the
four Provinces of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince
Edward Island and Quebec, the increase in the quantity of
improved agricultural lands was 3,000,000 acres, or 43 per
cent. During the same period, in the four states referred
to, the number of horses and cattle actually decreased by
300,000, while in the four Provinces referred to the number
of horses and cattle increased by 765,000. During the same
period the quantity of grain and potatoes raised in the four
states referred to decreasod 3,500,000 bushels, while in the
four Provinces it increased 16,300,000 bushels. Then, if we
go further west, I find by the State Report of the State of
New York, this extraordinary statement, that in 1887,
three-fourths of the farms of that state were under
mnortgage, and that one in every twenty of the farmers,
representing in all 75,000 farmers of that state, were
hopelessly in debt. I find by the same report that from
1870 to 1880 there was a decrease in the value of lands in
the State of New York of 8216,000.000, and ihat decrease
has continued. By the report of the Province uf Ontario,
I find that in four years, from 1882 to 1886, the increase in
the value of farm lands in that Province was 866,750,000.
Then, from 1870 to 1880 the increbse in the seven
principal crops in the Province of Ontario was 66 per
cent., while the increase in the same crops in the State
of New York was only 16 per cent. I will only trouble the

louse by a reference to one other matter in this connection,
that is, a comparison of the distribution of the commerce of
the two countries. In the Dominion of Canada we find that
in the past the commerce of our principal seaports has
gradually increased. This is the case with St. John, Halifax
and all the other seaports of the Maritime Provinces. It is
aliso the case with Quebec and Montreal, the great seaports
on the River St Lawrence. Now, Sir, what is the condition
of the commerce of the United States to day ? The great
city of New York bas had remarkable growth. That
city to-day controls 65 per cent of the entire import and
export trade of the country between the Province of New
Brunswick and Mexico; the cities of Boston, Baltimore,
Philadelphia and New Orleans control 25 per cent.,
and of the remaining 10 per cent., the principal part
is distributed among the seaports of the southern states
such as Galveston, Mobile, Pensacola, Charleston, and
Savannah. But when we come to the seaports of the north-
ern states, we find that their commerce is practically
annihilated. New York, Boston, and Baltimore to-day
practically control the entire import and export trade
of the eastern, central and western states of the Union.
Now, is there any possible reason, if this Dominion had been
a part of the American Republic from 1776 to the present
time, that can be assigned why New York or Boston would
not have controlled the trade of Ontario in the same way
that they control the trade of every state west of the
Ohio River or Lake Michigan ? I ask hon. gentlemen if
there is any possible reason why the commerce of the ports
of Quebec and Montreal, standing on the great St. Law-
ience River, should have giadually increased, so that
to-day their commerce is represented by upwards of
1,100,000 tons of shipping which entered and departed from
those ports during the last year, while the commerce of
New Orleans, at the mouth of the Mississippi, is gradually
being reduced, so that it is represented to-day by a tonnage
of not more than half the commerce of the cities to which I
have referred, and that it is actually less by something like
100,000 tons of shipping than it was thirty years ago. I
would like to ask hon. gentlemen, also, to v-onsider
whether under those circumstances, that the commerce
of St. John during ten years would show an in-
crease of 25 per cent. in the tonnage of vessels
from foreign ports entering and departing from that port,
or that the commerce of Halifax would have increased 50
per cent. during the same period, while the commerce of
Bangor, Bath, Salem, Lynn and New Haven, and almost
every other port on the north Atlantic coast, is a matter,
to-day, of history only. There is only one exception, and
that is the city of Portland, which retains some commercial
importance from the fact that it is the outlet for a consider-
able portion of the products of this Dominion. i would
ask hon. gentlemen also to consider whether any reason
eau be assigned, if this country had been a part of the
American Republic from 1776 to the present, why New
Brunswick should present, to-day, a more rapid growth in
population and agricultural developmient than the adjoin-
ing State of Maine, or whether there is any reason why the
comparison between the Maritime Provinces and the New
England States should be so favorable to the former, or why
Quebec should compare favorably with the states adjoining,
and Ontario with the great State of New Yoi k? Why, to
suppose that this condition of things would exist, if this
country had belonged to the United States, is not only con -
trary to rea.on and common sense, but suih a suprositinn
is positively cortradicted by the historical aeIu s to which I
have referred; and hon. gentlemen cann't, to-day, furnish
one gcod reason or one soand argument, and they cannot
find one, among all the masses of statistics which
have been presented to this flouse to support the
contention that the Provinces of this Dominion would enjoy
greater prosperity at present as a portion of the American
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Republic than they do as a portion of the British Empire.
The history of the United States proves conclusively that
the effect of free commercial intercourse between adjoining
states and adjoining countries is not to distribute equally
among them all the advantages of that free trade. It
proves conclusively that all do not participate equally in
the growth and prosperity of the whole- but just the re-
verse. It proves that the favored portions of the country
grow at the expense of the less favored. It proves that
the strong absorbs the weak, that the result of extending
free trade over a large area is to create great centres of
manufacturing industry, that these centres of manufactur-
ing industry grow and prosper with the growth of the
nation, while the weaker interests languish and die. So far
as the commerce of the country is concerned, the effect of
extending this frce trade principle is to develop the com.
merce of those parts which are rost favorably situated in
regard to geographical position or which have other advan-
tages. It places them in a position to control a large part
of the commerce of the country, so that they gradually con-
centrate within themselves the business enterprise and
the capital of the nation, with the result that they gradu-
ally, from time to time, absorb the entire commercial
interests of the country. Now, there is one other lesson
which Canadians should learn from the facts to which I
have referred, and that is that the Provinces of this
Dominion, if they had been a part of the American Repubic
from 1776 to the prescnt, would have, from their geogra-
phical position, enjoyed the least share of the benefits of
free commercial intercourse between the two countries,
and the result would have been, instead of occupying the
proud position which they do to-day, instead of, by their
remarkable growth and progress and prosperity during the
last few years, attracting the attention and commanding
the admiration of the civilised world to-day, they would
have been a mere insignificant fringe on the outskirts of
that great Republic, without a history and without a name;
and that is the position to which they will be rapidly re
duced if this policy is adopted at the present time. There
is another class of arguments used by hon. gentlemen op-
posite, based upon the growth and development and pros.
perity of the United States. Hon. gentlemen point to that
prosperity. They tell us it is largely due to the tact
that these states have enjoyed free and unrestricted
commercial intercourse with each other, and that if they
have prospered under those circumstances, Canada
would have prospered under like circumstances. As
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
put it, that if unrestricted reciprocity was good
for 40 states or commonwealths, it was better still for 47.
That is the free trade argument pure and simple; that is
the argument which might be used by its advocates in its
most innocent and harmeiss form. The answer to that
argument is this. It is of the very highest importance that
the same people, living under the same government, in
which they are all represented, subject to the same laws, in
the making of which they all have a voice, should for
various reasons enjoy the freest social and commercial
intercourse; but it does not follbw by any means that a
different people, living under a different form of govern-
ment, subject to different laws, existing under conditions
entirely different in respect of climate, geographical posi-
tion, natural resources, and in other respects, would enjoy
the same benefit from free trade. The history of the world
proves the very contrary. We have examples in history
of countries which have prospered under the free trade
policy, and of countries which have prospered under
the protective policy. The relative advantages which
every country must derive from the adoption of either
policy must be governed in each. individual case by the
circumstances to which I have referred-by the geogra-
phical position, by the natural resourceg, by the facilities
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they possess for carrying on manufacturing industries
by the relative advancement of their people in indus.
trial and manufacturing pursuits. The hon. gentleman
omits entirely from his argument all these considerations
which are essential and vital in order to enable us to reach
sound conclusions upon this subject. The arguments,
therefore, which have -been addressed to the House from
the other side upon this line are entirely misleading and of
no value in relation to the subject which we are considering.
Then, I will call the attention of the House to another
feature of the arguments which have been presented for our
consideration, and that is that every argument which has
been advanced by hon. gentlemen opposite in favor of this
policy of unrestricted reciprocity might have been used
with equal force and with equal propriety if they had been
advocating commercial union or annexation. I may refer
to this subject later, but, before I leave the point I have
just been discussing, allow me to add this further observation,
that the history of the United States bas, for the people of
this country, some important and instructive lessons. Of the
New England States, those which have grown most rapidly in
population, in wealth, and in material prosperity, have been
the State of Massachusetts, the State of Rhode Island, and
the State of Connecticut. In the west, the states which
have made the same relative progress have been those of
Illinois, Ohio, Wisconsin, Indiana, and the other agricul-
tural states adjoining them. The causes for this are obvious.
The protective policy which was adopted by the Govern.
ment of the United States, built up and placed on a perma-
nent foundation the manufacturing industries of the eastern
states to which I have referi cd. They became great
centres of manufacturing industry. They attracted within
their borders wealth, capital, skill, and a large laboring
population, and they have grown and prospered with the
growth of the nation. The extension of the railways of
the United States westward, opening up, as they did, a rich
and fertile land west of Ohio and of Lake Michigan, induced
a large amount of emigration to take place in that direc-
tion. The superior agricultural facilities, and the superior
quality of land offered there, attracted thousands and tens
of thousands of people to enter upon those lands from
foreign countries and also from the older states of the
Union. 1Sow, what bas been the experience in the United
States in that respect, is our experience to day. The same
causes which produced those results there are producing
similar resuits at this time in our own country. The policy
of protection which was introduced in 1879 has been stimu-
lating the manutacturers of the older Provinces, and it is
known to everyone that the cities and towns of those
Provinces have, since that time, grown rapidly in popula-
tion and in wealth. The extension of our railway system
westward, opening up, as it has, the fertile lands of the
North-West, and rendering them available for settlement,
is rapidly filling up that country with an industrious and
thrifty population. We have been repeatedly told in this
House that in some portions of Ontario and in the
Maritime Provinces, the population is decreasing. it would
be unreasonable to imagine that it could be otherwise, that
in the poorer agricultural districts of theolder Provinces
at the present time the growth of population should be
anything but slow. It is possible that it may be stationary.
But I venture to predict that, when the census of 1891 is
taken, it will show an increase in the population and wealth
of Canada which hon. gentlemen will seek in vain to find
a parallel for in the United States or any other country on
the face of the globe. Other arguments which have
been advanced by hon. gentlemen opposite have been
based upon the increase of the debt of the country, and
upon the present frnancial condition of the country. Had
I spoken earlier in this debate, I would have referred at
greater length to this feature ofthe subject, but now I must
pass it over with a few general remarks. The general lne
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of argument followed by hon, gentlemen opposite, I think,
may be fairly and briefly stated as follows. The debt of
the country has rapidly increased. It was 876,000,000 at
the time of Oonfederation. Ton years after it was $140,-
000,000. Ton years later on it was 8234,500,000. The
per capita tax in 1F67 was $22.47; in 1878 it was 834.41,
and in 1888 it was $47. Hon. gentlemen proceed to argue'
that this state of things is sufficient to excite alarm in
the minds of the people in this country, and that we
have good grounds for apprehending that a crisis is ap-
proaching; that, unless some radical change takes place in
the policy of the country, such as that which is now pro-
posed, disaster must be inevitable. In answer to that argu-
ment, let me simply point out to the House this fact.
Neither the gross amount of the debt, nor the per capita
amount of the debt, nor the increase of the debt within a
given time, is sufficient of itself to determine the relative
financial condition of this country at different periods of
our history. There are other conditions which are not
only important, but are absolutely necessary to be consid
ered, in order to enable us to reach a sound conclusion.
These are the purposes for which the money is borrowed,
the manner in which it is expended, and the results of
that expenditure. The city of Ottawa to-day bas, I believe,
a debt of between $2,500,000 and $3,(00,000. The old city
of Bytown, a quarter of a century ago, was, I assume, com-
paratively free from debt. Yet no one will argue from
that that Ottawa to-day is in a worse financial position or
is nearer a position of embarrassment than Bytown was a
quarter of a century ago, The financial position must be
judged, not by the increase of the debt, but by the relation
of the debt to the wealth of the city, and the financial posi-
dition of Canada to day or at any previous period must bo
ascertained, not by the amount of the debt, or by the in-
crease of the debt, but by the relition of the debt to the
wealth ofthe country at the different periods whioh are com-
pared. Everyone knows that the debt of Canada has rapidly
increased,but the result of the large expenditures whichb have
been made, and for which that debt las been incurred, has
been to increase the wealth of the country in a far more rapid
ratio, and the financial condition is, therefore, materially im-
proved. JIentertain, in regard to the debt, the same opinion
which I believe is entertained by a majority of the members
of this House, and a majority of the people of this country.
The debt is large, it las rapidly increased, but that was
necessary under the peculiar circumstances in which the
country was placed. It was necessary in the earlier years of
our history as a united people, to make large expenditures,
to incur large liabilities, in order to bind together the
different sections of the country, to provide for the develop-
ment of our resources, and to insure our rapid growth in
population and in wealth. The resuits to.day fully justify
the policy that was pursued. I can understand how hon.
gentlemen years ago might honestly oppo-e that policy;
1 can understand bow, at the inception of the great under-
takings in which we have been engaged, hon, gentlemen
might question the practicability, or the utility, or the
ultimate success, of these great undertakings; I can under-
stand how, in view of the enormous expenditure involved,
financial disaster might be feared; but, Sir, I am
utterly at loss to know to-day how, in view of
the remarkable rosults that have followed, how, in
view of the remarkable growth, progress and prosperity of
this country, how, in view of the indications of accumulating
wealth which we see on every side, there can be any two
opinions in this country in regard to the wisdom of the
polioy that las been pursued, how any one can question the
Practical advantage and the utility of the expenditures which
have been made, or can have any doubts or foars in regard
to the present position or future prospects of Canada.
Why, Sir, I think the statements which were made the
Other day by the hon. Minister of Finance should be satis-
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factory both to this House and to t3h country. I think we
should congratulate that hou. gentleman, not only upon
the very clear, and forcible, and eloquent language in
which that statement was presented, but the very remark-
able exhibit he was able to make of the growth and develop-
ment of the country. The progress of this country
since Confederation has been such that it should excite
feelings of gratitude and pride in the breast of overy
patriotic Canadian. I believe, Sir, the House will also
agree with me, that there is nothing in the amount of our
debt at the present time, or in the taxation which the
people of this country are called upon to bear, which de-
mands a radical change in the policy of the present Admin-
stration. I think, too, that the House will agree with me
that there is nothing in the wonderful growth and pros-
perity of our great American neighbors, that is
sufficient to excite within us feelings of envy,
or jealousy, or discontent; much more, that there
is nothing in all the arguments which have been
addressed to the House by hon. gentlemen opposite to call
for a change of Government, which, after all, I bolieve, is
the change which bon. gentlemen most oarnestly dosire.
What would ho the effoct of a change of Governmont upon
the country it is difficult to conjecture, for the reason that
such grave doubts exist at the present time in regard to
the policy that would be pursued if thoso hon. gentlemen
wore returned to power. I think we may fairly conclude,
from the speeches which have been deliverod in this louse
by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart.
wright), that he is a firm boliever in free trade principles.
Those who have listened to him during the last two Sessions
can have no doubt that he is a warm advocato of froc trade
with he United States; and from the position which that
hon. gentleman occupies in this House, and in the party to
which ho belongp, he is entitled to be regarded as a very
high authority in regard to the fiscal policy of the party.
But, Sir, if that is the fiscal policy of the party to-day, it is
directly opposed to the policy of the party only two years
ago. The leader of the Opposition at that time announced
to the people of Canada that if the Liberal party were
returned to power, there would be no radical change in the
fiscal policy of the country.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I say yes. Thathon.gon-

tleman said that the nocessities of the country were such
that a high rate of taxation must be maintained, that
those who had invested their capital in manufacturing
industries, in industries which owed their existence to the
National Policy, in industries which could only be success.
fully carried on by the maintenance of that policy, had
nothing to fear from a return of the Liberal party to power
in this country. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to tell
to.day, if a change of Governrment should take place,
which of these opposing policies would prevail. It is quite
as possible that, if a new leader arose, a new policy would
be propounded. However, Sir, I will not woary the House
with speeulations on this point, but I shall pass it by with
this additional observation. Whatever might be the etrect
of a change of Government upon the country at large, I think
we are justified in believing that its effect would be benefi.
cial upon the Liberal party generally, and especially upon
the views and the opinions of thoir leaders. We ail know
that the same persons, under different circumtaiices, often
take very different views of the same subject. As an
illustration, a person who has gone successfully d own one
of our toboggan slides, has a botter idea of the sport
than the person who is standing shivering in the cold,
waiting for his turn. As another illustration, the merchant
who has carried on his business successlully, who enjoys the
public's favor and a large share of the public patronage, has
usually a better idea of the community in which he livee

1889. 625



COMMONS DEBATES. MARC 14,
than his unsuccessfal rival. This, we must admit, is a
weakness of our human nature, and I feel inclined to
believe that it is a weakness from wbich hon. gentlemen
opposite are not entirely free; and I believe that this
largely accounts for the extraordinary expressions of views
and opinions which we have heard from that side of the
louse, and the wonderful changes of policy which have

taken place during the last few years. Hon. gentlemen
have been so long in the atmosphere of opposition waiting
for their turn, that their views upon great questions
of public policy seem to be thrown into hopeless confusion.
While we cannot conjecture what benefit would resuit to the
country generally by a change of Governmeit, I think we
are justified in hoping that a change of Government would
at least restore greater harmony in the views and opinions
of their leaders. Now, Sir, of all the different policies
which bave been proposed, perhaps the policy that we are
considering at the present time is, in many respects, the
most extraordinary. This policy of unrestricted reciprocity
with the United States was first brought prominently to the
attention of this flouse and the country when the hon.
gentleman opposite introduced bis resolution a year ago.
It was pointed out at that time by those who addressed the
House on this side, that that policy would not cnly be
disadvantageous to this country generally, but that it was
entirely impracticable. 1 think anyone who considers
the results of the discussions since must conclude that that
opinion has been since confirmed. Since that policy was
proposed last year, this subject bas been discussed in the
press and on the platform, from one end of this country to
the other, and the result of that discussion to-day is that,
outside of the party which sit in this House, outside of the
very strongest of their supporters in the country, outside
of that portion of the press which is devoted to their
interests, there is no important class of our people, there
are no important personages among our public men, who
are supporting this policy. Mr. Erastus Wiman and Pro-
fessor Goldwin Smith, who laid the foundation of the
platform on which the Liberal party stand to-day, are advo-
cates either of commercial union or of annexation. If we
cross the line the result of the discussion there has been
even more remarkable. Anyone who follows the current
of public opinion as expressed in the press of that
country will find there is a portion of the people who
advocate annexation, aud there is another portion who
advocate commercial union. If we take the utterances of
the public men bolonging to both political parties, we find
the same result. This policy of unrestricted reciprocity
appears to be entirely ignored. It bas not received, so far
as I am aware, the slightest considoration across the line.
It is true that, a year ago, a Bill was introduced in Congress
embodying this principle. What was its fate? It was
withdrawn before it had even passed its initial stago in its
progress through the House, and a Bill was substituted
embodying the principle of commercial union. The resolu-
tion which passed the Hlouse only a few days ago embodied
the principle of commercial union. 1 have the resointion in
my desk and I intended to read it to the louse, but I
believe it was read yesterday, and I shall have to refer hon.
gentlemen to Bansard. But if bon. gentlemen will follow
to-day not only the discussion in the public press of the
country, but if' they will follow and examine the opinions
expressed by the leading public mon of the country uponi
every platform where this question has been referred
to, they will find that the people of the neighboring
republic either advocate annexation, or if they advocate1
commercial union, they advocate it as a necessary initial 1
stop to the accomplishment of the other end. What objecti
do hon. gentlemen have in adeocating this policy of unre-J
stricted reciprocity in this country ? It is, no doubt, true1
that there may be some persons in Canada who, from thei
peculiarity of the locality in which they reside, or from the1
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business in which they are engaged, would be benefited by
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States; and hon.
gentlemen hope to gain the political support of that class
among our people, and, at the saine time, to conceal from
the great masses of our people the inevitable result to which
Ibis policy, if it could be adopted, must inevitably lead.
They advocate this policy, this impracticable policy of un-
restricted reciprocity, utterly regardless of the fact that it
must, if adopted, lead eventually to the annexation of this
country to the United States. I wish to offer a few obser-
vations in regard to another line of policy which has been
advocated by hon. gentlemen opposite during the present
Session. ion. gentlemen have been advocating a policy
of conciliation, they have been asking the Government to
conciliate the Government and people of the United
States, they bave taken the unwise and, in my humble
judgment, the unpatriotic course of denouncing the
Government of this country for firmly maintain-
ing our rights upon the fisheries question. They have
cbaracterised the treatment of American fihermen by
the Dominion Government as harsh and cruel. They
have told us that the interpretation which we put upon the
Treaty of 1811 is too rigid, is too strict, is too much in the
interests of Canada, and too unfavorable to the interests of
the neighboring republic. The absurdity of this contention,
the inconsistent position which hon. gentlemen occupy on
this subject, was fully exposed the other day by the Minister
of Justice, and yet we find hon. gentlemen opposite unani-
mously supporting a resolution, introduced by the leader
of the Opposition party, asking the Government of the day
to extend to American fishermen, for another year, the
modus vivendi provided for in connection with the late treaty.
For what purpose ? To reconcile or to conciliate the
people of the United States. Why, is there any hon. gentle-
man in this Huse who knows so little of business trans-
actions as to suppose that the Government, or the people of
the United States, can be conciliated by any such policy as
that ? Is there anyone here so ignorant of the principles
on which commercial arrangements are negotiated as to
suppose, for one moment, that friendship in trade can be
purcbased by voluntary concession of undoubted right ?
Sach a policy inevitably defeats the very object had
in view, and if that plicy was followed in this instance,
if it had any influence whatever, its effect would be rather
to retard and embarrass than to promote the settlement of
the fishcries question. Then we have been told that we
cannot afford to be unfriendly with the people of the United
Siates, that it is of paramount importance, not only to this
country but to Great Britain, that friendly relations should
be maintained, and the bon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) went so far as to say that in the event of
invasion we would be unable to defend ourselves although
we were aided by all the military and naval forces of the
British Empire. 1 do not profess to be a very high autho-
rity on military matters, I am not sure the hon. member
for Nort h Norfolk (Mir. Charlton) is a better authority than
I am; but I venture to express this opinion that, if I
know anything whatever of the character of the Canadian
people, they will not propose to surrender themselves
to the great republic before an invasion is even threat-
ened; and, unless I mistake them entirely, they
will not surrender their heritage under any circum-
stances without a struggle. I believe in this case we
can successfully maintain the rights for which we are
now contending. Those rights have been secured to us by
treaty, they have been maintained by Great Britain, on oir
behalf, for upwards of seventy years, they have been recog-
nised in every possible way, they have been acknowledged
in the most public and positive manner by the chief
executive of the American nation within the last twelve
months. Under these circumstances, I believe we can
maintain these rights. I feel more. I feel that, with such
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a cause, with a cause the equity and justice of which is
unquestioned, we rely not merely on our own numerical
strength, we rely not alone on the power and prestige of
Great Britain, but, unless we have lost all confidence in the
civilisation of the nineteenth century, we eau rely upon the
support of the civilised world, and I think I May surely add,
we can rely on the honest sentiment of the peopl of the
United Sates themselves to support us in this contention,
I referred in the outset of my remarks to the coudi,
tion in which Canada would have been placed to day
if she had been from 1776-as it was suggested she might
have been-a portion of the American Republic. Lot me
very briefly refer to some of the results which would fllow
if this free trade principle were adopted now. The result
of adopting free trade with the United States would, in the
first instance, utterly annihilate all those manufacturing
industries which have been brought into existence by the
National Policy, and which depend for their continued
prosperity upon the maintenance of that policy. In addition
to that, the adoption of free trade with the United States
would utterly destroy the foreign traie of this country.
That, Sir, has been fully established by the history of the
past. Hon. gentlemen tell us that if the barriers to tra lo
were thrown down, the trade between this country and the
United States would be enormously increasod. I have no
doubt there would be an increase, but that incroaso would
be gained at the sacrifice of our trade with every other
country in the world. We would be compelled to buy in the
United States the manufactured goods which we consume,
and we would soon be compelled to rely upon them for
a market for our own products. The imports of this country
and the exports of this country would be diverted from
Canadian to American channels, and the business enterprise
and energy of our great commercial cities would bo transferred
to New York and Boston and the other commercial centres
across the line. But, Sir, there are still other dangers to
be apprehended. We are, during this present Session, corn-
sidering legislation regarding Trade Combines, Tne people
of this country recognise the possible disastrous results
which might follow to the masses of the people if monopo-
lies were allowed to assume large proportions within our
borders. I believe, Sir, that this Parliament now and
always will be ready to adopt any legislation which
may be necessary to prevent*"the growth of this evii,
but shall we at the same time cxpose the people
of this country to a similar and a greaiter danger
from abroad ? While we protect our people from our
own merchants and our own manufacturers, shall we
expose them to the greater and the stronger combinations
that exist across the line ? Every persomn knows that there
is no country in the world to-day where combinations of
capital exist on a more extended scale, or with more perfoct
organisation, and with more extended and dangerous powers,
than they do in the United States at the present tine. In
this country we have a power to-day which entirely protocts
us from this danger. In Canada to-day w3 are able to prevent
any combination of foreign capitalists, however powserful,
from entering this country to co itrol our mirkots, to destroy
our industry, or to demoralise our trade. That power is the
power which this Parliament possessess to form our owi
fiscal policy and to make our own tarif, fDprive as of
that power and we are helpless. Adopt this froe trade
poliy and younopen this whole country as one rich harvest
field for American speculation, you open the storehouses
which nature has filled with wealth for our use and for our
benefit, to be plundered by any combination of foreign capi-
talists that may choose to enter them. Our fiAlds, our
forests, our mines, and our fisheries would be robbed of thoir
wealth and for what-to build up the industries of a foreign
nation, to enrich their capitalists and to provide food and
employment for their people. Why, Sir, if there is oea
thing which the people of Canada should learn from the
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mercial independence which we enjoy to-day. Hon. gentle.
mei opposite have referrel to the effects of retaliations. We
all recognise and fully recognise. the disastrous consequence
that would result to this country if that policy were adopted.
I, for one, Sir, do not believe that that policy will be adopted.
i cannot believe that the Anerican people, without provoca-
tion, and without any good reason for their act, will
adop*t a policy which would be disastrous not only
to this country, but to themselvos. But, Sir, if they do
adopt that policy, I am glad to know that the people of
Canada ari in a botter position to-day to accept that policy
thn at any previous period in the hitory of the country.
While we lecognise those disastrous effects, while we
recognise the fact that retaliation might impede, for a time,
our prosperity, yet we know that such a policy could
not long prevent our growth and future devolopment.
I would say in addition, that in my opinion we had far
botter suffer all the disastrous consequences of rotaliation or
non-intercourse, rather than surrender for one moment the
absolute control of our, own affairs which we cnjoy at the
present time. The United States in the past always have
legislated in their own interosts, entiroly regardless of
the interests of this country, and it is folly to suppose
that tihey would do othorwise in the future. It was the
Government of the United States, and not the Govern-
ment of Canada, that erected that tariff wall which now
obstruets oar trade, and which hon. gentlemen opposite
are se anxious to romove. They framed that tariff in their
own interests, to proteot their own merchants and their
own manufacturers, to give their own people the control of
their own imarkets, and at the same tine to place them in
the position that they could control the markets of this
country by making Canada a slaughter market for their
wares. That policy suceeeded until it was chocked by our
tariff policy of 1879. Every time the door for reciprocity
has been opened betweon the two countries sinco then, it
bas been opened at our request, an. every time it has been
closed it has been closed by the American people in their
own interests and against our wishes. The Treaty of 1888,
which was acknowledged on ail sides to be a fair and hon-
orable settlement of the negotiations then pending, was re-
.iocted by the Sonate of the United States, not because there
was anything unjust in the loast of its provisions, but be-
cause the exigencies of the dominant political party on the
ove of a presidential election rendered iL expedient to do
so. With these facts fresh in our minds, I believe the
people of Canada will hesitate long before they will adopt
a policy which will place the framing of our tariff in
the hands of a foreign legislature, and before they
will place themselves in a position at the very mercy
of a powor that will not hesitate to sacrifice any or all of
the important interest of this country, if oven the oxigencies
of a political contest render it expodient to do so. The
D)minion of Canada has within itself ail the elements
necessary to insure its future growth and greatnoss. We
bave naturai resources ofgreat variety, fertility and extent;
we have a sup>rabundancoeof food and fuel; we have a
great varicty of raw material, and we have natural facilities
for carrying on suecessfully alarge number of manufacturing
ind ustrls. Tf we desire to develop the resources which we
possess in such a manner that they will contribute most
largely to our own benefit and advantage; if we wish to
protect the varied interests of this country sa that they will
insure its most rapid growth in population and in wealth;
if we wish to croate in this country an internai trade vast
in its volume, full of life and ceaseless activity; we can
only do so by retaining the power we possess to-day to
frame our own tariffs and make our own castoms laws.
The Dominion of Canada has also manyadvantages for the
development of a forcign trade. We ail admit that if we
had free access to the American markets, we would derive



COMMONS DEBATES. MÂRCH 14,
some advantages from those markets; but at best those
advantages would be but local in their character and limited
in their extent. We must look in entircly different directions
for the greater, more important, and more profitable develop-
ment of our commercial interests. There are great conti-
nents across the sea, to the south of us, to the west of
us, to the east of us, the products of which our people are
importing and consumring very largely every year; products
which they require to use as food, as clothing, or as raw
material for manufacturing purposes; products which are at
the present time entering into daily and common use among
the masses of our people, contributing to their comfort or
their pleasure. Those same continents offer an unlimited
market for the surplus of all, or almost all, of our natural
and manufac tured products. We desire to extend our trade
in those directions. The people of this country, a large por-
tion of them, naturally incline to commercial pursuits. Can-
ada's foreign trade to-day is double that of the United States
in proportion to population. We are seeking to extend it still
more. We are devising means at this very time to establish
direct steam communication with the countries to which I
have referred; and we are devising means to render the
exchange of our commodities as direct, easy and inexpensive
as possible, in order that our own people may derive all the
advantages possible to be derived from that exchange. All
our efforts in this direction must be utterly futile, utterly
useless, unless we retain unimpaired the power we possess
to-day to frame our own fiscal policy and impose our own
duties. And, Sir,in connection with our commercial interests
let me call the attention of the House to the importance of
maintaining our present friendly relations with Great Britain.
We must not undervalue the importance of the British markets
to us. It is the natural market of very many of our products.
We export largely to that market to-day, and we must be-
come still more aependent upon it in the future. We must
remember, too, that Great Britain gives us the freedom of
ber market, and asks for no equivalent in return. We must
also bear in mind that the people of this country go to Great
Britain for aid in all their important public and private un-
dertakings; that, by contributions from her treasury and
guarantees of credit, Great Britain has lent us material aid
in the past in some cf the most important undertakings in
which we have been engaged ; that she bas only recently
granted us subsidies which have enabled us to establish
steamship lines on the Pacific Ocean; that we must con-
tinue to look to her for ber aid and friendly co-operation if
we hope to make this country the highway between Great
Britain and the East. Great Britain bas always aided us,
and is ready still to listen to any proposal for aid in the
development of our common commercial interests, I trust
that the people of this country will never undervalue the ad-
vantages they derive from their present position as a portion
of the British Empire ; I trust that they will never fail to
appreciate the value of the great national resources we
possess, and that they will always fully recognize the import-
ance of retaining the power within ourselves to develop them
for our own profit and our advantage; I trust that they
will always maintain those important safeguards which are
necessary for the proper protection of our great agricul-
tural. manufacturing and commercial interests; above all,
Sir, I trust that the people of this country wiil never barter
away at any price the political or the commercial freedom
which they enjoy to-day, or surrender to any foreign
people, however friendly, the power which this Parliament
alone possesses to frame our own fiscal policy,-to make our
own tariffs, and to change them from time to time as the
necessity of this growing country may demand-a power,
Sir, upon the maintenance and proper exercise of which the
whole future destiny of Canada depends.

Mr. BECHARD. Mr. Speaker, the policy involved in
the proposition contained in the amendment laid before the
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House by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir ]Richard
Cartwright) meets my hearty concurrence; and I consider
that I would not be serving the interests of my constituency,
which is composed almost exclusively of farmers, and
generally of that class to which I belong, should I be hostile
or even indifferent to the adoption of that policy.
The farmers of Canada, Sir, have not lost remem-
brance of the great advantages and comfortable
circumstances which resulted to them from the
operation of the old Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. They
deeply regretted the abrogation of' that treaty, and its
renewal bas been ever since the constant object of their
aspirations. I am sure, Sir, that the farmers of tiis country
wili receive with but little sympathy the warning given to
them the other day by the hon. member for Kent,
N.B. (Mr. Landry), who, with burning love gushing
from bis heart for the farmers, advised them not to be led
away by the belief that the American market could be of
any great advantage to them for the sale of their produce.
The farmers are not blind, Sir. They know their own
interests, and they understand what is doing them good. I
am sure that they would rather be persuaded by facts of
daily occurrence under their eyes than by speeches sncb as
those delivered by hon. gentlemen opposite, in their attempts
to veil those facts and the commercial movement to which
they belong. The hon. member for Kent, N.B., told
us that the Treaty of 1854 was beneficial only during
the time of the American war. Well, Sir, if such is the case,
I would like to know what reason bas induced the Canadian
Government to make several attempts for its renewal. I
would not invite my hon. friend to go to the Province of
Quebec and give the farmers there the same advice
which he gave the other day to the farmers of the
Dominion, for he would soon find out that he was losing bis
time, as they would, in their turn, advise him to spare bis
eloquence for more glorious occasions. It is my honest
conviction that free trade with the United States
is one of the principal channels through which this
country could reach rapid and full development of its natural
wealth and its material resources. This does not mean
that, deprived of that trade, this country cannot prosper,
but I maintain that trade being an essential element of
prosperity, the more extensive and easy it is the more
beneficial ought Vo be the result. The opinion that free
trade with the United States would strongly contribute to
stimulate the prosperity of this country is not groundless,
it is not a caprice, it is not a dream of the imagination, but
it is based upon the history of our trade with that country
since 1854. In 1853, the year immediately preceding the
treaty, the volume of our trade with the United States
amounted, in round numbers, to about $23,000,000; in 1854,
the first year of the treaty, it amounted to 833,000,000, and
in 1866, the last year of the treaty, the volume of our trade
with the United States had reached the considerable amount
of 884,000,000. It is only fair to admit that that year, being
the last of the existence of the treaty, people on both sides
of the line forced their imports, particularly the people
on the other side of the frontier. They imported that year
to an extent which was abnormal, and which would not likely
have occurred under ordinary circumstances. The treaty
was abrogated, and that abrogation seriously affected our
trade with the United States, and it could not develop in the
same ratio, in the same ascending progression, as if the treaty
had been maintained. However, it is in vain that men will
erect artificial obstacles to obs1ruct its operation. The law
of nature will triumph and have its course; and we find
that, from 1870 to 1871, the volume of our trade with the
United States reached the value of $59,998,029, and from
1871 to 1872, it reached the value of 866,114,7L5. In 1813,
its value was $839,808,204, and in 1874 that trade had
reached the value of $90,524,000-in spite of the
heavy restrictions impeding it on the other aide of the
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frontier. In 1874, we touched a period of great commercial am forgetting that hon. gentlemen opposite are opposed to
depression from which this country suffered severely, as reciprocity. I do not wish to misreprosent th.'m. I know
well as the United States and England, and our trade with that during last Session, whilst they took a most decidedly
the United States gradually decreased every year until it hostile attitude to unrestricted reciprocity, they said theyfell as low as 863,696,857 in 1880. But, in 18S3, that trade would be favorable to a certain measure of reciprocity re-
increased again to the considerable amount of $97,701,050, stricted to the interchange of farm products. It is clear that
and this notwithstandirg the fact that at that time that trade they take the same hostile position in regard to unrestricted
was impeded by a double wall of restrictions, after the adop- reciprocity, but it is not quite so clear to me that they
tion of our present tariff. From 1884 that trade being sub- assume the same favorable position with regard
ject to the ordinary fluctuations whi-'h occur in the course to reciprocity in farmer's produce. However, I think
Of business, decreased gradually until it went down to I must take it for granted that they are favorable to
$81,436,808, but in 1886 it increased again, and, duriug such limited reciprocity, otherwise, hostile as they are to
1888, reached the sum of $91,053,913; so that this trade unrestricted reciprocity, what meaning could bu given to
with the United States, last year, was nearly 50 per cent. the language of the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fish-
of our trade with the whole world. Let me call the atten- eries, who said the other day that they hope to seoure a
tion of the House to a comparative statement of our exports fair, liberal treaty with the United States TUhey hope to
to England and the United States in 1888: secure a fair, liberal treaty with the United States, but re-

To To the stricted to the inerchange of natural and farm products.Great Britain. United States. Repeated attempts have been made by the Canadian Govern-
Produce of the Mies ......... ... $ 478,260 $ 3,341,308 ment to obtain such a treaty, and ail those attempts were
Produets of the Forest.............. ,932,177 10,622338 unsuceessful. The American authorities would not even
Animals and their products........... 16, 571,072 7,545,74,3 consent to open negotiations on that narrow and restricted
Agriculturaliproducta .................... 4, 92,640 10,306,278 basis. After the experience we have acquirel in this respect,Manufactureas ............. '....... .. 17t2,874 1,632,025 when a man comes and teils me he is in f avor of reciprooity

- --....-- but only as far as the intorests of farmers are coneerned,
Total....................................... $33,648,284 $37,323,161 hu gives me a righ t to tell him that practically ho is in

favor of no reciprocity at ail. Be that as it may, it is to be
Or a difference in favor of the United States of $3,674,S77. noticed that, whilst hon, gentlemen opposite profess to bu in
Such is the comparative statement of our exports of goods, favor of reciprocity as far as the interests of the farmers
produced in Canada to England where those goods are are concerned, they take great care at the same time in their
received duty free, and of the same goods to the United speeches to depreciate the American market. The other
States, where they are met at the frontier with severe res- evening the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White)
trictions in the form of Customs duties. Now, how is it with cited figures to show that the price of oats in Baffalo is to-
regard to our imports? Last year we imported from day lower than it is in Toronto. He referred aiso to the
Great Britain for home consumption the value of 839,298,- fact that the United States possess a very large surplus of
721, while from the United States for the eame purpose we larm produce, which must find its way into foreign mark.
imported $48,481,848, or 89,183,127 more from the United ets, and that, therefore, the market of the United Statue
States than from Great Britain. These facts are cloquent, could not b cof any advantage to the farmers of Canada.
they are ascertained from statistics which are taken from The hon. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) and the
official reports placed in our hands by the Government of hon. member for Kent, N. B. (Mr. Landry), spoke in the
this country, and they constitute, in my humble judgment, same manner. Well, Sir, those hon. members must have
a most convincing piece of evidence that natural law is forgotten that we send to the American market a consider-
more powerful than ail means invented by men to able quantity of farm produce for which there exists no
prevent its legitimate results. In prcbesce of theo facts, other market. I find, in looking over the official reports,
I say that it is in the power of no mortai man to say to- that during the year )888 we exported altogether 20.39T
day what the expansion of our trade with the United States horses, and of that number 19,925 went to the United
would be if those obnoxious restrictions which are impeding States, The whole exports of our horned cattle amounted to
it were removed. There ia on this vast globe no country 100,747, of that number 40,047 went to the United States.
whereall classesof the community are enjoying sopleritifully Our whole export of sheop was 395,074, of that number
the blessings of material prosperity as the United States. 353,999 went to the United States. Our whole export of
They have within their own limits all the necessary ele- poultry yieided $127,043, of that sun $122,222 wore paid
ments which concur to bring about the development of that by the United States. Our whole exports in eggs amounted
unrivalled prosperity. They cover an immense area of terri- to 14,170,859 dozon. of that quantity we sent to the United
tory possessingall varieties of soil, ail conditions of climate, States 14,147,739 doz. Our whole exports of barley amounted
all sorts of natural productions and natural wealth, and these to 9,370,158 bushels, of that quantity 9,360,52I bushols
rich and powerful sources of wealth are acted upon by an went to the United States. Our whole export of wool was
immense capital, by a people of sixty millions of souls, and 954,975 lbs., of that quantity 954,189Ibs went to the United
by a mercantile spirit and business genius which is sur- States. Our exports in hay amounted to more than 93,000
passOd nowhere. The result of* the cooperation of these tons, of that quantity more than 84,000 tons went to the
powerful elements is a wonderful prosperity and an internai United States. Sir, this article of hay has become a very im-
trade which is simply enormous, amounting yearly to the portant article of export for a large portion of the farmers of
sum Of more than $3,000,000,000, as stated the other day by the Province of Quebec. Our farmera raise a groat deal
my hon. friend from Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), whose state- of hay, which they profer to se l than to give it to cattle.
ment is based on the official report of Mr. Switzler, the chief llay is a crop which requires but very little labor, and con-
of the Bureau of Statistics in Washington. Let our farmers sequently but very littie expense, and when our farmers
and our laborers, lot our merchants and our manufacturers, find that they can raise an average of at least one ton
lot all the classes of our people secure, by way oi unre- of hay to the acre, they find it more profitable to seil it
stricted reciprocity, a full share in that marvellous trade, than feed it to cattle. But that is not ail. During last
and before ton years have elapsed, the face of our country year our whole export, under the head of animals and their
will have changed, and you will see living and flourishing produce, and agricultural products, amounted in value to
here in Canada under our own political institutions, the $10,155,657, and of that sum we exported to the United
happiest and most contented people in the world. But I States to the value of 817,902,021; or, in other words, whilst
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our whole exports under these two heads amounted, in round the manufacturera ut the experse of the intereats of the
numbers, to $40,000,000, the value of our exporte under the larmera, and that policy is the ae-culled Protection Na.
same heads to the United Stateo, was about $18,000,000, tional Policy ef to-day. Sir, a curious faut to be notiued in
or very nearly 50 per cent, of the whole export. connection with thia aubject, and wbiuh hýa a bearing mn
Now, Sir, in presence of these facts, I ask how can faver othe position ef the friends of unrestricted recipro.
any one be justified in saying that the Armerican market ia ity in thi country la, that you find on the ether aide of
of no great advantage to the farmers of Canada ? On the the frontior lino mon who are hostile to thia policy on pre.
contrary, it is clear to everybody who wishes to keep hicisely the saie grounds as is assumed by bon. gentlemen
eyes open, that it is one of our best markets, and that itopposite. 1 remember after the Treaty of 1874 had been
would be greatly more advantageous to our farmers if the negotiated botween Hon. George Brown, on behaif of the
restrictions were removed which are now impeding it, or Oanadian Goverumont, end the American authoritiea, that
if the doors of that market were freely opened to them. At troaty whiuh prend cd, net enly fer the interuhange of
ail events, it is refreshing to hear hon. gentlemen opposite natural produts, but aise ef différent classes of manufau-
profess to be favorable to reciprocity so far as the interests turcd good, was denounuod in some placaslunthe United
of the farmers are concerned, for it is an admission on their States. Sevoral meetings took place in the border tates, and
part that reciprocity with the United States would be muchtbe speakers thero donouncd the treaty, asortiug that if it
botter for the farmers than the National Policy. Hon. were adoptod it would have the effout of ureating la Canada
gentlemen opposite speak in laudatory terms of the on thoir border a great manutauturing country againat
National Policy, of its beneficial results to the country, of which the manufacturing power of the United States could
the great good that it bas accomplished for the farmersnover compote. What wore the reasons that inspirod
They may say what they please, but their laudations will thoae views? No doubt it was the faut that we in this
not alter the tact that while the fishermen and farmers et country are advantageousy situated for sucuessfal manu.
the Maritime Provinces and Quebec pay Customs duties facturing, and it was doubtiesa the knowledge of that faut
upon breadstuffs which they must import, the National that induced such remarkable mon as Sonators Edmunda
Policy is powerles to raiso the price of those articles and Morrill of Vermont te b3 hostile te the recent vote ef
of which they have a surplus in the home market, for Congrss on the gr.und that the adoption of such a p9licy
the prices of those products which constitute that surplus, would bring ruin te Ameriuan manufacturera. Tboae mon
and which must find their way to foreign countries, depend know the auporiority ef our natural advantagea, they know
entirely upon the prices at which those articles are that improvcd mauhinery eau be obtained la Canada aa
sold in foreign markets. None of us, I suppose, bave for- well as in the United Statea, and what they four above al
gotten that duing the electoral carmpaign in 1878 the right la tho cheap labor ln this country. But permit me to say
hon. gentleman, the leader of the Government, proclaimed that, on this point 1 think, their fears are exaggerated, for
from every hustings that ho wanted the adoption of a pro- nder unrestriuted rociprecity the Canadian and Amorican
tective tarif in order to obtain reciprocity with the United markets baving become ele and the same market, the pricos
States. Well, Sir, circumstances seera to be favorable tooetgoods boing the same in New York, Toronto and Mou-
give him and hn. gentlemen opposite an opportunity totroul, it 18 obvions that in a very short time the prico of
realise their expectations. The recent vote of Congress on labor would aise ho equalised. 1 knew that a coasidorablo
this subject appears to open the door to them. It is number of our manufacturera are epposed te the adoption
true that the action of Congress implies a larger measure of this policy, particularly thoso who, under the prective
of reciprocity than probably would be approciated by policy ef 1878, have beau able te seure profits et 50 per
hon. gentlemen opposite, but, at ail events, it involves the cent. It cannet ho expectod that they would ho willing te
general principle of froc trade between the two countries, auuept a poiicy which might compol thorato bo satisfied
and gives those hon. gentlemen an opportunity to redeem with profits of 25 per cent. or porhaps 20 per cent. But
the pledges tbey made to the people in 1878. But there are those among our manufacturera who are lu favor
I must confess that if the Liberal party were in of unrestrictad rociprocity. Those, who, in erdor te give
power, I would have greater hope of succestsul negotia- stability te their establishments have takea care te
tions being carried out with the American people. The equa1ise al conditions et manufauturing botwoen them-
Liberal party advocate unrestricted reciprocity, a pilicy selves and al canpetitors. A fcv days ago 1 had the
which seems to-day to bo more in harmony wiLh the views pleasure of meeting eee our mest suceastul manufau-
of American statesmen on this subject, while hon. gentle- turers, and ho told me ho was theroughly lu favor cf unro-
men opposite are favorable, and I might say reluctantly stricted reciprouity. What ho wantod was the large market
favorable, if I can judge from their speeches of to-day, eonly et the United States, ho stated that frei time te timo
to a restrictive policy something like that involved in the ho was ebliged, ln erder te provent losing money, te case
Treaty of 1854, which the American authorities repeatedly manufacturing fer a short time, becanse in his lino et gooda
refused to renew. Those hon. gentlemen profess, it is truc, the market became foodod.I"Givo us the markets et'the
great sympathy with the farming class of this country, and United States," ho aidI"and 1 fa-ne cempetitien f-om
that sympathy seems to be so developed, that it could not American manufaAurers" Sir, thore la ln th.s country an
induce those hon. gentlemen to sacrifice the interests of cvii which ail mon and ail political parties deplore-the
the manufacturing classes to the interests of the farmers; exodus. Our pople aie leaving the country, and the
such was their language last year, such is their lan. National Policy certainly has Det uesponded te the expocta-
guage to-day, or at loast its meaning. I do not believe, tions and promises of its premeters and friends iu this
Sir, that unrestricted reciprocity would have the effo3t respect. The other day tholien, momber for Kent, N. B.
of favoring one class of the community at the expense of (Mr. Landry), admittod that for the last ton years oar
another; but I say here, as one of the reprosentatives in people hsd ceatinued leaving the ceutry, and, if I undor-
this House of the farming class, that if on any occasion we dtood hlm rightly, ho chargod the Liberai party with tho
were placed in the unfortunate position of being compelled rosponsibility for the oxodus. Surely the hon, gentleman
to serve the interests of one class at the expense of an- must oniy have intendod te ho jecular, for ho ought te know
other, I would unhesitatingly serve at first the interests of and uuderstand that the Liboral party, having been in Oppe-
the farming class, as composing the most important class sition for tho last ten years, caunot ho held responsible fer
of the people, and as being the backbone of this country. the legialation and the administration ef public affaira
But I know of but one policy that serves the interests eoftluthis country during that period. But I wili charge ne
one clas at the expense of another class, the interests t political prty with being responsibloffer.the exodus, and

Mr. BztyS b.
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I think the proper remedy bas not yet been applied. England as a mother, yet she is only our second motber,
Our people emigrate, and where do they go? Do they go for Canada is the first." In conclusion 1 aay, let the Cana-
to England, to France, or Germany ? Do they go to the dian people give tho Liberai<party a ]ase of power, and
West Indies, to South America, to those countries with before the é;>aco of two years bas elapsed you wili sec exigt-
which the hon. the Minister of Finance expects tonegotiate ing botweon Canada and the United Statesthe meut friendly
commercial relations, although to great cost. No, Sir; they feeling and the best commercial relations which can possibly
go to the most prosperous country in the world, and which exist for the promotion of the intere8ts, the prosperity and
's our nearest neighbor-they go to the United States. Give the welfare of both countries.
us unrestricted reciprocity, let us bave free trade between
Canada and the United States, and you will see American Mr. GIGAULT. In the course of bis speech, the member
capital flowing into this country, contributing to develop for Iberville (Mr. Béchard) bas been praising the great
our great natural resources, and to stimulate the prosperity progress mado by the United States. I admire, with him,
of our country. After a few years, our people finding the great wealth ef our noighbors; with hirn1 admire
here what they find on the other side of the line, finding in their extensive bome marketa and their Pepulous and
this country the same prosperity which they find in the prosperons citiop, but what I admire most, is the cause of
United States, will have ro reason to go to these that prcsperity- and that cause, Mr. Speaker, is chicfly the
States. They will romain at home, and yon will have protoctive tarif. ibat cause I wish should continue te
succeeded in chocking emigration as much as it can exist in Canada and continue to produce bore the same
be done. Hon. gentlemen opposite have another reason magnificent resuits which the membor for Iborville (Mr.
for opposing unrestricted reciprocity, and tha.t reason Béchard), so much admires in the American Union. We
seems to be paramount to all others. They say that muat bc cenvinccd that our neigbors soek commercial union
tbat policy would lead this country to an)uexation, but I con- with Canada bocause il is in their own interest. They
fess that I cannot understand howannexation should inevit. do se, because they know that our industries in Canada
ablybetheresultof freetrade between Canada andthelUnited are nasoent, and could bo casily destroyed by the cer-
States. Is it truc, and are we tebeliovo, that becauso the petition which e would corne f rom the Auorican manufac-
American Govoruruent colledts a duty on our goodi when turers. Do thy setk fre Ltradp with England? Do they
thcy cross the American frontier, and becauso the Canadian sek fr e trade aith countries whore the industries are on
Governmont colleots aise a duy upon American goods cein- solid basis? No, thcy do net. Thay know that froc trade
ing into tbis country, that thisu a preteetirin te us agai n et with Englnd wouct bo a national suicide for theom,s d the
annexation ? Are we te believe tht the Customs officers AMorican peopl, being alive toe thir interots, wishing te
on both sidepcf the trenDtior are reaily the guardiarts of fr preservo their industries, wishirig te maintain their country
political independence from the United States ? The was as prosporous ts il is new, den t wish fro trade with a chun-
a time when an anuexation feeling ad an annexation trywhich couldcrushoutthoirindstries. Weshoudi mitate
movement existed in Canada. l'hat movemont did net theiAmer ican peope; likethm, w herpuld bo alive to our
eriginate in political motives or pliticap aspirations, but interestc, and we should be convinced that we canuot com-
it was based upon ecouemical reasons. That movement potewith the American manufacturers shou aveboen pro-
becamo se important, headod as it was by mon of high tee.ted for se mauy years by a high pretective tariif. The
standing in the country, that the thon Canadian Government Opposition, from 1874 te 1878, always said thrt a tarifhof sa7
though it proper te punish as much as they eould the per cent. a sufficiat te prote t our manaeturors; and te-
leaders ef that mevement in every loeaity. Bat, Sir, ne daythCy wan te do away even with such a revenue tarif,
seoner had the .Reciprocity Troaty of 185t beon negotiate, th at is to say, tehave no tarif at ail te pretect our industries.
ne soonor had the beneficiairesults of that renty been tit by The hon. anomber for lberville (Mr yBéchard has spoken a
our population, than that annexation feeling vaihtbed away gr tdeaoftheadvantges which would resuttothefarmera
and we eard noe more f itl. Wells if su h a narrow and trom unrestricted reciprocityr Ho quoted s m o figures as
restricted measuro of reciproniy as the Treatycfnd-5 ibad te our expertscf agricultural products t the United Stateo
the effeot, net oeny efnet leading this counry te annexation, and te Engan; but wbat do those figures prove ? They
but even t ounihilate the previous y exiting annexation povethElngland is our chief sd natural arket for the
sentiment, are we net logicaily led te the conclus on that sale of our agriculitural produts. La t year w nexported,
the broader measur of reiprocity, which we now seek to of animaise and agricultural prduots, to Greatiritain, more
obtain, wuld work still more powerfully against the spring- than 20,000,000, while wo exported te the United Statos
in u ef any such feelinga? By roving al economical onrly $ 17000,000. We must lek for a market in cuntries
reasons whichtcould pssiy giv ris to any temptation whore werica find cnsumers cf the articles we produce,
for annexation feeling, unrestripteo reciprocity, in tad cf and not producers ofu imilar articles. The prica of every
leading us te such a resut, would prevont msud it woul article is dtermianed by t law ef supplyand demand, and
give us in this country ail the advantagos f annexaion cntequeonty wo cannot xpet te soi agrcultural preducts
without ils incnveniences. Hon, gentlemen opposite have at a bigh price in tho United States, whre the supply of'
again raised thod cry of loyalty, sud we heard the mem- agriceulturas productsis groateor than the der;and. Ac-
ber for North Ronfrew(Mr. White) ell us the other night cording te the Trade and Navigation Raturnet the
that unrestricted reiprocity would very likely compe us Unit d Stato hf la t year, the total export nfdthe
to raise our tarif, the t such a course would b unjust teEngf b grieultural productr cfthe United States wre 500,-
land, oud that as loyal subjecnh t esould nt do anything 000,000. Of bary, crn, cas, whest, and wheat flour, the y
which wuld in any way impair our relations with Enward. fexproed $127,00,000. oiw, thon, can woe coterd that
There was a timewhen those ion. gntlemen wore yot qui a the Unied States is the natural market fer our agricultural
se exuberant in their lyaty te England as they are to-diay. pro Eutsg? f daiy produts, the Unigd States exported
b rvnemet in 1878 that while tbey were advecatin t h ate o cf livingr animat, ur12,090,000, ad of apples,
adoptiontof a high tarif in this louse, being ton that such more thangiultural >rc uacturea weo d,
a high tarif would work hrehly onaEngland, they srade an f 2nd in the United States, net consumers ef their products,
angwr, emphasising their oyalty in a peoculiar way. Seo but som strong sd powerful competitors. The American
much the wrse forEnglaud." I do net believe thatonro- maufcturers exported, et cotton goeds, more than
stricted reccity woud in any way impair our trade with $ 13,000,000, of leather and manufactures Te pather, more
England; but should it bse , I would say, following the ax- than $9,000,000, and the total exprts of the dometic man-
ample et hou n gentlemen opposite.he igWhile we look thOpd ufatures cf the United Statesexceeded 130,000,000. We
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are, of course, and the Conservative party bas always been,
in favor of reciprocity limited to agricultural products;
but what would be the consequence of unrestricted reci-
procity? I remember that, last year, the hon. member for
Iberville said that he would never accept unrestricted reci-
procity if it were going to bring direct taxation. This
year,- he could not have ilistened with pleasure to the
speeches made by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) and the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), because both of those hon. mem-
bers spoke in favor of an income tax, and so of direct taxa-
tion. There are a great many disagreeable things to which
the hon. member for Iberville will have to eubmit if ho
favors unrestricted r eciprocity. He will have, certainly,
to submit to direct taxation, or to the income tax, as the
hon. member from North Norfolk and the bon. member for
South Oxford said.

Mr. CHARLTON. I did not say so.
Mr. GIGAULT. Did the hon. gentleman not speak in

favor of an income tax ? IIe spoke in a way to make that
tax as popular as possible, arguing that it was not an objec-
tionable tax. But there is another thing to which the hon.
member for Iberville could not have listened with pleasure,
that is, the doing away of provincial subsidies, which was
advocated by the hon. member for South Oxford. The
Liberals met in Quebec and had a conference, which we
call the Quebec Conference, and what did they ask ? They
asked for an increase of provincial subsidies; and bore,
what is said by one of the chief mon of the Liberal party ?
It is that we should do away with provincial subsidies.
That bon. member is logical to a certain extent, because
with unrestricted reciprocity we should bave to curtail
expenses; we would have also to resort to direct taxation,
to support not only the Federal Government, but also the
Provincial Governments. That would be the inevitable
consequence, and the hon. member for South Oxford wants
that.

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

A fter Recess.

Mr. GIGAULT. Before recess I was stating that the Lib-
erals did not agree on the question of provincial subsidies.
At the Quebec Conference they claimed increased provincial
subsidies, while here one of them argues that we should do
away with iuch subsidies. If we are to be friends of provin-
cial rights, we must give to the Provincial Legislatures the
means of self-support, and if we compel the people of Can-
ada to resort to direct taxation, to support not only the
Federal but also the Provincial Governments, we will cer-
tainly make the Provincial Legislatures very unpopular.
When the people are heavily burdened with taxation, they
may seek for diminution of the expense; they may seek
for legislative union, and in my nâind legislative union is
very far from being recommendable. If there is a Province
which should be opposed to it, it is certainly the Province
of Quebec. The hon. member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard)
contended that the National Policy his not benefitted Can-
ada. In my opinion, quite the contrary is the case.
Every class las been benefited by the National Policy :
the farmer, the mechanic, the manufacturer, and the capi-
talist. The producers of wheat, oats and coarse grains
have been protected, and the manufacturers have beon
largely protected by the National Policy. But not oniy
bave those classes of people benefitted, but the whole
community as well bas benefitted. It is that policy which
has replonished the public Treasury; it is that policy which
has increased considerably our revenue; it is that policy
which -lias enabled the Federal Government to make the
most useful public improvements which have given a great
impulse to our trade and our agriculture. It is the revenue

created by that policy which las enabled the Pederal
Government to build the Canadian Pacific Railway, which
is the admiration of the wbole world, and which gives go
much importance to our country. In presence of these
results, how can we say that the National Policy bas not
benefited Canada ? We must not speak only of the advan-
tages which would resait from nunrestricted reciprocity, we
must speak also of the disadvantages which would follow its
adoption, and the disadvantages, in my opinion, greatly
outweigh the advantages. We have collected since 1879
over $3,434,000 upon animais and meats imported from the
United States. If we had unrestricted reciprocity, we
would have to lose that revenue; and not only that,
but the American producers would become stronger
competitors of the Canadian farmers, and oblige
them to soll thoir meats at much lower prices than
they do now. The duty collected on grain of ail
kinds since 1879 bas been more than 83,000,000, and ail
those sums of money would not have been collected. Not
only has.the National Policy created a larger revenue for
the Canadian Government, but it bas also greatly improved
the Canadian market for Canadian farmers. In 1878 we
imported barley, oats, Inlian corn and wheat to the extent
of more than l,000,000 bushels of which we re-exported
8,469,475 bushels, so that we imported for home consump-
tion in 1878 more than 7,000,000 bushels ot those kinds of
grain. And what was the amount of those imports last
year? We imported lastyear for home consumption wheat,
barley, oats and Indian corn to the extent only of 2,348,000
busbels, so that the supply of Amorican grain in the Can-
adian market, compared to that of 1878, bas been less by
more than 4,000,000 bushels, and the supply of American
grain having been less, the demand for Canadian grain
must have been greater. If we believe in the principle that
the priceof agricultural products is governed by the law of
supply and demand, the prices of Canadian products must
also have been improved. That policy, in increasing the
number of our manufactures, has not only renderd our home
market much botter, but it has also exempetd the Canadian
people from most obnoxious taxes-from taxes which would
not benefit any body, neither the producer nor the consumer.
We have been enabled to remove the stamp duty on promis-
sory notes, the duty on teas and coffees, the duties upon ar-
ticles we do not produco, and the production of which, conse-
quently, does not benefitanybody in Canada; and what would
we have to do if we abolishod our National Policy ? If we
destroy we must build in the place of what we destroy;
and what would be the consequence of free trade ? It
would be most cortainly direct taxation and the imposition
of most obnoxious taxes. In my opinion the bon. member
for iberville (Mr. Béchard) has not answered many of the
objections which have been raised against the scheme
proposed by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). One of these objections is that unrestricted
reciprocity cannot be carried out. The free traders con-
tend that with unrestricted reciprocity the Canadians
would continue to maintain control of their own fiscal
policy. How eau that be? low can we adopt a policy
by which the Canadians will be able to have a lower
tariff than the Americans ? If we adopted a lower
tariff all the goods imported from Great Britain would
come through Canadian ports, and certainly the Ameri-
cans would not submit to that. On the other hand,
if the Americans had a lower tariff, ail the goods imported
from Great Britain would come through New York and
Boston, and thus the cities of Montreal and Quebec and all
our large cities would lose ail the foreign trade which would
come through the American channels. Shall we submit to
that ? The free traders themselves say they do not wish to
see such a result. Then, how can they say that unrestricted
reciprocity is practicable ? In my mind, we are wasting
time in discussing such a scheme, because it is a scheme
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which certainly cainnot be carried out. If there is to be a bave been secured to as by treaties and by theConstitution.
«>beme to alter trade relations with the United States, it We can speak our own language and exercise our own re-
must b. commercial union or reciprocity limited to agricul ligion with the greatest liberty. What is the political con-
tural producte. The Opposition say they will not adopt com. dition of the Frenchmen in the United States ? In Louisiana,
mercialunion. Then, if unrestricted reciprocity cannot be which was mentioned by an hon. member, they cannot
realised and commercial union cannot be accepted by this speak their o*n language inl their Local Legislatare. As
country, why should they speak of schemes which can never to education, the American authorities do not heasitate to
be accepted cither by the Canadian people or the American interfere with the management of the independent schools
people ? The bon. member for Iboville (Mir. Béchard) has established by the French Canadians, as we have recently
not stated what source of revenue ho will croate to makre up seen at Ilaverbili, in the State of Connecticut. For the
the loss we would suffer by the adoption of unrestricted sake of the small advantages which would resuit from un-
reciprocity. Last year, we collected more than 87,000,000 restricted reciprocity, we will not submit to the much
on goods imported from the United States. By unre- greater disadvantages whieh would reeult from suoh a
etricted reciprocity, if it be practicable, we will lose that scheme, and I believe the majcirity of the people will con-
amount of revenue, and we must, therefore, have tinue to favor a policy which lias replenisbed our Treasury
some other source to make up for that loss. If we and bas enabled the Governmont to make most useful public
go before the people and tell them that it is true that improvemonts. I hope we shall be able to make this a
we will] ose $7,000,000 by free trade with the United States, prosperous country, and that we will do that by ourelves
we must at the same time state to them how we wilt replace and without the aid of our neighbors.
that source of revenue. ' he hon. member for Iberville did
not say what he woull propose, ard the Liberals generally do Mr. AM YOT. i must congratulate my hon. friend from
not say what they would do, except the member for South -Rouville (Mr. Gigault) on the tone of his remarks, in which
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and the member for North he bas shown bis souni way of judging events, though I can-
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who spoke of the income tax, of not approve of everything he bas said. 1 will net begin by
direct taxation, and of doing away with provincial subsidies answering his remarks. I suppose, at this stage of the dis-
in order to enable the Governmentof the country to submit cussion, there je very little new to be said. In fact, the
to the diminution of revenue whicb would re-ult. The question bas been treated from many points of view. A
member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard) says he w>uld not sub- great deal has been said affirming and denying the pros-
mil to direct taxation. Then, to what conclusion can we perity of the country, its prosent development, its future
como ? What can be done wi(h these schemes ? I do not expansion. Comparisons have been drawn between Canada
see how the Liberals or the friends of unrestricted recipro- and the other colonies, between Canada and the States, and
city eau answer the objections which have been made other countries. We might go on in that strain for months
against their scheme. The member for Iberville bas spoken and months, and I do not See that we would be mach better
of emigration. Hàe said : Look at the numbors who are off, because it je impossible to compare one country with
leaving Canada ; and he added: Whore are they going ? Are another without taking into consideraion the surroundim,
they going t EIngland ? No; but they are goiug to the the population, the resources, the special aptitudes of the
United States. Wh' t does that prove ? It is the most con- population, 1hefacilities for living, andofher matters. In one
(elu-ive proof that a prctetive tariff is a good thing!, since place tro trade will suit; in another protection will be
our emigrants do not go to a free trade country lhke Eg- required. A high tariff will enhance the intorests of
land, but to a country like the United States, where they one country, wùile a low tariff will onrich another.
have had a high protective tariff for many years. Everything bas to be judged from surrounding circum-

stances. For my part I do not deny, I even freely admit,
1r. LANGELIEIR (Quebec). Why do they not go to that we have progressed considerably in Canada. We havo

France? immensely extended the limits of our terriLory, we have
Mr. G IGAULT. How je it, then, that the protective tariff built railways, telegraphs and canals, and bridged rivers,

is s0 bad when it makes the United States so prosperous and increased our inland communication by water and by
that Canadians are going there in order to earn their liv- land. Or manufactures have sprung op in great numbors,
ing ? I am not goiùg tu speîk for a long time. Ie objec. and are daily increasing. But the question is: Can we do
tiot s which bave been rai-ed against the scheme of the better, can we go faster in the way of progress and devolop-
bon. niember for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) ment Of all kinds? Could we better utilise our groat re-
have been argued much more ably by other members than sources and the vigor of our hardy population ? To say,
I can argue them ; bat, before I close, I must allude to Mr. Speaker, that Ileverything is for the best, in the best
another remark made by the member for 1berville (Mr. of worlds," in this country, je to contradiet tacts of daily
Bénhard). He says that the opponents of unrestricted re. occurrence. Let us, for example, consider the anumerous
ciprocity speak too often of loyalty to England. It is a petitions and deputations sent to this Parliament, asking
duty to be loyal to ofir country and to legitimately consti. for changes in the tariff. The difficulty is to find out who,
tuted authority, and, as long as we are treated fairly and among our producers and manufacturers, does not complain.
justly, as we are by Ergland, weshould be loyal to England, Changes in the tariff have been askud for the following
not only through a sene of daty, but also through a sense items, among others:-
of gratitude, because we are enj ying under our present "Pork, woollen goode, pig iron, scrap iron, steel and iron entering lato
Constitution the greatest civil and religions liberty. We the construction ofahips, rope fer ohipu steel nued i the manufscture

have he fceet nstiutios of îichany cu» îy ea b oat<fsbùveîs, tinware, white lesd, clotb u4ed in wiridow blinde, rennethave the freest institutions of whichi any country caubont. extract, jute yarns, twine. non-elastic web, glazed glace, cotton and
Another hon, member of thisHouse made an allusion to woollen plutheg, whips, thread used in manufoctaring whip1, trimmings
the Canadians of French desuent, and said that they should used in ta emanufacture of po aiket-booka, b ots and sboma'ingSmyrna
desire closer relations with the United States hecause they mining machiery, copper indgstry, logi,.piaoastereotype psateo,
have a large number of their countrymen in the American eck movements, straw and felt hats, fertiliseri, fbnur, fruit, 8eOds an,,

Union. The French Canadians ehould not envy tlie position nursery stock, vegetables, lard, foreign magazines, prayer book, &c."
of their countrymen in the United States. They do not enjoy I might go on with that list for a long time. Sothere muet
the same liberties there that we do here. They have no se- be something wrong somewhere, and we muet ask ourselves:
parate schools, while we have our separate schools and edu. Where is the wrong, and wbat jeithe remedy? Why do the
cate our children as we wieh. Bere the liberties and the mannfacturers require increased protection on the articles
rights which are dearest to the Canadians of French descent they produce? fpor the simple reason that the market at
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their disposal is too limited. After a few years, even a
few months, of existence, the market of Canada is filled
up with their manufactured goods; the market is inundated
and virtually sales have ceased. Consequently the manu-
facturers require a larger profit on each article so as to
compensate for the small amoant of sales. Give them a larger
market, and thon large sales will make up for small profits.
I admit that we should protect ourselves, we should protect
the manufacturera, but protection becomes abnormal,
unfair and unjust when it is carried to prohibition. It is
unfair to force the consumer to buy from Canadian manu-
facturers and to pay double for the same articles
than he would have to pay if he bought them from another
country. Let the manufacturers be protected so as to enjoy
the Canadian market in preference to the manufacturers
from abroad, well and good. The whole country is interested
in that, so that the workingman may be well employed,
well paid and be a good customer for the articles of the
farm. But if you grant an exaggerated protection you
become unjust towards the consumer ut large, and you
bring about a state of things which must issue in sufferinge
and disturbances. Our population is not sufficiently
numerous to maintain and support the many
manufactures of all kinds that we have. Taking into
account our producing power, that fact seemas to be
undeniable. The remedy lies in finding a new and more
extended market. The Toronto Board of Trade, a body
composed of eminent merchants from many parts of the
country, has lately memorialised this House in that
sense. As this petition is concise and to the point, I may
be permitted to read an extract from it:

" Your memorialiast are most deeply concerned in the import and
export trade of the Dominion of Canada and the development thereof,
and believe that very promising openings exist in Barbadoes, Jamaica,
British Guiana, Rio de Ianeir uand Buenos Ayres.

" The cardinal points being the dissimilarity of productions, and
that each requires the surpluq of the other, suggests at once a probable
trade, of equql bilk both wieya.

" For iwmport,, there may ba aamed rice, cocoa, coffee, hides, wool,
sugar, molas es. rum, cocoauuts, oranges, bananas, and other tropical
fruits and vegetables, spices, medical barka, roots, and seeds, lime
juice, with cabinet and dyewoods.

" As exporta, we have agricultural implements, biscuits, boots and
shoes, butter, carnages, cottons, fiàh, dried, smoked and pickled, fish
oil and seal oil, fl ur, grain, lard, plister of Paris, staves, hoops,
lumber, laths, bingles, doors, window trames, box shooks, square
timber, machinery, musical instruments, sewing machines, tweeds and
knitted woollen goods.

" To gather all information, statistics, and a more or les3 complete
directory of importers and exportera, appears the first step, and it is
respectfully submitted that this work, being directly in the public
advantage, sh ould be taken up by the Commissioners appointed by the
Governument.

" Ail modern experience teaching that trade follows the routes that
offer regular and speedy postal and freight facilities, it is respectfully
suggested that a subvention be granted to a line of steamers, sufficient
as to time and amount to bridge over the period required to build up a
self-sustairing service between Canadian portasand those berein named,
or sucb of them as may seem to the Government most desirable."
Mr. Speaker, ibis momorial has boen sent in by so impor-
tant a body as the Toronto Board of Trade. Why, if we are
ao prosperous here, if the manufacturers are go prosperous,
if the farmers are eo rich, if everything pay so well in this
country, why do they corne to this Government and ask us
to spend hundreds of thousands of dollars, even millions, to
find a new market. We will see later on that this is not
the only body asking for some changes in our system. For
my part I admit the sounrdness of that document, and I
would be glad to see the Government doing its best to
comply with the wishes of the Toronto Board of Trade. I
believe that every step taken to open new markets for
Canada should be approved, no matter witht what country,
even including France with those counti ies named, But,
Mr. Speaker, where is our natural market if not with our
neighbors, numbering 60,000,000, and who will soon be
100,000,000-our neighbors immediately adjoining us for an
extent-of 8,00 miles, with whom we daily communicate by
rail, steamer and telegiraph, froz whom we are only separ.

Mr. GIGAULT.

ated by an imaginary line, and who have just declared that
they desire to trade with us ? I am not going into the
details of the mutual advantages that would iow from such
commercial intercourse, nor try to show how our agricul-
tural interests, our mines, our fisheries, our forests, our
manufactures of ail kinds, our shipbuilding, and commerce
at large, would be benefited by it, Each bon. member Is
convinced on that point. The Government themselves have
declared that they would favor a good treaty; such also
seems to be the opinion throughout the country. The same
influential body I have mentioned, adopted the following
resolution on the 17th of June, 1887:-

" Resolved, that thiq Board desires to place on record Its conviction
that the largest possible freedom of commercial intercourse between
our country and the United States, compatible with our relations to
Great Britain, is desirable.''

I am afraid I will scandalise the hon. member for Rouville,
(Mr. Gigault) by stating that the Board of Trade of Toronto
has adopted this resolution :

" Resolved, that this Board destres to plaoe on record its conviction
that the largest possible freedom of commercial intercourse between our
own country and the United States, compatible with our relations to
Great Britain, is desirable; that this board will gladly do everything in
its power to bring about the consummation of such a result; that in its
estimation no treaty which ignored any of the intereets of our country,
or which gave undue prominence to any one to the negleet cr to injury
of any other, is one that could be entertained.

" That in our agr cultural, our mineral, our manufacturing and our
diversified mercantile intereste, in our fisheries, our forests and other
products, we possess in a rare and in au extraordinary degree ail the

. elements which go to make people great, properons and self-reliant.
"That these are fitting inducements to any nation to render reci-

procity with Canada a thing to be desired, and sueh as should secure
for us a reciprocal treaty with the United States of the broadest and
most generous character, which, while fully recognising these conditions,
would contain guarantees which would prove of mutual and abiding
advantage to both nations, but that this Board cannot entertain any
proposal which would place Great Britain at any disadvantage as ccm-
pared with the United States, or which would tend in auy measure,
however small, to weaken the bonds which bind Canada to the
Empire."

The Central Farmers' Institute on 28th April, 1887, passed
a rosolution in the following terms:-

'' That in the opinion of this Institute the removal of all restrictions
of trade between the United States and Canada is desirable, eitber by
reciprocity or otherwise, as may be agreed upon by the Governments of
the respective countries, and that the officers of the Executive Committee
are hereby authorised to take such action as they may think proper to
urge this resolution upon the Government.

'' That in the ev'nt of a fair measure of reciprocity being unattainable,
this Institate memorialise the Dominion Government to suggest to the
Government of Great Britain the expediency of entering into commercial
union with her colonies in regard to food supply, and impose a pro-
tective tariff against all foreign countries.''

I might quote similar resolutions adopted by the Boards of
Trade of Montreal and St. John and many organisations in
the different commercial centres, But, as I have said, I do
not want to enter into the details of the question; all I
want to say for my part is that I have adopted these views.
I sincerely believe that reciprocity with the United States
would materially advance the interests of both countries.
The increase of our trade with the United States, in spite of
the tariff, is a very forcible argument on this point. Hon.
members have been speaking on a vast variety of topics in
regard to matters of commerce, and some of them seem to
have forgotten a little the question before the House. Now,
what does the motion ask ? It asks simply this : that we
should ascertain on what terms the United States are ready
to trade with us. Annexation, loss of our identity as a
people, have nothing to do with the question. We have
had a Reociprocity Treaty already. Have we been less
loyal to England and to ourselves in consequence ?
Is it bein& loyal to England toe seek to make of
us commercial slaves, to prevent our commercial develop.
ment, even to annex us politically to England? Those
who thus act wili be the first traitors to England.
They will bring into this country wild excitement, and will
introducea astate of things for which they alone will be

634



COMMONS DEBATES.
responsible. They may cause, perhaps, political annexation
to the United States, if ever it should come--I say it may
be brought about by those who abuse our loyalty to
England. Lot ils remain a colony, as we are, loyal and
true to England, but loyal and true to ourselves first. It
was said: Canada for the Canadians. Well, let it be so,
but lot il be really so. Let us encourage and develop ail
our natural resources, our farming, manufacturing, tishing
and all our industries; but the best way we ean adopt to
develop them is by procuring extensive markets for the
sale of their products so as to compensate for the weakness
ofour consuming power. Our producing power is immense,
but our consuming power is very limited. There is the
discrepancy. We mnst endeavor to equalise both. We
must find markets sufficient for our immense natural
resources. Sir, I regret that the motion assumes the char.
acter of one of want ofconfidence, because Iknow it will pre-
vent many hon. mem bers from supporting it. For my part,
the meaning I desire to attach to my vote is this ; F.rst,
I believe we are acting rightly in protecting ourselves as
the United States are protccting themselves against us;
second, we must continue to protect ourselves so long
as the United States continue to protect themselves against
us ; third, free trade or reciprocity with the United Statos
will beoa botter state of things for us an l we should do our
best to attain it. Free traie with the United States does
not mean free trade with the world ; it means a kind of
partnership with the United States containing 60,000,000
of people to protect the whole of us against the rest of the
world. That is what is meant by frea trade with the
'United States ; it is protection enlarged in fact, I believe
Canada should emphatically dec, are that we are ready to
respond to the invitation of the United States, and ascertain,
if we may, the terms that would be acceptable to both coun-
tries for free and mutual intercourse. The United States
are our natural markets by their situation, by their easy
acceEs, by the number of our relatives and friends in
that country. Our trade with thom is increasing in
spite of the protective tariff; it is a natural one, rot a pre-
carious one as is the case with trade with Europe. In case
England became involved in war with some Euronean
country, would not our commerce with Europe be termi.
nated ? We would then be happy to be able to trade with
the United States and the rest of this continent. Again,
a commercial treaty would bring smuggliag to an and.
We bave in fact ail to gain by it, and we may honorably
declare curselves ready to make a treaty, as the United
States, by inviting us as they have done, have made our
dignity safe. Such a treaty would not diminish our commer-
cial intercourse with the rest of the world, for by increas-
ing the prosperity of this country, it would certainly in-
crease our purchasing power. I have said the Unitcd
States have invited us to negotiate with them, and it is
désirable to know on what terms they have done so. The
resolution adopted has been quoted, but 1 do not believe
the report of the committe has been quoted, and it is im-
portant that it should be laid before this honorable House:

" Our commercial relations with Canada have recently awakened a
deeper interest and received a more thorough discussion Ïhan ever be-
fore, on both sides of the border. The tendency of public opinion is
plainly towards the enlargement of trade between the two countries.
In Canada the movement has advanced from whit was a few years ago
an effort for partial reciprocity to a wide expression in favor of unre-
stricted intercourse and commercial union. The evidence of this fact is
abundant.

" The Right Honorable Joseph Chamberlain, ligh Comniisioner from
Her Maesty's Government, is reported to have recently stated in a
speech:

" ' The arrangement between the colonies and Great Britain ia essen-
tially a temporary oae. It cannot remain as it is. * * * Aiready
you have in Canada, the greatest of ail the colonies, an agitation for
vhat is calied commercial union with the United States. ommercial

union with the United States means unrestricted traie between the
United States and the Dominion of Canada, and a protective tariff
against the môther country. If Canada desires that, Canada eau haà

"And speaking of the relation of Canada to the United States and
Great Britain on a subsequent occasion, the right honorable gentleman
further siid that:

fr'Commercial union with the UnitedStates meant that Canadawas
to give preference to every article of manufacture from the United
States over manufactures from Great Britain. If the people of Canada
desiredan arrangement of that kind he did not doubt that they would be
ab e ta secure it.'

" Within a few weeks a conference was held at Quebec of the Prime
Ministers of ail the Provinces constituting the Dominion of Canada, and
after a very full exchange of views these representatives of the Execu-
tive powers of all portions of the Dominion unanimously adopted the
following declaration

'This conference, comprising ail political parties, is of the opinion
that a fair measure, provided under proper conditions, for unrestricted
trade relations between the United States and the Dominion of Canada,
would be aof advantage to aIl the Provinces of the Dominion, and would
in connection with an adjustment of the fishery dispute, tend to happily
settle the grave difficulties wbich have from time to time arisen between
Great Britain and the United State3.'"

Can it be said that Mr. Chamberlain is a traitor to England,
that ho is not faithful and loyal to the British flag ? Ho
says if Canada desires free trade with the United States it
can have it. The report goes on to say :

" The chambers of commerce and boards of trade of the leading cities
of Canada, and more than fifty farmers' institutes and conventions,
have adopted resolutions declaring in favor of commercial union or un-
reutricted trade between the two countries.

" The answer made by their opponents ani those most closely
attadhed to English trade and English rule lias been that the United
States bas given no indication that it would receive or even consider
any proposai, however friendly in spirit or however favorable to us in
its terms it might be.

IlThe joint resolntion naw submitte'd does not contemplate any
action on aur part at present ; but whenever the Dominion of Canada
shall have declared a desire for commercial union, with a common tariff,
like internal revenue taxes, like duties on articles imported into either
country from abroa1, ani no duties on trade betweein the United States
and Canada, then the Presideut is auth,rised to appoint three commis-
dioners to meet tbose who mnay be desiguated to represent Cnada, in order
to prepare a plan for coînmncîcial union, by assimillating the tariffs and
internai revenue taxes of tb two countries, now not very widely dif'er-
ent, and an equitable method of dividing the receipts, which they shall
report to 1ime President, who shall lay it before Congress. The whole
subject of our relations with Canada is kept under the control of
Congress.

" It is not deemed necessary to hire discuss the great meriti of com-
mercial union or the details of arrangement that will be necessary.
Your committee believe that the power herein conferred Upon the
President can do no harm, that it will be wisely used, and wil ilead to
benefleent resuits, promoting the independence, prosperity and peace of
two great peoples.

"l The committee, therefore, recommend the adoption of the joint
resolution."

Le says that the answer to this was that the States would
not hear such a proposition in any way, and they want to
prove now that the Statos ara ready to communicate with
us in the matter. Some speakers hava said that there aro
n1o petitions before this louse asking for unrestricted
rcciprocity, but we must remember that petitions are
usually sent hore in favor of particular and special interests
and never in favor of' a general policy. In such a case no
one has chargo of going around to obtain signatures. When
the principle of protection was discussed in this louse
before, 1878 I do not believe that there were any petitions
sent to this flouse from any part of Canada in favor of
protection. In favor of uurestiicted reciprocity we have
the expression of opinion of the boards of trade I spoke of
a while ago, the resolutions passed by the societies I have
mentioned, articles in the public press every day, and
more than that we have the expression of opinion
of members of this flouse representing about one-
half of the country. If we had the expression of
the opinion of Canada, taken as a whole and by plebisoite,
and not taken by counties as sub divided or manipu-
lated by the Gavernment, I think that I would not be far
from the mark in saying that at least half Of the population
of the country woulid b found in favor of unrestricted reci-
procity. Hoan. gentlemen opposite have said to us that
some newspapers in the States have stated that reciprocity
would lead to annexation, or the los of our independence,
and they argue from this that we are traitors to England.
Eyery one knows that we have no control over the writers
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in these papers and that there are cranks and visionary mon
to be found everywhere. At ail events, by adopting this
resolution and meeting the States in a friendly spirit the
negotiations would not tie our hands and would not prevent
us from refusing to accept any proposal that would be
derogatory to our honor, our independence, or our interests
at large. It is all very well to say we would lose the right
of managing our own business. Will you tell me
how many in this country manage "our own business."
Is the farmer working from morning to night on
his farm managing "our own busiesea;" is the man in
the woods cutting timber to enrich the merchant managing
the business of the country ? Is the poor merchant in the
city managing the business of this country? How many
are there managing the business of this country. I under-
stand that the Government does, and that it is supported by
a very honorable maj'>rity no doubt, but among that
majority do we not find some who have a special in-
terest in supporting those who manage the atfairs of the
country ? I do not care who manages the affairs of
the country, but I want to have the affaira of the country
managed so that the farmer who has something to sel, and
the manufacturer and the merchant who have goods to seli,
will have some one to soll them to who will pay for them.
I want the affairs of the country managed in such a way so
that the people will be rich and prosperous, and be it Peter,
Paul or James, or any one else who is at the head of the
Government, what I want is a good and wise policy
which will make our people prosperous and contcnted.
According to some of our members the more faut of
saying that we are rot prepared for a war with the
States, and that we riced so change of policy in
this country, is to become a traitor to the British
and to the Dominion flags. They tbink that we should
always cry out and represent ourselves as strong, rich and
independent. That may take with enthusiastic or blind
people, but it will not take with practical and experienced
men. We ail know how many soldiers there are in Canada,
for it is published every year in that blue-book called the
Return of the Minister of Militia; we know the amount of
rifles and guns, and even the number of cartridges in this
country, and we know that we have a frontier of three
thousand miles to protect. We know the amount of iron-
clade in this country, too, and, without being traitors to the
flag, I think we may say that those announcements will not
inauce the United States to undertake a war against us. I
venture to say, at the risk of being accused of depreciating
my country, that our military force bas nover been looked
upion Ls sufficient by itself to prevent or carry on a war
abroad. If we do not have a war with the States it is be-
cause the States do not want to war with us. They are too
sensible a people for that, tbey are attending to the develop-
ment and advancement of their own country, and they would
find ro interest in making waron Canada. I admit that their
fronticrs would be as much exposed as ours iu the case of
war, and that if we are unjustly attacked every Canadian
able to carry a rifle would bo ready to man our borders to
protect his home and defend his country. Where the
States would suffer most in case of war with England, and
what is the best argument against a war, is that their cities
and towns on the Atlantic seaboard are exposed and would
be ruined by the British ships. But with the States it is
not a question of war, for their common sense tells them that
they would have no interest in fighting Canada. When I
hear hon. members say that we are traitors, because we
state that there are only 36,000 soldiers here, I think these
gentlemen must not understand what is the position of men
who have been elected by a majority of their constituency.
My hon. friend for Rouville (fir. Gigault) says that the
States are prosperous because they are protected. I do not
deny that, but under unrestricted reciprocity we would re-
main rotected as we are now, and we wonld associate with

the States to protect ourselves against the rest of the world.
It would be protection enlarged. The same principle
that made them rich wuld make us rich, and instead
of having five millions of people as consumers, we would
at once have sixty millions, and in a very short time, a
population of one hundred millions to buy our products.
My hon. friend says, that in the States the supply is greater
than the demand. Well, I wish he would come to some of the
counties between Montreal and Quebec; he would see large
quantities of hay, potatoes, eggs, poultry, and varions other
farm products sent to the States continually; and if ho went
to the north shore of the St. Lawrence, he would see the
same thing. But the hon. gentleman says that he would
favor reciprocity limited to agricultural products. Why ?
la it becanse that would be a benefit to the farmers? I
presume so. I suppose ho favors it, not for the benefit of
the manufacturera or the morchants; it must be for the
benefit of the farmers. Well, does he know that free trade
or goeral reciprocity with the States, would include recip.
rocity in farm products; and if reciprocity in farm products
would be good for the farmers, the hon. gentleman would,
to-day, declare by his vote, that he would sacrifice the
farmers for the manufacturera; ho would sacrifice the many
for the few; ho would sacrifice ail the farmers of this
country for a few thousands-no, a few hundreds-of manu-
facturers; bocause, do rot count as manufacturera, or as
deriving any benefit from the tariff, the poor mon who
work from six o'clock in the morning tilt six o'clock in the
evening, to enrich the manufacturer who employa them.
And by sacrificing the farmers, what does ho do?
l0 chases them from the farm, and sende them to
work lor the manufacturers, cither in Canada or in the
States, to lose thoir health, thoir patriotism, and that
honor which characterises those who live on the farm.
That is what the hon. gentleman doces; ho cannot get out
of that; and those who will oppose, perhaps successfully,
free trade with the States, will have to a.swor for it.
They sacrifice ail the working classes of this country to
enrich a few. My hon. friend is too respected, too intelli-
gent, too good a speaker, too honorable to want subscrip-
tions at election times; but there are some who will vote
against reciprocity in order to obtain those subscriptions
at election times. My hon. friend is not the only one who
has declared that ho would favor reciprocity for the farmers.
In 1879, when protection was proposed in this country,
it was doclared that we wore aiming at reciprocity;
later on an offer from us was laid down in the
law, and has remained in our statutes since. It
is the expressed and avowed opinion of our hon-
orable opponents. They admitted thon, and they still
admit, that reciprocity would benefit the farmers of
Canada; and to-day they eay, in spite of that, we will not
have it-why ? The only possible reason to my mind is
that some of the manufacturera would suffer. Well, that
reason even is not a good one. My hon. friend from the
County of Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) the other day stated that
some Americans had erected in Canada a manufactory of
fertilisers, and they could now compote in the States. I
aske some manufacturers of shoes in Quebec what they
would think of reciprocity with the States, and they told
me they were pericctly able to compote with any manu-
facturer in the States. I have seen in the press reports
from hundreds of manufacturers who said they were ready
to compote with the States, and I believe that this country
is in a fit state to compote not only in the States, but in any
other country, with all the manufacturera who use the raw
material whioh we produce. Perhaps some manufacturers
upheld by artificial means would suffer, like three that feul
in the coun ty of my hon. friend, because there was nO
market for them; but for one hundred that feti there would
be one thousand started up. Now, free trade with the United
States is admitted by the Government to be a good thing 80
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far as the farmers are concerned; and yet to day they
refuse to accept the offer of the States. They cannot
refuse to comply with the motion before the louse
without laying down this broad and false principle :
that we must protect a hundred manufacturera at the
exponse of millions of farmers, and millions of people
composing the working classes of Canada. I say, Mr.
Speaker, that we, in Canada, must find markets of some
kind. We have natural resources in unlimited quantities,
but we have no market. We are right to turn towards the
other colonies, towards South America, towards Spain; we
are wrong to exclude France; we are right to try to find
markets everywhere; but we ahould, at the same time, try
to bave opened to us the most natural market possible, a
market near us, with which we have so many ties, with
whicb we daily communicate; and if we refuse that, we
shall be responsible, perhaps, for a state of things which
may prove disastrous in many respects for this country.
But the motion says only this: that we should endeavor to
ascertain on what terms the States are ready to trade with
us. My hon. friend says we should not comply with the
offer of the States, because we have been so well treated by
our mother country-England. I wonder where 1 Is it
when England has taken away from us by the Ash burton
Treaty that territory which to-day we miss so much, that
territory which, perhaps, makes it necessary for us to-day
to search for new markets ? Is it whcn England excludes
us from her treaties with other countries ? Lot the hon.
gentleman quote te me one single treaty by which England
has taken the least care of Canada. fHe will not find one.
It is ail very well to say that we enjoy our laws and our
liberties, that we speak French when we want to. Well, let
us go to the States. I have seen thousands and thousanIs
of my fellow-countrymen there. They had, last summer, a
splendid demonstration, with an immense procession, in a
Protestant city, and what did I see? On the day of
their celebration all the factories and shops were closed.
It was a day of general rejoicing. The great mass of the
A merican people lined the streets and saluted with acclama-
tious the procession wherever it passed; and there I saw a
population of French Canadians satisfied with their position
They had gathered from every part of the States, and many
of them told me they were happy, that they were making
moncy, that they were respected. True it is they know
ho* to make themselves respected'. They work and
are honest, and God bas given them as much intelligence
at least as the rest of the people f this world. Does the
bon. gentleman mean to say that if Canada was not under
the British flag we would not be free, but would be
élavesa? Does ho mean to say that the people of Canada
are se bad that without the protection of the British flag,
the French Canadians would have no status on this con-
tinent ? Does ho think that the batred which is being
engendered concerning the Jeanit question, and the French
schools in Ontario, represents really the sentiment of the
people? Ls he prepared to state that this counti y is not
peopled by a population who are all on a footing of equality
before the law, and that French Canadians are more exposed
to be oppressed in this country than they would be elEe-
where ? I deny that. On the contrary I have confidence
in the people of Canada, and we are ready as the French
element of the Canadian nation, to march shoulder to
shoulder with the other elements and to give equal
justice to everybody. I do not believe that we owe
everything to England. I admit that England has done
good towards us. That is put down in the treaty, but
wore the conditions of the treaty inserted solely for the
benofit of the 60,000 Canadians of French descent, who
were then in Canada? I do not think so. It was a long
treaty, and many things were written and signed in it, but
it was not the love of England for us that caused to be
inrted in that treaty the condition that we would onjoy

equal liberties with other nationalities. No ; that condition
was inserted in the interests both of England and France.
It was those interests thatdictatod it, and we have to thank
God for having prepared events in such a way that the
treaty was drawn up as it was. Some fanatics may be
ready now to do away with that treaty, but their eflorts
will be futile, and will only result in thoir being laughed at
by the people at large.

Mr. HESSON. Yon will soon lose that privilege if you
get commercial union or reciprocity.

Mr. AMYOT. I am happy to see an hon. gentleman
here so ready to defend our interests, and I will tell the
people in my county that we have in this House a gentle-
man who has our interests so much at heart that ho wants
to prevent our farmers selling our pr.oducts to the Ameri-
cans. I do not wish to take up any more of the time of the
House, but simply to lay before the House in a few words
the position I take on tbis resolution. I have followed with
interest and admiration this discussion; I have come to the
conclusion that this motion is an expression of a principle
which must be sanctioned by everyone who bas at heart the
interests of the Dominion.

Mr. SPROULE. In rising to continue the debate upon
this most important subject, I do not propose to weary the
House with any longthened statisties or collations of figures,
because I think we have becn treated to such ad libiwn. I
think that the facts have been established, and that infor-
mation bas been produced to prove the bappy and prospor-
ous condition of Canada and the advantage of our condition
compared with that of other countries. I bolieve that has
beon shown in a way thut defies stuccessful contradiction.
At the outset, I must congratulate tbe hon. the Minister of
Finance upon tho able, clear, concise, and logical statement
he bas been enabled to give to this liouse and the country.
I must congratulate the Governrment for having so con-
ducted our affaira that the Miniter of Finance was in a
position to prosent the statement ho did only a few days
ago It was his duty; and it will be my duty, for a short
time, to call the attenion of the flouse to the condition of
this c>untry. If we consider its condition compared with
that of other countries, if we consider the condition of our
people in the various linos of life in which they are engaged
wiLh that of the populations of other countries, taking into
account the expondituro of Canada since Confedor rtion, and
the rapidi:y wiih which we have built our railways since
Confederation, the uurnber of ourcanials which we have com-
pleted, the importance of the public works which we have
erected, the increase in our number of post offies, the in-
crease iu the large, extensive and impirtant products of the
farm, the increase in the amount of goods that are manu-
factured for the consumption of people at home and ahrcad,
and in the products of t.he forests and the mines, and in alt
die various lines that represent ther industrial wealtb of our
country, we can come to but one conclusion, and that is
that Canada bas been a great success during the laist twenty
yoars. Il we view our country from its financial i-tand-
point, if we consider the amount of money deposited in its
banks since Confederation, we must admit that Confedera-
tion bas been a great succoss. Lf we look at that barometer,
which is above all others, the best by which to estimate
the condition of the people and thoir trade, the circulation
of money, and take into ac3ount the extension of that,
we can come to but one conclusion, and that is that Con-
federation bas been a great success. In 1878, only 10 years
ago, we had bînk notes circulating in Canada to the extent
of 821,466,641, Dominion notes $3,235,000, in all 834,692,173.
fHow is it to-day ? Iostead of8 24,000,000 we have a circula.
tion of $41,763,000. Now, every hon. gentlemen possessing
the intelligence % hich members of Parliament must possess,
will understand that thq trade of a country requiro a
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certain amount of money to carry it on, and in proportion
as that trade expands so does its currency. The amount
of money that is necessary to carry on the trade of a
country is just in proportion to its wealth and trade.
Viewing it from that standpoint, we must candidly confess
that Canada bas beon a very great success. If we look at
the condition of our people, not only in the large cities and
towns, but in the agricultural portions as well,if we go into
their palatial residonces, in our cities, and into their magni-
fioently adorned cburche-, their extensive and magnificent
hotel, and if we enter into the private relations of life, we
will find there the evidenees of comfort, peace, enjoyment
an.d intelligence. Have we the indications of want here that
are Io be found in other e untries ? Have we hore millions
crying for bread to allay the hungeer of the starving, as they
have in European .countries ? Have we petitions from our
citiesand other parts of the country asking thetG.overnment
to come to the aid of those poor and destitute people who are
unable to provide for themselves the necessaries aid com-
forts of life ? It is not now as it was in 1878, when we had
the House of Commons almost besieged by those unfortu-
nate and destitate people in such largo numbers, but we
have not the evidences of want to.day nor the appeals to
the Governmeat for redress that we had then. Have we
petitions from the people showing that any important
change is necessary cither in our fiscal palicy, our com-
mercial policy, or any other policy, which is under the con.
trol of the Government, and which is essentially nacessary in
the interests of the country ? I say we have not; but
I consider, in going over these lines, that no un-
prejudiced man eau avoid candidly admitting, as the
Reov. Principal Grant said, when he came back from his
trip almobt round the world, that, comparing Canada
and the wealth, and intelligence, and industrial pursuits
of our people with those of any other country, every-
thing that went to make peace, prosperity and plonty
would compare very favorably in Canada with any
other Country in the world. That gentleman said ho had
passed over five ocoans and touched at se-en coîtinents,
and yet be found that Canada was the flower of all the coun-
tries he had seen. He said it would be a fortunate thing for
Canada if a few first class funerals were to take out the
croakers from amongst us. What are we promitsed by this
rcsolution if it Fhould be passed ? We are promised by the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that we
shall have the good times which Canada enjoyed during the
existence of the old Rcciprocity Treaty with the United
States. le did lnot tell us the reasons for those good times
which the people of Canada then enjoyed. He says, epeaking
of those days:

"These are the days the farmers look back to as the bright days in
the history of their country, these are the days they desire to see come
again, and these are the days they are going to vote to have come agein.
These are the days that my hon. fciend's resolution promises shal come
to them again, and they will try that resolution, at al events, before
tbey are convinced that they cannot have them again."

I need not ask the attention of hon. gentlemen in this
House, many of whom are older than I am, to the condition
of Canada at the time of that Reciprocity Treaty. I need
not ask them what produced the condition of affairs which
we enjoyed in this country at that time. It was not the
Reciprocity Treaty alone, though, no doubt, it was an
element, to a limited extent, in producing that prosperity,
but it was more largely due to circumstances whieh were
outside the control of our country. It was due to the
Russian War, and afterwards to the American War, wbich
lasted from 1862 to April, 1865. It was due to the fact
that bundreds of thousands of the agrieulturistesand manu-
facturers of the United States were taken away from their
legitimate pursuits to defend the Union, and the farmera of
Canada were called upon to supply the wants of that people1
whioh could not be supplied by Sheir own farmers. Thus,
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we had high prices, prices which ruled far above the nor-maI
prices. I call the attention of hon. gentlemen to a com-
parison between the prices which existed then and those
which exist now, in order to show the utter impossibility,
if this resolution passed ten times over, and the retult was
to bring about free trade or unrestrictcd reciprocity with
the United States to.morrow, to bring back that state of
things. At that time, wheat was worth $1.66 a bushel, or,
taking the average price of wheat for the.twelve years
during which that treaty was in force, it was $1.3(;
per bushel. Corn averaged 77 cetts a bushel, wheat flour
87.12 a barrel. During the four years from 1884 to 18,7,
the average price of whpat was only 93 cents a bushel, in.
stead of 81.36, which is a great difference. Corn, which
brought 77 cents a bushel during the twelve years from 18
to 1866, was only worth 53 cents a bushel during the four
years from 1884 to 1887. Flour, which was worth an aver-
age of $7.12 a barrel in the twelve years, only brought an
average of 8 t 92 in the last four years-very little over hall
the amount. If our condition was measured by the trade
carried on with that country, and it was ail done by means
of these comnodities, the House will sec the fallacy of the
argument of the hon. member for North Norfolk (ir.
Charlton) that this resolution, if carried, would bring back
those days. It could not do so, becauso the, prices bave
been going down steadily for years past. During the twelve
years to which I bave referred, bacon and hame were worth
11 cents a pound, and during the last four years only 8
cents. Lard was worth in the first period 12 cents a pound,
and only 7 cents in the last. Pork, salted, was worth 9
cents, and now only 6 cents. Beef, salted, wasworth 8 cents
then and only 6 cents now. Butter brought a price during
the twelve years of 21 cents a pound on the average,
and during the last four years an average of only 16 cents.
Cheese which was worth 11 cents during the first period
was only worth 9 cents during the second period.
I give these fi gures to show the failacy of the arguments
btought forward by the bon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) when ho endoavors to convince the flouse
that, if unrestricted reciprocity were brought about by the
adoption of the resolution of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) it would bring back the
prosporous days of the Reciprocity Treaty. I do not
wonder at the hon. gentleman's statement, because, if there
is any hon. gentleman in this country who is to be stamped
with inconsistency, it is that hon. gentleman. In 1876, ho
is a protectionist, and says that every young country needs
protection for its manufactures as a child needs the protec-
tion of its parente until it can protect itself. He says that
the history of every country shows the necessity of protect-
ing the manufacturing interests, where the wealth of the
country is not sufficient to enable those engaged in manu-
factures to compote with old countries who posssess both un-
limited wealth and skilled labor. But, in 1879, ho turns
round and says that the great panacea for al these evils is
free trade throughout the world. There is no one in this
flouse who i so stamped with inconsistency as the hon. gen-
tleman. It cannot be that the additional 1light which ho bas
got on the subject since has changed his mind. We would be
glad to suppose that he changd it from honest convictions.
If he was consistertly carryinz out the new convictions, the
new ideas which ho had imbibed since then, and we fiod
hirm proclaiming, as he did only the other day : 9 Tùe pro-
per principle is the greatest good to the greatest numbeu ;"
and saying, "when I compare the agriculturists and laborers
of this country with the manufactur ers, I find that the latter
are few in number, and I am justified even in the destrue-
tion of their ines, provided I do good to the larger nui-
ber." But when the same hon. member comes to recipro-
city in wrecking, he tells the louse that an investment inl
that line should be recognised by this flouse, that vesteà

rights ought to be protected, and hat we aould not alloW
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them to come in direet competition with tie United States
wreckers, who can overpower us by virtue of more exten-
sive plant, by virtue of greater means. Now, it is very
strange thatoneprinciple is propounded tosait one case, au
not in the other. The bon& gentl"eImu has taked his re.
patuton upon the very point he bas proposed on these
trade questions, for every time he as endeavoring to con-
vince the House that the ground h. occupied at vari-
ons times was t.he only correct ground in all these
principles; yet, before two years have passed he has
convicted himself by moving on to some other point.
Now I can only say that in my opinion his arguments, al.
though they were very clearly presented, although they were
apparently logical, pobessed, as he is, of a great and culti-
vuted mind, and an extensiveexporience-he alwayspresents
arguments to the IHouse and to the country that may be
acceptable--nevertheless, I say, that the force of those argu.
ments is very materially destroyed by reason of the incon-
sistency displayed by the hon. gentleman during the last few
years. When the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) was taliking about the exodus from the country
and an objection was made to his statement, he replied by
asking: "What bas the National Poliey done for the
people of this country? Are the people not destitute,
are they not in want,? If not, why do they Icave the
country ?" The bon., member. for Perth (Mr. Hesson)
answered across t he.oor of the House that the farmers
were domng welt in this country. The retort came back
from the hon. member from South Oxford: "In your little
village of Brussels I can point ont to you no less than 70
men that have left the country and I can give you their
names and addresses in the United States. I happen to
know something about that neighborhood, because I re-
presented it once, and had some relations with the people."
WeI, I can only say that I do not wonder they left, because
I suppoe they were susceptible to the iLIluence of great
teachers like the hon. member for South Oxford, and the
hon. member for North Norfolk, who for years have bceu
dinging into their ears stories about.the elysian tields taat
lie beyond the border, the great, wide and enterprising
country, with boundiess fields for enterprise, far in advance
of what we have in Canada. I say I do not wonder that
many of these men left home for the United States, if they
placed any credence in the statements that wore made to
them, or if they had any respect for the intelligence of the
hon. mem ber for South Oxford, who has been dinging these
things into their ears for the last ten years, and the only
wonder is that more of them did not leave. Now, I may
ask, if this resolution is carried, what would it do for the
country ? How would it affect us? In the first place, it
would compel us to abandon our right sand hand them over
to foreigners. Why, do I say that it would compel us to
abandon our rights ? Because, every public man of any
standing, either in the United States or Canada, who las
spoken upon this subject, biassamost invariably admitted
that it was atter ly impossible to negutiate these trade rela-
tions with the United States without Canada abandoning
her rigbts. Here is what the Philadelphia Record says on
that p-ints:

"No scheme which would give-to Canada pn equal voice in the deter-mination of federal taxation could be considered. 6he would have to
accept the position of a State in the Union, with only such power inthe determination of the tax rate as her comparative population would

ngtle ber to. Hewthia ould be effested without representation inC!ongres je amatter liard ce determine."

Or, in othex words, that whereas the ULnited States are
composed of sixty millions and Canada is composed of fiveimillions, we would have one representative for every twelve
of theirs. Would that not be abandoning our rightes? TheiReform party-have always been noted in Canada for fight-i
11g agaWnstthe, control of Dowining Street over our affaire
here ; they âhaeAways lield thati thea influence sthat Eng-
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land exerted over nq, even down to the presept dey, bas
been prcjîdicial, and now they demand the right to make
our uon e treaties. They say that England has no right to
have any control over us whatever, and yet, Sire, it is
strange to find that these same gentlemen are willing not
only to delegate the right to make our own treaties,
but the right to control our own trade affaire
to the United States, a country that bas no direct interest
in us whatever, as England has, because we are part and
parcel of England; but the only interest that. the United
8tates can have in us must be antagonistic to our own inter.
ests. Sir, we are a young country, and we shall necessarily
b. compelled to go on, year after year, increasing our ex-
penses for the purpose of developing this country. The
United States are au old country; they have accomplished
that long ago, for they have built their railways, their canals,
their telegraph lines and their public buildings, and to.day
the problem they have i to know how to @pend the surplus
money they have collected. Now, if we entered into this
arrangemenit we should fiud, inside of a year or two, that we
wanted more money, and to get more money we would be
comupelled to levy a higher rate of taxation upon the goods
coming into the country. But the Americans do not want
any more protection ; they would not consent to it. Where,
then, could we get the moncy ? There is only one source
from which we could obtain it, and that is by direct taxation
upon the people of this country. The hon. mnember for South
Oxford faits in with that view; it is the darling theory of
his life. He is a freo trader; h. admires the principle upon
which money is raised from the poor people of E ug.
land, as superior to the principle upon which we raise
money from the people bere. He would welcome that eys.
tem of direct taxation, because it is in harmoney with his
free trade views, and because it would be carryiug out what
h. has always suid was the correct principle. But would
the people of Canada think so ? I can asure the hon, gen-
tleman and I can assure this country that whenever the
irne comes that the Government is compelled to raise

money from dirut taxation, then, if not before, the people
would realise the great evil that had been brought upon
them by Reform legislators in this country. They would
feel it then, friom the poorest man who works in a ditch to
th j most bloaLd millonaire that we hear so much aboat,
who has been made rich by the tariff ; then they would
understand the force of the shock with direct taxation star-
ing them in the face, if ever this policy was brought about.
In the natural course of our development we shall roquire
more money, but we would not b. allowed to increuse the
tariff. If there was any conflict between the interests
of Canada and those of the United btates, if we reI,'ired
to change our tariff, and the United States found theo tariff
high enough, then 12 against one would always con-
trol the tariff and we would be practically beh>lless
and would be obliged to submit to them. Thon there is
another point. Suppose we entered into this arrangement,
it would b. for a definite period, and afterwards found that
it did not work to our satisfaction, and we desired to drop
out of it, then, I say, a financial crisis would come upon
this country; we would be almost ruined, and ae would
have te organise our country anew; we would have to start
where we started 20 years ago; we would have to travel over
the history of the past and plant ourselves back in the sale
of progression, not only 20 years, but, I believe, 40 years.
I believe that if this scheme was carried out it would prove
an element destructive to the interests of the agriculturists.
Why ? Because the United States are competitors with us in
every line. Thoir country lies alongside of our-s for a
distance of three or four thousand miles; their country
is, much of it, warmer than ours, and their grain comes
in earlier, their roots and their vegotables are ready for the
market belore ours, and they are thrown into our market ut
the very time when they bring the highest price, and would
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therefore compete the most successfully with the produce of
the farmers of this country, and in tbis way our agrieulturist
would sufer. And in every line in which they are engaged they
must sufer if this resolution passes, and if the Donminion Gov-
ernment entera into such negotiations as the hon. mover of
this resolution prouoses. But in what other way would it
affect the farmers ? It would destroy our cattle trade, be-
cause the United States stands to*day as a scheduled country
in Europe, and American cattle are slaughtered et the point
of landing, while such is not the case with our cattle; and
our farmers know well that this is a very important privi-
lege, of which they are at present receiving the benefit.
Shippers of cattle know well that this is very important in
the interests of our stock raisers, and they are satisfied that
if we bad free trade with the United States we would bo de-
prived of this privilege, and a severe loss would accrue to
our agriculturists. Wbat more ? It would destroy our
butter trade and our trade in cheese. The United States
to-day are making a spurious article of cheese which the
manufacturers can Fell at 5 cents per plund with a profit,
while our farmers say they cannot make cheese profitably at
less than 9 cents per pound. If we had free trade with
the United States, what might we expect in this
regard ? The reputation of our cheese would decline in the
European market, until it would only bring the same price
as the American cheese brings to the American manu-
facturers. Not only so, but American cheese would be sent
across here by millions of pounds to compete with our
cheese and to the destruction of our trade. In every one of
theFe Ilnes our farmers would be great losers by unrestricted
reciprocity. Again, urrestricted reciprocity would destroy
the manufactures of this country. Somae hon. gentlemen
have said thet alil our manufacturera want je a wider market.
Ali manufacturera who have given any attention to this
question express but one opinion on the subject, and that is,
that the manufacturers of the United States in a few months
would be found in Canada from Montreal to Sarnia pro-
vided we had unrestricted reciprocity. The Cleveland Leader,
a very well informed paper, says:

" We would swamp their (Uanadian) markets with manufactured
goods, and wipe out their manufactures in many brauches at one stroke
To save these industries they hve adopted a protective tariff againat
even the moiher country, Great Britain, which is their greatest source of
revenue. The idea that they will give us better than they do Great
Britain would be foolish to entertain. Great Britain would not tolerate
any such invidious distinction."

There is but one desire expressed by the manufacturera of
tho Western States and that is to get into our country to
compete with our manufacturera, for they are satisfied that
in a very short time they would have fal control of the
Canadian market and their goods would be sold in every
retail store between Montreal and Victoria within a few
monb if there was unrestricted reciprocity in operation.
But hon. gentlemen opposite could not object to that, be-
cause they hold tht manufacturers are of no benefit to the
people, that the principle of protection is a wrong onýe, that
the protected interests of the country have never been re-
cognised by the great ma-s of the people I will cal(lthe
attention of the House to one fact connected with the prin.
ciple of protection, which will no doubt satisfy hon. mem-
bers that the people generally consider there is some virtue
in protection. Why do we find villages and towns offering
bonuses to manufactures, provided they will establish a
factory which will employ a certain number of men ?
This has been carried on to such an extent as to have
compelled the Provincial Legislature to pass a law to
prohibit it. If no virtue accrued, if thcre was no benefit
obtained from the increased consumption of goods from a
larger number of bands being employed and an increased
consumption of farm products, why ehould they make those
offers ? To Sy mind it la only protection in another form,
in the form of a bonus, which Reformera and Conservatives
join in advocating, reoagnising thereby the importance and
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correctness of the protective principle. But if you say any.
thing about this matter politioally, the Reformer stops at
once and says he is a free trader. The truth is hoeis a free
trader when you say anything about the protective tarif,
but not when you ask him to assist in giving a bonus.
Then he is as anxions as eis bis political opponent to assist
in carrying a bonus, for he recognises the value of obtain.
ing an increased number of inhabitants in a manufacturing
town, knowing that they will prove consumers of farmn pro.
duce as well as of general goods. I, therefore, ask what ad.
vantage would unrestricted reciprocity accomplish for us it
we obtained it? I have endeavored to show that it would
give foreigners control of our own affairs; and next I pro.
ceed to show that it would virtually accomplish the separa-
tion of Canada from the mother country. Why do I make
that statement? I say so because in watching the press of
the country, I have failed to find a single announcement
from any person of note in England or Europe, or the an-
nouncement of the opinion of any publie man of importance,
who bas not stated unmistakeably that if Canada inaugur-
ated such a policy and discriminated, as this resolution
proposes, against the mother country, it would thereby
break the last tie that binds it to the mother land. Mr.
Hitt, in moving the resolution in Congress, did not make
that statement to the people of the United States. One
point which strongly attracted my attention in connection
with this discussion, was the similarity in the language and
even the words used by the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) and Mr. Hitt when he preeented the resolu.
tion before the House of Representatives. No one can
place those statements side by side without coming to
the conclusion that Mr. Ritt got his information from the
hon. menber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). That
would not in itself be objectionable, if the information was
correct and honestly given, because the hon. gentleman
would simply have been enlightening a foreigner. But wbon
you conceal a part of the truth it is equivalent to telling
a falsehood. When you keep back an important part of the
truth that should ho given to those people to enable them
intelligently to understand the question, it is not only doing
an injustice to individuals, but it is deceiving those who
may listen to and be impressed by the arguments. I
will read to the House the statements made to the House by
Mr. Hi tt when he presented his resolution, and the state-
ments made by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) in bringing this resolution before the House. The
hon. member for North Norfolk (Bir. Charlton) said:

" Then we are told that England would not sanction uch an ar-
rangement I do not know about that. England did sanction the
treaty called the Brown-Thornton Treaty which amounted almost to
unrestricted free trade, which put a very large number of articles on the
tree liat."

Mr. Hitt said:

" Will it be said that England will not consent to any arrangement
which would give a preference in one of her colonies to American goodu
over British goods? Her Gavernment in a noted instance did this very
thing not many years ago In 1874, when the Reciprocity Treaty wai
being negotited by Minister Thornton, the Englisb Government in-
structed him to modify it at the suggestion of the Canadian Ministry
and make such additions to the liât of American goods to be admitted
free into Oanada as the Canadians deaired. He did so, and made out a
long liat of American articles to be admitted fre of duty, so long thIt
it was almost free trade."

That is the statement of Mr. Hitt. The hon -member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) said:

" The treaty amountei almast to unrestricted free trade."

le thon quoted an extract, as follows:-

In 1874 when the Reciprocity Treaty was being negotiated by Minister
Thoruton, the Englian tGovernment inbtructed him to modify it at the
suggestion of the Canadian Ministry, and make such additions to the
liai of &mericau goods to be admitted freeinto Qanada as the #anadians
desire."
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Both gentlemen used almost the same language and the
same words. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) proceeded to say:

" He did se, and made out a long list of articles teobe admitted free o
duty, se long that it was almost free trade."

Mr. litt used the same words and they are both crediting
this as being their own language and originating out of
their own heads :

" Not one of these articles coming from England was te be admitted
free et duty-"

Says the member for North Norfolk ; and-
" Not one of these articles coming from England was teobe admitted

free of duty-"

Aiso says Mr. Hitt in his speech. I say that it would be
praiseworthy in the memb r for North Norfolk (Mr
Charlton) to endeavor to enlighten a foreigner regarding
our country. if ho did not conceal from him a part of the
truth which would have enabled him to correctly and intel.
ligently understand our position. The hon. member for
North Norfolk goes on to say :

" This draft of a treaty was sent te Lord Derby, who answered that
the whole proceeding was approved, and the English Government
assented te the arrangement admitting A'nerican goods free te a British
colony, where a tariff of 20 or 40 per cent. was te be laid upon the same
kind of goods coming from England or any other country than the
United States."

And the Hon. Mr. Hitt uses exactly the same words. Wbo
taught the Hon. Mr. Hitt; who instructed him if it was not
the member for North Norfolk ? I say that the discrodit-
able part of it is that ihe hon. member f)r North Norfo'k,
who got that information from the Debates of the Sonate on
f bat treafy, read part of that debate and read it cori ectly,
but ho left out that portion of it which gives a fi it contradie-
tion to the words that ho and Mr. Hitt used. Why did ho
notquote what the Ion. George Brown said in defending
that treaty that ho proposed to the United States ? The
Hon. George Brown is the man who conducted negotiations
on behalf of Canada; ho was the person wbo was sent by
the Mackerazie Government to look after the interests of
Canada in that, and he says:

"I come now. hon. gentle men, te the objections which have been
urged against the treaty from such quarters as entitle thein to a f>rmal
snqwer. The first of these is the allegation that the treaty discrimina-ed
against Great Britain in favor of the FTnited States. Nothing could be
more unfuunded than tais. It was perfectly understood trom th' open-
ing of the negotiations that no article could be free from duty in regard
te the United States that was net also free with regard te Great Britain
and nothing else was ever contemplated for a moment "
That is from the mouth of the very man who is sent tbore
by the Canadian Government to negotiale that treaty, but
the hon. member for North Norfolk concoalod that infor
mation from his friend Mr. Hitt, and they both foll into the
same error and conveniently kept the truth from the people
of the country, so as to lead them to believe that England
would have no objection to Canada negotiating suh e
treaty, if she thought fit herself. Is that fair ; is it honor-
able ; is it consistent ? It is on a par with the consistency
of the hon. gentleman in many of the courses ho has taken
lu this liouse. In an article on this question the Mail
newspaper appealed to the Hon Alexander Mackenzie, and
asked him to say whether or not it was intended that that
treaty should discriminate against England, and that paper
was authorised to say that not a single article in that treaty
Was contemplated to be brought into this country under
more favorable circumstances from the United States thar
from England, that the same duty on the goods coming from
the United States was to be imposed on those coming froi
England, and every article that came from the United States
wh'ch was on the free list should also be put on the free list
if imported from England. It is a pity that Mr. Hlitt should
fail into such a mistake when ho endeavors to enlighten the
flouse of Representatives, and it is a pity ho got his infor-
mation from a source so unreliable and so dishonest as to
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betray him into an error which I think he would not nake
if ho knew botter. Such a thing is; disgraceful to Cana-
dians. Let every man lay the truth and the whole truth

f before the public, and enable them to judge for themsolves,
and no man should concoal part of the facts and thon endea.
vor, from part of the truth and from false promises, to reason
that England would have no objection to such a treaty. The
EIon. Mr. Hitt goes on to say that Mr. Chamberlain had said
that if Canada wanted such a treaty she could have it, but
ho stops there, and I aminclined to think that Mr. Hitt got
that information from the samo source. The speech which
Mr. Chaaberlain made before leaving the old country was
construed by the Mail newspaper as an insult to Canada, that
ho should have made the statement that Canada could separ-
ate from England if she wanted to. The Right Hon. Mr.
Chamberlain, in explaining this matter to the eloctors of
Islington, said :

' What I said was, that there was a party in Canada which is seeking
at the present tine for commercial union with the United States. Com-
mercial union with the United States, as I understood it, means frec
trade between Canada and the United States While at the same lime
Oanada is to continue to impose protective duties on importe from the
mother country, that is to say, that she is tc give a preterence in every
article of manufacture of the United States over Great Britain. Well, I
say that if Oanada-if a great majority of the p-ople of Canada-desired
any arrangement of that kind I have no doubt they would be able to
secure it.'
But here is where they stop the quotation, and they do
not give the remainder of Mr. Chamberlain's speech, which
says:

"I did not think that there was anybody in this country who would
attrmpt to prevent it by force; but [ regretted that in that case ail that
continued of this slender tie which still binds Canada to this country,
Bo far as we are concerned, would disappear, and that it was not likely
thît the people of Great Britain would continue much longer to sustain
the obligations and responsibilhties of the relationships after the reci-
procal benefit had been withdr %wn, and so I said that if a union of this
kind ever came about it would be the first step and the signal for politi-
cal separation."

Now, the latter part of this speech of Mr Chamberlain is
left ont by Mr. Hitt, and it is this part of the speech which
is hidden from the American people when an unfair infer-
once is intended to be conveyed that the people of England
would have no objection to unrestricted reciprocity. If it
i4 not out of place I would give the mombor from North
Norfolk this advice, that in future when ho endeavors to
instruet the American people or the Canadian people either,
lot him take some solid grounds from which lie can argue
and give them the truth, the wh )le truth, and nothing but
the truth. When the facts are laid before them in this
way, thon and only thon can they fairly judge of the situ.
ation. The announcement by the Hon. George Brown in
reference to this matter is unmistakable and it is backed
up by the assertion of the late Premier, the Hon. Alexan-
der Mackenzie. I very much mistake the feelings of the
Loni. Mr. Mackenzie to-lay if ho is in harmony with, or
supporting those hon. gentlemen in what they are en.
deavoring to bring about in Canada. I said that
[ bolieved it means separation for Canada as soon as we
enter into those froe trade relations with the United States,
and ut the same time exclude the mother country from
the same advantages, and if the, arnnouncement of the
press of the United Staies, and the sentiments expressed in
Congressand in the Sonate, is any indication of the feelings
of that country, there is but one conclusion to come to, and
that is that free trade with the United States means separa-
tion from England. I say most unmistakably that it means
annexation with the United States. I have bore before me a
nurmber ofextracts taken from American papers and from
the speeches of prominent politicians of that country, who,
like ourselves, are shaping the affairs of the nation, and i
take their expositions on the public platform and in the
House of Representatives and in the Senate of that country
as an index of the sentiments of the people of the States. I
take John Sherman, the,Republican leader of the Senate,
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and what doos he say? He says: 'I say therefore that
anything that would tend to produce the union of Canada
with the United States of America will meet with my
hearty approbation." That is what Mr. Sherman said in
the Senate when he spoke on this very question of commer-
cial union, and ho continues:

" Yes, Sir, I want Canada to be part of the United States. Within ten
years from this time, in my judgment the Dominion of Canada will
be represented in the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain or in the
Congress of the United States, and I sy to senators on both aides that
I hope that that representation will be in the Congress of the United
States, and those countries up there, so interesting to us, and bound
to us by so many ties, may be part of the great English speaking
Republic of America. I do not vote against this treaty because it may
possibly bring about thisa state of affaire, but I shall vote against it
because I believe it tends to erect a barrier, and to preveut the very
objects that are sought to be accoinplished."
Now, I have given you Mr. Sherman's views. What does
Mr. Blaine say ? In speaking to the people he said :

" But I am opposed, teetotally opposed, to giving the Canadians the
sentimental satisfaction of waving the British flag, paying British taxes
and the actual cash remuneration of Americau markets. They cannot
have both at the same time. If they come-with us they can have what
we Lave. but it is an ab3olute wrong against the rights of American
citizens that millions of men who owe the United States no allegiance,
and who have no part nor lot wnth us, who are not of us, but choose to
be foreign to us; it is an absolute wrong for a Democratie congress to
say that they shall have exactly the same ahare in our markets and the
ame privileges of trade under our flag that we bave."

Now, these are the sentiments of two of the most prominent
mon in the United States to-day ; and if I look at the prose
of the country I find the same views expressed. The
Oswego Times says:

"I e would make our neighbors across the lake a Canada with Ameri'
cau institutions-in short we would annex them (virtually) if not in
name, and that he thinks a political union would follow a commercial
union is pretty clear from the fact that he said the flag of the union
would follow the trade."

The New York Mail and Express says:
" If Canada agies by statute to a general union, she muet face

probable abandoument by Great Britain, and then annexation with the
United 8tates, ao that ie really annexation which is involved in this
commercial union discussion; and, while there is a strong party in
Canada favoring annexation, we fancy that the majority outside of the
Maritime Provinces are not yet converted te the plan."
If he knew the sentiments of the Canadian people, he
might well add that a large majority amoogst the people
of the Maritime Provinces are against this prop-itioL. Tbe
Buffalo News says:

" The Tories are in control of the Government of Canada, and the
keeping up of a close British connection is one of the prime articles of
their faith. Between that and their dread of political annexation which
in the opinion of many commercial union would lead up to, to the
United States they will find it very hard to adopt Mr. Wiman's views.
The Syracuse Standard says:

" Mr. Btterworth scorna the idea that commercial union means
political union. It means nothing else. We waut no commercial union
without political union."
There are a large number of similar expressions from the
press of the United States, which I might give, but i
do not propose to waste the time of the louse
by giving them. But I take a letter of Mr. Sher
man's, written to a friend in Woodtstock, who bad eulogised
a speech made by that gentleman in the west last summer.
He Baye:
"I intend to follow up the speech, to which you kindly refer, by a

more extended one on the Retaliation Bill, so euddenly sent to Congress,
the chief object being to show the importance of our commercial and
personal relations with Canada, the ties which bind our people together,
and the benefita te both countries of a policy of free commercial inter-
sourie and ultimate union."

They all speak of this movement as "ultimate union," Mr.
Hitt himself, speaking of it to the manufacturers of the
west, said :

" We in the west would like you manufacturera of New England, te
have access to that great m;arket of Canada, with a Reciprooity Treaty,
or better still commercial union. You will have the preference over
English, French or German goods, an l two years time after it is

Mr. bIRoULE.

adopted, goods from Yankee manufacturera will be in every retail store
from Montreal to Victoria."

I think there is not an hon. gentleman in this Hlouse, or in
this country who will not agree with that. Now, I give
these extracts as evidences of the sentiments of public mon
in the United States to the relationship that would ho
brought about in the event of any such policy being entered
into by the people of this country, and I can only come to
the conclusion that if it were carried out, it would mean an-
noxation, and thereby the extinction of our national exist-
ence. It would destroy our commercial relations with the
old country; it would destroy our Canadian natiorality
and our national sentiment; it would subjugate our people
to foreigners who have no interests in common with us, but
interests contrary to ours in almost every particular; it
would delegate to them the control of our finances to the
detriment of the country ; it would lead to direct taxation,
because when the control of our finances would be taken
out cf our hands, we should have nothing to fall back upon
to raise money but direct taxation. We have been told by
the hon, gentleman who moved this resolution, that his
only excuse for troubling the Bouse with it was that ho
considered it of great importance. In view of the con-
dition of the country, in view of the sta'e of the peo.
ple, in view of the dissatisfaction that exis's among
our people, in view of the arrested development
which as hoeis pleased to say is to le found in
every part of this country, ho propounds this policy as the
great panacea for all our evils-in view of the exodus, and
in view of the fact, he says, that Confederation bas proved
a failure. Now, I would like to ask the people of this coun.
try : Bas Confederation proved a failure? After the state-
ment we had from the hon. Minister of Finance of the
development of our country by railways, bycanals, by com-
merce, by money put into the savings banksand the varions
banks of the country, by the circulation of money in our
country, which reprosents its developed trade, by the rapid
progress we have made during the last twenty years in
every particalar, by the extension of our boundaries since
1868, by the devolopment of the resources cf our country,
by the large educational institutions that have been built
up, by the imposing and ornamental churches which we find
throughout our country, by the rapid growth of our cities,
and by the i creasing wolth and prosperity of our citizens
-after ail of these things are considered, i would ask: lias
Confoderation been a failure? On the contrary, bas not its
success been far beyond even the most sanguine expectations
of the fathers of Confederation when they entered into it?
What was Cnfederation intended for? It was intended to
allay the urfortunate clashing of feeling among the discord-
ant elements that were found among the different nationali.
ties and religions comprising our people of that time; it was
for the purpose of bringing us together for a com mon defonse
and for an inter-provincial trade which bas been rapidly
developing since; it was for the purpose of building up a
national sentiment which would make the people of Canada
feel that they had a common heritage and a -ommon inter-
est, and should live together in unity and harmony. It was
for the purpose of allaying the discordant strifo that bas
from time to time arisen botween the French and the English
elements in this country-between Roman Catholios and Pro-
testants, and between the different nationalities; it was for
the purpose of increasing thut provincial trade; it was for
the purpose of cementing and reconciling those various ele-
ments. And how far to-day has that been accompliebed ?
Is not the evidence that we have before us of intelligent mon
trom every part of this country extending from Prince fEd-
ward Island in the east away to Victoria in the west, who
represent the various discordant elements which were found
on this American contnent before Confederation-is not
the fact that these mon are here working harmoniouslY
together to-day to be accepted by us as an evidenoe tbat
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the great end of Confederation bas been amply accomplished. in other countries, takoe care to show the silverI say we are building up a national sentimenti I say we are side, but in speaking at home they show the
cultivating a tpirit of amity among the varions classes, dark side. Is it to be wondered at thatajfew of our people,
nationalities and religions of our people; i say we are going when they are subjected to this agitation from a source
to understand each other botter by being brought bere that they respect, by mon whom they believe to be men of
together in the sane chamber, working ont the saine end, honesty and intelligence, should transfer themselves from
discussing together the various measures which affect oui Canada to these elysian fields which have been painted in
progress, working out the destinies of life as best we can, înch glowing o'ilors by hon. gentlemen opposite ? We do
according to our iudividual and collective intelligence, and not noed this resolution. The people of Canada do not
in this way boil ling up a great nation. I ask, then, has require any great change. The country does not require
Confederation been a failure? If we look at the advance- unrestricted roeciprocity to give it prosperity; the country
ment the country has made in its industrial pursuits. only requires to be left alone under the care and manage-
I ask bas Cor.federation proved a failure ? If we look at the ment of the same mon who have brought it to the pitch of
provincial tradfe that bas been established and carried on prosperity that it bas attained to day. These mon have
since 1878, I ask again lias Confederation been a failure ? If succeeded admirably in their mission, and the people of
we look at the varions teaching institutions and the Canada have shown thoir gratitude by electing thern time
enhanoed intellîgence of our people, as evidenced by the and time again by increased maj>rities on ech o.:caion. I
various liies of literature an i of taste and arts thit are ask thern why h nid wo entertain the demand for the change
rapidly being developed in the varions sections of the that they wish to impose upon us ? That demand comes
country, we may well aisk has Confederation been a failure? from no other class of people save those mon in this House
If we go into the homes of our people in the rural d'stricts and thoir supporters who are anxious to beotransferred from
and find thora providcd with ail that they require to the cold shades of Opposition to the Treasury bonches. In
supply their wants, find them amply provided with food and] my opinion, as an observer of Canada and its affairs
the ordinary necessaries of life and with the elothes t) pro and destiny, L say if we can judgo of the sentiment
tect them from the inelemency of the weather-1 say if we of the Canadian people to day, by the evidences on
find these an] if we find no inconsiderable portion of our every aide, they only wish to be lot alone to work
people unemployed in our large cities, if we find commercial out their own destiny intellgontly as they are d >ing.
tarade being rapidly developrd, and if we f-d he evidences We want neither annexation to ibe Unitel States nor
of peace and prosperity in all the ranks of life, we cannot separation from the mother country. We want neither
fairly assume that Confederation bas been a failure. Has Imperial federation or commercial union. We want
any country in the world accomplibed more under similar only toe oleft alone and thon the people of Canada
circumstances? Could any system aceomplish more in will prove, as they have proved in tie past most un
Canada? Could the destinies of Canada have been guided mistakably, that C>nfederation has been a groat success,
botter than they have been by the varions Govern. that Canada is a prosperous country and a country which
monts of Canada since Confederation ? Could any country any man ought to be satisfied to live in. Our peuple are
in the world point Io a more rapid development ? Could koeping pace with the onward march of progreessand
any country have been settled more rapidly ? Could you prosperity equally with the people of every other country
have given a larger amount of peace and prosperity to the under the sun, and can do for theraselves what the most
people by any other system than is found to.day in the intelligent and advanced people are doing in other cou ntries.
Dominion of Canada under Confederation ? If ail these ad. They can educate themselves, they. eau clothe and feed
vantages have been brought about by Confederation, we themselves, they can make for themselves eomfortable
must pronounce unmistakably that it has been a great homes if they are only loft alone. If we can only keep
success, and that the fathers of Confederation are entitled these mischievous agitators quiet who are preaching every-
to the eternal thanks of the people for having in their whore discontent,those mon who are impracticable in their
wisdom seen fit to devise this soheme of bringing together views, and who are endeavoring every hour of the day to
the varions elements of Canada and cementing themn in one convince our people that there is something they should
grand whole as they have beon cemented within the last have which they have not and which they could get across
20 years Thon, if Confederation has not been a failure, the southoin border. I say that Canada does not wont
and if we find these evidences of satisfaction in the their teaching to-day. Our people are satisfied that they
country, I may ask, who are the people who ask for have a good country with ait the facilities fer promotion
this great change to-day ? It bas not been asked by peti. and devloprent (bat may be fonnd in (ho most advanced
tions extensively signed by the people throughout the coun- sud civilisedcountry to-day, sud ail (bey ask is te be
try who want something they have not got. It has not allowed te go on sud deveiop (hein resouroos ai they bave
been called for by virtue of any information which hasboon bee n deug in (ho past. Ail (boy ask is not te ho interfored
given to ns from the largo centres of commerce. It has witb in t(is manch et progroas, and in addition te (bat
uot been asked for by the agriculturists. It has not been ihey ask that lIome Who bave controlled (ho dostinies of
aked for by the manufacturers nor by the fishermen. the CoantrYso well in tho pas(, should ho rebaiuod in their
From whom thon does this demand come ? I say it comeb places in tbis Rouse, in order (bat (bey may continue te
but from one source. It comes from a few discontented admiister (ho affaira of (bis country, ntil snob time as
politicians on whose brows disappointment has left its im. the people wiilcati for a change (holveS, and 1 arnsure
print, and whose highest aim in life appears to be to b the time will nover core when (boy will ask for cuber un-
transferred across the floor of tbis House to the Treasury rostnicted reciprocity er commercial union or annoxation
bouches. They, and they only, are the educators of theo te Uited States.
people in this discontent. Leave the people alone, and they
are contented and happy; but ii is an easy matter to make Mr. McDOUGAid (Cape Breton). I de net iise for (he
Some people think that far away fields are green and that in purposoetgoing into (bis question at any greut lengh at
a distant country there are opportunities for promotion and Ibis late heur. The question las been diseumed se faily
advancement wbich they cannot find at home, because the by membors on boti aidesoethouoe, and espeoially on
people are always shown the glittering side of the picture thia ide of the fouse, (bat hon, gentlemen on thoo(er
and never the dark side. Our people are shown the silver ide bave receivod,1think, a cpmplete reply te (heir argu-
side of other countries, but only the dark side of theirmonts. Ilowever, (bore are seemattera affecting (ho Pro-
Qwu bjy hon. gentlemen oppoette, who, who pe vince Ico e fron and teveoun I he ave ah honor t re
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present, with which I dosire to deal very briefly. Hon.
gentlemen opposite, and particularly the hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mir. Charlton), and, if I mistake not, the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) made re.
fereLce to the protective policy, as it affected the coal in-
dnstry of Nova Scotia; and they made statements to the
Bouse which would lead the country to believe that the
National Policy, which imposed a duty of 60 cents a ton on
toreign coal, did not benefit the coal industry in Nova Scotia
to any extent. In fact some of them made the statement
that it did not benefit anyone ercept the mon whohad their
money invested in that industry. These are the points to
which I desire to refer for a few moments. The total pro-
duction of coal in the Dominion of Canada is about
2,400,000 tons, two-thirds of which is produced in the
Province of Nova Scotia. In 1868 the total produc-
tion of coal in Nova Scotia was 453,624 tons. That
is twenty years ago. In the year 1878 the total pro-
duction only reached 693,511 tons, or a rate of 5 per cent. of
an increase per annum on the production of the ten previous
years. During that time we had no protection on our coal,
and our chief market was the United States, to which we
sent about tbree-fourths of the total production of the Pro-
vince. In 1879 this Parliament imposed a duty of 50 cents
a ton on American coal, and subsequently raised it to 60
cents a ton, which is still the duty on coal. I wish to
show the Bouse the effect of that protection on the coal
industry of Nova Scotia The total production in 1888, the
year just closed, was 1,156,500 tons, or an annual increase
of 18 per cent. for each of the ton years from the time the
duty was imposed on coal to the present day. We may puti
this in another light, and possibly hon. gentlemen may thon1
see it in a little clearer way. The value of the labor, or thei
cash paid for labor in connection with the development ofj
this industry, is a matter of very great consideration to our
laboring classes. Looking at the total production in 1868,
and basing the cost per ton on the rate of wages paid at1
that lime, we find the cost of labor in producing the coalé
to have been 81.A2 per ton, and the total amount paid(
for labor in the development of that industry twentyi
years ago was $598,783. Ton years after, in the yeari
1878, the year before the imposition of the duty on coal,1
basing the calculation upon a ihigher rate :f wages, in order1
to give every advantage to hon. gentlemen opposite, at theb
rate of 81.65 per ton, we find that the amount of $915,434t
was paid in cash for labor in connection with that industry;j
or, using another calculation, $..28 per head of the popu-
lation of the Province. In 188ts, after ten years' ex.
perience of the National Policy, basing the wages paid att
the same rate-and I believe I might be justified in puttingi
them at a higher figure, because last year I believe wages1
were considerably higher than they were ton years ago-r
we find that no less than 8.,616,725 was disbursed in cash
for labor in connection with the development of that in-
d ustry, or about 85.81 per head of the populatioi as com-i
parcd with 82.28 before the imposition of the duty. To myi
mind, this ought to be a very saiisfactory answer to thosec
hon. gentlemen who contend that the protection to
coal bas not been a benefit to the people of Novag
Scotia generally. It is a very great benefit, as willa
be seen by the statement I have made. Another featurei
of the case is the amountwhich the Provincial Governmenti
have derived from this industry; because for every ton ofL
coal which is raised in the Proviace, a royalty is paid intob
the Provincial Treasury of a little less than ton cents per t
ton. In 2.i78, Ç53,697 were paid on the total production,o
while in 188, ton years after tbe adaption of the National i
Policy, 6151,388 were paid in as royalty, or 33J cents per b
head of the population as*compired with 2 cents pere
head before the adoption of the National Policv. That isr
another answer to hon. gentlemen opposite which ought to

Mr. McDoUALL (Cape Breton),

be satisfactory. That is a benefit to the Province as a
whole, it is a benefit to every man, woman and child in the
Province, because it enables the people to get the benefit of
the production through the payments which are made to
the Provincial Legislature. It is also a benefit to the Do.
minion, because, previous to the imposition of duty on the
importation of coal, we were obliged to come here year
after year seeking subsidies and concessions to enable our
Provincial Legislature to meet the expenses of the Pro-
vince. Now that is not the case. We have a revenue
of a very large amount from that particular industry.
To-day we have 8150,000 yielded by this industry, of which
we get the benefit. The total annual revenue of our Prov-
ince is about $650,000, and of this the coal industry pays
8150,000, so that hon. gentlemen will see the benefit derived
from this industry in that particular line, aside from the
benefit derived by our laboring classes generally. Then we
have to add to this the benefit derived from the employment
of this labor in the mines, the employment of a large num-
ber of horses which consume large quantities of hay and
grain, which are furnished by the Provinces of Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island, so that not only does the
protection of coal benefit Nova Scotia, but also Prince
Edward Island. In addition, our miners are large con-
samers of flour, and, as hon. gentlemen know, flour is not
manufactured in Nova Scotia nor in Cape Breton, where
a large portion of these mining operations is carried on.
They get the flour from the Province of Ontario, nearly all
of it. In previous years they imported it largely from the
United States, but to-day that is not the case. I am happy
to bear testimony to the fact that to-day the flour that is
supplied from Ontario to the people of Nova Scotia and
Cape Breton is an article that gives satisfaction, both as to
Drice and as to quality. I was astonished, the other even.
ing to hear the statement by the hon. member for Kent, Ont.
(Mr. Campbell), who is a large manufacturer of the flour
which is consumed to a large extent in Nova Scotia; the
productions of that hon, gentleman's manufacture, I may
say, enter more largely into the consumption of the people
of the Island of Cape Breton to-day, than the production of
any other miller in any other part of the Dominion. Yet
we heard that hon. gentleman make the bold statement on
the floor of this Huse that this duty was a tax on the
people of Canada, and he ventured to say that the coal duty
should be removed, because it is a tax on the people. Well,
the money derived from the development of that industry
goes more of it into his poctkct, I may say, than into the
pocket of any oiher man in the upper Provinces. I ara
sorry to find that the hon. gentleman bas been so blind to
bis own interests and to the interests of his own Province,
and of the people who want to get a market for their flour.
I am sory to find that a gentleman so prominent in the
manufacture of flour should make such a statement. -He
seems to me to be cutting off bis nose to spite bis face. I
would advise my bon. friend te leave the nose where it if,
and the face as well. Leave the coal duty where it is, and
it will benefit not only the people of the neighborhood
of the mines, but it will also benefit the people of
Ontario. Well, in addition to the people who are en-
gaged in this coal industry being consume-s of flour
and other articles, they are large consumers of cloth-
ing, boots, shoes, cottons and wares of ail kinds that are
manufactured in Ontario and in Qaebec. Our people buy
largely Irom the Province of Ontario in those lines, nota-
bly from Montreal and Toronto and other large centres ; s0
that the money which is earned by these people by reason
of t1:e development of the mines, is distributed not only to
the people of the Province where the work is performed,
but all over the upper Provinces as well. What the people
engaged in this industry and interested in its development
require now, is not only the maintenance of the existing
duty on coal, but an increase of that duty. It would be
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only fair on the part of the hon. gentlemen representing
Provinces which produce those articles which are consumed
so largely in the neighborhood of these mines-it would
only be fair that tbey should willingly concede to the
people interested in the further development of those mines,
a further increase of duty. In doing ro they would benefit
both themselves and the people engaged in the coal indus-
try. This would not increase the price of coal. An hon.
gentleman etated on the floor of this House in a previous
discussion that the imposition of this duty upon coal had
the effect of increasing the price. That has not been the case.
There is no increase in the price of coal-in any part of the
Dominion to-day, as the effect of the duty which was im-
posed 9 or 10 years ago. Why, Sir, a year ago the duty was
removed on anthracite coal, and what bas been the effect ?
To-day the price of anthracite coal is much higher than it
was ten years ago. In Halifax last November the price
was $6 per ton, whereas ten years ago at the same date it
was 5 a ton. The price of some kinds of ceal, of some
particular mines, is even lower than it was ten years ago, so
that the duty that was imposed on American coal bas not
had the effect of raising the price, as hon. gentlemen oppo-
site contend. 'l bere is another reason why hon. gentlemen
ought to agree to this increase of duty that is asked for by
the people interested in the development of that industry.
In the year 1866, if I am not mistaken, the United States
imposed a duty of $1.25 per ton on Nova Scotia coal. We
continued to pay that duty for a period of five or six years.
The result was that, whereas previous to the imposition of
that duty, we sent in the neighborhood of 460,000 tons of
coal to the American market; at the end of six or seven
years, after that duty was taken off, our sales in that mar-
ket were reduced to something like 160,000 tons, and for
the last thirteen years they have not averaged more than
90,000 to 100,000 -tons a year, which is chiefly culm coal,
valued at 40 cents per ton. The duty was reduced to
75 cents per ton some thirteen years ago; yet we do not
find that it increased our sales in that country. Now, a
gentleman who is directly interested in, and connected
witb, this coal industry in Nova Scotia, published a letter
upon the subject a few days ago, from which I will take
the liberty to read an extract :

" And now a Word about the coal dnty: The first National Policy
coal duty was only 50 cents per ton of 2,000 lbi. That was too low to
shut out foreign coal, and as the National Policy tariff raised the duties
on mining plant, the coal trade was not benefited. Subsequently 10
cents per ton additional duty was imposed, which in connection with
luw seaborne freights enabled Pictou and Cape Breton collieries to suc-
ceefully compete in the Province of Quebec with coale from Britain an d
the United States; and as the National Policy started a number of coal
consuming industries in that Province, the result is, Nova Scotia shipped
in 1887 to the Province of Quebec 650,858 ton@, against only 83,710 tons
in 1878 The fact is our shipmente to Quebec in 1887 were only 37,768
tons less than the total sales of ail the collieries in Nova Scotia In 1879,
the firat year cf the coal dnty. That the National Policy saved a num-
ber of valuable collieries from going down ino Bades every one con-
nected with them knows."

" But as every one connected with the St. Lawrence coal trade also
knows, low freights had much to do with the increased business. In
'd7, steam colliers carried coals to Montreal so low that Cape Breton
screened coals were delivered there at $2.90 per gross ton. True, this
did not net the collieries a paying price, but a [0w prie with a large
output may leave some profit. la '88 freights were a little higher sud
so waa the price of coi delivered, and on the whole a little better net
price was obtained than in the previous year. But this year freighta are
up; steam colliers are costing equal to 30 cents per ton on coal more
tban last year and there is reason to fear that Cape Breton and Pictou
cannot pay that increased f reight and compete with coals from the United
States. My conviction is if the duty on coal be not increased our ship-
ments up the St. Lawrence will be much lesa than of late yeare and if so
it will be bad all round ; less work at the mines less royalty to the Pro-
vit ce, and an unprofitable year's coal trade for âape Breton at least. The
Uuited States protected and developed their coal trade in 1866 by means
of $1.25 per ton duty, which they kept on for several years, subsequently
reducing it to 75 cents, which it now ie. Our coal trade needs some-
what similar encouragement to enable Nova Scotia to compete suc-
cessfully with foreign coal in the Upper Provinces, and Ontario for her
own sake should ose to it and devise ways and means of becoming as
independent as possible of the United States for an article so essential
to her homes sud factories, railwars and steamers.

i-
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IlThat United State capitalistB desire te contrel the ceai trade of

hie Province I have no doubt.That an effort was made to buy lte

Cape Breton cellieries i well known, as also that it failed fer the time
being. That their policy may now be to cut us out of our upper Pro-
vince market so as to make the working of .or collieries unprofitable
and indace their proprietors to sell out is quite probable. That a
United States coal syndicate controlling the collieries of this country
might be a very serious business for the whole Dominion of Canada, any
thinking man may seec; hence the need of such a coal duty as will pre.
vent Âmerican bituminons coai suppanting those from Nova Scotia in
the upper Province markets we now bave."

This letter was written by Mr. Lithgow, acting treasurer
of one of the most important coal mines in Cape Breton.
The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
threw a challenge acrose the floor the other night to the
effect that no coal mine had been opened in Cape Breton
since this protection wae given.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman is misstating me.
I said that no new coal mine had been opened that I anew
Of.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton). That is the point I
am taking. But it must be remembered that we had coal
mines at that time which were just being opened, and work
upon which had just been commenced, but the condition of
the industry was such that it was impossible for the people
who had invested in those properties to make any pretence
of developing them. They continued to produce year after
year only a few tons up to the time of the imposition of the
duty on American coal. What has been the result of the
imposition of the duty ? I will name to the hon. gentle-
man some of the mines that have been developed. The
Reserve mine is one of the largest and most profitabie mines
in Nova Scotia. Its total production in 1878, the year pre-
vions t: the imposition of the duty, was only 9,280 tons,
or about four ehip-loads. In 1888 it was 111,900 tons.
The Caldonia mine, which is operated by my hon. colleague
from the same county, produced in 1878 only 17,348 tons,
whereas the total production lest year was 102,927 tons.
Victoria mine, another most valuable property, had a total
production in 1878-aud I venture to say that it Lad been
open for nearly 15 years before the imposition of the duty
-was eonly 12,191 tons; while the total production last year
was 76,656 tons. I might go on and enumerate every one
of the mines in Cape Breton with lbke result; but I suppose
those facts aie sufficient to answer the hon. gentleman's
challenge. Another point raised last evening by an hon.
gentleman opposite was wth respect to the effeit that pro-
tection on coal produced in the Province of British Columbia.
That is the oaly Province which produces coal at the present
time, except Nova Scotia, in the whole Dominion. The pro-
duction of that Province is something in the neighborhood
of half a million tons.

Mr. MITCHELL. What about the Galt mines in the
North-West ?

Mr. MoDOUGALL (Cape Breton). I do not think the
production of those mines bas been very much yet.

Mr. MITCHE LL. Oh, yes, it has.
Mr. MoDOUGALL (Cape Breton). Allusion was made

last night to the mines of British Columbia. The products
of those mines find their market in California, where there
is no competition of any coniequence from American coal,
and thereby the people who send coal into the California
maiket do not pay the duty. The customer pays the duty
because the producers of the coal control the price. If
there is any competition it is among themselves; there is
no competition in the market excopt as bet weeen the pro-
ducts of the different mines oi British Columbia. Se the
American duty does not injure the people of British Colum-
bia as it does the people of Nova Scotia. That will be suf.
ficient answer, in my jidgment, to those hon. gentlemen
who have chosen to take up the coal question in the course
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of this discussion, and I will not trouble the House at greater
length on this question, presuming that what I have already
said is a suffiient answer to the arguments of the hon.
gentleman. There is another point to which I desire to
refer, and it is contained in a statement made by the hon.
member for Prince Edward Island (Mr. Perry), last night.
During his address he made particular reference to the
articles which entered into the consumption of fishermen,
and he enumerated fish hooks, twine entering into nets and
seines, as articles that were taxed by this tariff and on
which the people engaged in the fisheries had to pay duty.
The hon. gentleman was mistaken. If he had only con-
sulted the proper authority he would have seen that those
articles are exempt from duty, and that nearly every arti-
cle that enters into the business of the fisherman is free
from duty. I am astonished that the hon. gentleman should
have made such a statement on the floor of this House,
when speaking for the fishermen whom he is representing
here. I am surprised that my hon. friend should make
such a reckless statement on the floor of this House. Among
the articles which enter in the consumption and require-
ments of th'e fishermen are hooks, nets, seines, lines, twines,
and salt for fish, and my hon. friend tried to make a point
that they had to pay duty on these as well as on the nails
they used in building their boats. The tacts are that a
drawback is given equal to the amount paid in
duty on material used in building all vessels in
cludir.g fishing vessels as well." In the face of these
facts, tacts which are under bis hands, facts I venture to
say which are in his desk if lie chooses to examine them,
the bon. gentleman makes this statement for the purpose
of having it go back to what he considers an unintelligent
class of the people who cun be led away by any erroneous
statement he may make on the flor of the House. If 1
mistake not, the fishermen of Prince Edward Island like all
other fishermen are too intelligent to be stuffed with state-
ments of that kird. I might also refer to the increase in
our shipping to show the progress which we have made in
this direction. The extent of the shipping is an index of
the trade of our country or of any country and particularly
of our maritime shores. Of course, a large amount of the
shipping is in connection with our coal industry, and the
amount of money earned by the people in connection
with this shipping is very considerable. I venture to
say that including this with the amount of money I
have named to the House as being paid ont in connection
with our coal industry, that not less than 83,000,000 ispaid
annually in the Province from which I come. Letme give
the House a few figures to show our progress inthis direc-
tion. In 1878, the year previous to the adoption <f the
National Policy, we had in our Nova Scotia ports a total of
7,803 vessels of all kinds, including British and foreign ;
in the year 1888 which has just closed, I find that instead
of having 7,803 vessels entering and clearing our ports we
had 12,554, or 60 pcr cent. increase in ten years. In 1878
the tonnage was 1,855,F31, and in 1888, 2,931,7 8, or more
than 60 per cent. than what it was 10 years ago. The
tons of freight carried in 1888 were 1,094,950 as against
657,233 in 1b78. The crews carried by those vessels in
1878 were 61,035 while in the year 1888 the number man-
Ling those vessels was 13-617. If that is not an evidenceof
prosperiiy by reason cf the protective policy which this
Hiouse in its wisdom gave to the different industries in
which the people of bis Dominion are interested, I do not
know what is. I am obliged to hon. gentlemen who have
listened so patiently to my remarks.

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron.) Mr. Speaker, in rising to
address the House on this very important subject I may say
that I consider it is one of the most imoortant questions
which have before the Parliament of Canada for many
years, and especially is it important fron the farmer' poine

Mr, McDoTIra GO(Cape Breton).

of view. It is from the farmers' standpoint that I asal
endeavor to treat the question; but I may be permitted
before so doing to offer a little critioism on certain misstate.
ments which have been made by gentlemen on the other
side of the House. The hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) stated that we hal not the stirring times in 188j
that we had in 1878. Now, Sir, I shall contradict that
statement by the words of tbe hon, gentlemen who occupy
the Treasury benches to-day, and by no less an authority
han the Prime Minister of Canada himself. The right

hon. the Prime Minister in a speech delivered in 1î78
describing the condition of the country says:

" Here we are not only suffering depression in every trade and in-
dustry, but our people are leaving the country to seek employment in
the Mills ad manufactories of the United States Was it not a crying
shame that in this country with a fertile soil, a healthy climate, a strong
and well elucated people, that 500,000 of our owa people should have
crosed our bordera in these years and taken up their abode in the
Unitel States, because they could not find employment for their ekill
and energy sud enterprise in consequence of the faise policy of our
leaders."

I leave the member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) and the
Premier of the Dominion of Canada to settie between them-
selves as to which spoke the ti uth in regard to the condi-
tion of affairs in 1878, and as to whether we had the spirited
times described by the member for East Grey, or the de.
pression described by the Prime Minister of Canada. The
member for past Grey also told us that it was not the Re-
ciprocity Treaty that was responsible for the measure of
prosperity that we enjoyed in Canada between 1854 and
1866. In this connection I would read another little extract
from a docunent that was issued by the Coalition Govern.
ment of Canada in 186 . It says:

" Under the beneficent operations of the system of self-government
which the altered policy of the mother country has granted to Canada
in common with the other colonies, in giving us our representative
institutions; combined with the advantages secured by the Reciprocity
Treaty and the unrestricted commerce with our nearest neighbors in the
natural productions of the two countries, the agitation for organic
change has ceased and dissatisfaction with the poiitical rulers of the
Province has wholly disappeared."

Let that be an answer to the member for East Grey when
he states that if we had unrestricted trade with the United
States it would end in annexation to that country. listory
is continually repeating itself, and we know, Sir, that gen.
tlemen perhaps spoke from experience when they spoke
with respect to the feeling existing in this country at the
present time, that we wished to be annexed to the States.
I believe that there are a few people in Canada that wish
annexation, as well as a few in the United States, but the
great majority of the people of Canada are perfectly satisfied
with their condition, if you give us that free trade that na-
ture bas placed us in a position to receive a benefit irom if
it were not for the barriers imposed by the Government of
the day. The Premier of Canada told ais in 1878:

" That the blessed policy they were about to inaugurate would restore
prosperity to our struggling industries which were sadly depressed.
Lt will prevent Canada from being a sacrifice market, will encourage
and develop an active inter-provincial trade and moving as it ought to
do in the direction of reciprocal tarif! with our neighbors as far as the
varied intereste of Canada may demand will greatly tend to secure with
that country eventually reciprocal trade."

Now, Sir, that is the platform that was laid down by
the Conservative Party in 1a7 -, and yet, that is the very
policy that they are contenling against to-day. And yet,
Sir, thiese gentlemen have the unbluahing audacity to stand
up and tell us that we on this side of the liouse are an-
nexationists and traitors. The hon. Premier in 1878, said
of bis policy:

" By having all kinds of industries we would have a great country;
the industries would be twice blessed, our sons would be prevented from
going to a foreigu country to add to its wealth and strength and skili.
'he fruits of their labor wou'd be exchanged for the fruits of the soil,
cities would multiply, and not ouly wouid there be a demand tor the
larger producta, such as wheat, flour, cattle and everything we could
raise, but for cheese, butter, eggi, roots and other kiuds of small pro-
duce."
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Nw, Sir, I will not go further in that direction at present.
The hon. gentleman for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) laid down
a maxim, which if he himself had followed, bis utterances
would not have been what they were to-night. He stated that
ho who told a part of the truth and withheld a part, was
guilty of base misrepresentation. Now, I hold that that
gentleman was guilty of the veiy crime he charged against
members on this side. He started to show what was the
value of wheat during the existence of the Reciprocity
Treaty, and how it had been increased in price after that
treaty was abrogated. He showed us that it was worth 81.35
after the treaty was abrogated; but he sbould have told us
that one cause which assimilated the price of wheat in this
country to the price in Ergland was that in 1871, we paid
nine pence a buthel to bave it carried fiom New York to
Liverpool, while in 1ý86 we only paid one penny. Thon,
we know ti at in 1866, when the Reciprocity Treaty
came to an end, the trade beween the United States
and Canada bad a-sumed vast proportions in compari
sen with what it was at the commencement of the Treaty
in 1854. It had gone up until theîe was a trade between
the two countries amounting to $186,000.000 ; Hnd yet
wh. n we come to 1887 we find that the trade between the
two countrics in that year inot only did not exceed that
amount, but did n t reach it byS*40,000, showing bow
great|y thc country was benefited by the Reciprocity Treaty.
Then we have been told time and again that it is ibe speeches
of bon. members on this sideof the House which bave caused
the great exodus of p pulation that bas taken place from
Canada, but I think I shall be able to show that that is not
u2e caso. Now, we tind that every Piovince in the Dom-
inion receives a certain subsidy from the Dominion in lieu
of what the Dominion gets from taxes on trade and com.
merce, to assist in carrying on the gcvernment of the Pro.
rince. Now, we find that the subsidies to Manitoba and
British Columbia amount to $647,746 a year, but we find that
these two Provinces pay duties amounting to 8660,012 or
812,166 more than the whole subsidy they receive from the
Dominion. Nuw, some hon. gentleman may ask me what
bas this to do with population ? I will endeavor to show.
A great many people from the older Provinces have gone up
to the North-West to settle and when they went there and
found that such large amounts of taxation bad to be paid in
.hatcountry to support the trada policy cf the G,vernment,
when they found that it was the policy of the Government to
give large tracts of land in alternate sections to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, and further when they found
that the policy of the Govern ment was only to grant sett!ers
80 acrcs for a homestead, with 80 acres of a pre-emption
right, while across the line the conditions were much more
favorable, they found that ail they had to do to get rid of
this large amount of taxation and those oth er hardshi ps was
to step across the line, although the soit they found there
was not equal to the soil of Manitoba. With regard to this
population question, I have been very much amused at
some cf he statements of hon. gentlemen opposite, especially
t bose made by the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson).
That bon. gentleman has made statements to show that the
progress of Canada has been much more rapid than that of
the United States. In comparing the population of Canada
and the United States, instead of taking different States
and comparing them with different Provir ces, I would
take the whole population of the United States, and com-
pare its increase with the increase of the population
of Canada according to the last ceusus returns. The
total increase of population in Canada from 1871 to 1881
was 19·80 per cent., while thé total increase of population
in theUnited States from 1870 to 1880 was 2953 per
cent, showirig that the population of the United States
bas increased much more rapidly. Now, we have been
asked to compare the population of some of the Provinces
with the population of some of the States or Territories ad-

joining. The hon. member for Wolland states that the
largept increase of population was found in the Province of
Manitoba, amounting to 247 per cent. from 1871 to 1881;
and ho goes on to state that this is a greater increase than
could be found in any of the States or Territories to the south.
But, Sir, the hon gentleman might bave just recalled to bis
memory the statement which he made in 1884,I admit under
different circumstances , and I was just reminded of it to-
night, when an hon. gentleman on Ibo other side of the
House stated that circumstancos wcro a considerable ele.
ment to be taken into account in regard to the view any
gentleman took of a question. In 1884 the hon. member for
Welland addressed this Huuse upon the loan made to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and, in endeavoring to
show the great advantages to be derived from railways going
into a country, ho referred to the State of Kansas in this
language ;

" Without a solitary bit of material for the construction of buildings.
Where the people live in dug-outs, in Kansa, the population has in-
creased from 417,659 in 1870, to 1,080,090 in 1880, an increase of 158 per
cent."
With all the fine climate that Manitoba has, with al its
fine land, with al its superior advantages that ho describes
so well, he bas only been ablo to show that that Province
increased 247 per cent., but when we come to Dakota ho
mide a comparison with th'tt, nd I hold that a comparison
between Dakota and Manitoba is perhaps the best that can
be mnade. Hie said:

" Take alo the Territory of Dakota with a mieh inferior climats to
ours, aIl 1 need to show its iuferiority in theïe respects is to point out
the physical features of that country. Tii Territory ot Dakota lusthe
water.hed of this continent, and he s îys, with all these disadvantages
the population of Dakota has increased from 14,181 in 1870, to 135,137
in 1880. Why, it has almaost multiplied its population by ten in the
éhort period of ten yeara."

And yet ho asks us to-day if the increase of population of
237 per cent. is exceeucd by that of any State to the south.
Now, with respect to population, let me make a comparison
between the period in Canada from 1869 to 1878, before the
introduction of the National Policy,, and from 187.9 to 1888
since the introduction of the National Policy. The ton
years from 1869 to 1878 inclusive, show an incroaqe of
population of 19-48J per cent., wbile in the ton years frorn
1879 to 1888, during which we were to bve had, under the
operation of tho Nationtl Policy, such a largo influx of pop-
ulation that wouid coiisume ail our extra produce, wo find
that the population increased but 19-26 par cent., so that
there is -?A per cent. of an increase in the ton years
before the National Policy came into existence greater than
that in the ten years after the introduction of that policy.
Thon with respect to the progress that Canada bas been
makiDg. Take the yeurs 1881 to 1886 : During those five
years Ontario increased in population 7·39 per cent, while
Michigan from 1880 to 1884 incroased in four years 13.38
per cent. Dakota from 1860 to 1885 increased in popula-
tion 237 par cent , while Manitoba from 188 I to 1886
increased but 74J par cent. Now, I hold that itbis not the
speeches of hon. gentlemen on this side which have caused
this large amount of population to leave this country, but the
policy of the Governmont in imposing heavy taxes on the
people of that country. When a farmer goes to the North
West ho requires between 8700 and $800 worth of agricul-
tural implements within a very short perod to succossfully
carry on operations ; and taking a common biner as an
example of the taxes ho has to pay, I fini that when that
binder come to the frontier it iN bought at $100, but is va-
lued by theCustoms officer at $130, and is sold to thesettler
of Manitoba and the North-West at $180, as stated by one
of tbe hon. members from that country, and that is a cash
sale, When we consider that there is a tax of 845 to 850
placed upon that implement, and that all the settler has to
do is to cross the line to the south to be free from the pay-
ment of this large amount of duty it is not to be wondered
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at that so many should take their departure from our
country. Our settiers have to pay probably $200 in the
shape of duty on agricultural implements. That is one
great reason of the exodus. Another great reason is that
we granted to the Canadian Paeific Railway twenty-four
miles of land on each side of the railway in alternate
sections, and that the company are free from taxation for
twenty years. Any bon. gentleman who settled in On-
tario wben I did, and suffered as we did by the locking
up of the land by the Canada Land Company, when the
courtry was only partially settled, thus creating great
difficulty in building roads, and school bouses, and bridges,
and carrying on the general improvements of the country,
will know what this grant to the Canadian Pacific Railway
involves. People are not inclined to settle in a country
where they find balf of the lands situated within twenty
miles on each side of the line frce from taxation, and know
that every acre they turn up, every improvement they
make has the effect of inereasing the value of these lands
without giving the settler any corresponding benefit. Let
me give you a statement that a young man made to me two
years ago, who had been in that North-West and had settled
upon 160 acres and performed the settlement duties and got
his patent lie came back and spent a night in my own
residence. I asked him when he was going to return to the
North-West and he said : I will never return there until
such time as the Government adopt a different railway
policy. Ie said that as long as the monopoly of the
Canadian Pacific Railway exists, it will drain the heart's
blood out of every settler in that country, and put
noney into the pockts of the company, and we cannot

expect to have those improvements we otberwise would
have in lands close to the railway line. With respect
to the exodus which has taken place, I would just say
that the exodus is going on this spring as rapidly if not
more so than ever. I am informed that a special train
came down the London, Huron and Bruce Railway yester
day containing more than 30 people and their effects all
coming from Wingham, Ontario, and bound for Louisiana,
and this is the advance guard of others who expect to move
this spring into the States. And on the 12th of this month,
a similar number left the same locality for Dakota, and a
large number left Clinton and Seaforth, also bound for the
American side. The policy of the Government is therefore
bearing fruit more rapidly than we in Canada desire, and I
hope the Government will take warning and reverse a
policy 'hat is working so injuriously. I think I have shown
clearly that the National Policy has not increased the
population in our country in any degree, and this despite
the fact that during the last seven years $2,851,000 have
been expended in bringing settlers into our North-West. I
say it is folly to spend such a large sum to bring settlers
into our country when those settlers will not remain there.
Let me read what one of the Government agents in the
North-West says. It is the statement of Mr. W. C. Grahame,
the Government agent in Winnipeg:

" Many will be surprised to learn that the n umber of actual settlers in
our Province and Territories, bas not been as large as expected, neither
bas the amount of wealth brought in by those who have-come, been as
considerable as tht of former years. This may appear strange, when
we consider the many efforts that were put forth by the many different
organisations, to induce immigration to the Province and neighboring
Territories, but it is nevertheless a fact, that out of the mary thousands
who left the mother country, ostensibly for the North-West, a large
number of ihem found occupation and homes on the Pacific coast, and I
regret to say, a large majority of these are on the American side.

Re continues:
"l I took a keen interest in this matter and interviewed the pursera of

the local steamboats from whom I gathered information hat would lead
me to believe that the steamboats plying between Vancouver, Victoria,
San Francisco and the American porta at the head of Puget Sound,
carried very little less than 10,000 immigrants, most of whom left Europe
with the intention of remaining in British possessions."

Mr. MOMILLAN (Huron).

There is positive evidence that it is not the speeches of
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House which caused thi ,
but the misrepresentations made to immigrants before they
went to that country with respect to the condition of thing-,
and they found them very different when they got there,
and left the country accordingly. I will not say any more
with respect to the question of population. I think I have
shown clearly that the National Policy bas been a failure
in that respect, and has not increased the population of the
Dominion of Canada. Now, take the question of expendi-
ture : We were tola, when the National Policy was ian.
gurated, that it was not to increase the taxation, but was to
cause a redistribution of the taxation, and that the policy
would not only benefit the manufacturing population but
also the agricultural population of the country. Let us sec
how far the promises of the Government have been kept in
reference to the increase in taxation. In 1868 we had an
annual expenditure of $t3,48ï,000. In 1873 we had an ex-
penditure of $23,316,000, or an increase of $9,830,000, or
$1,66,000 annually, or 73 per cent. of increase during the
first five years after Confederation. There was a change
of the Government, and the Conservative Government
had to give way and allow the Reform Government to
assume the reins of power. In 1873, the annual expense
was $23,316,000, and in 1878 it was $23,503,000,
or an inrease in five years of $187,000, or
an annual increase of $37,200, or four-fifths of one per cent.
of an increase annually during the five years that the Re-
form Governient held the reins of power. In 1378, the
Conservative Government came into power again, and,with
an expense in that year of $:3,503,000, they increased it in
1887-88 to $35,653,000, an increase of 812,155,000, or an
increase of Sl,850,000 a year in nine years, or an increase
of 52 per cent., or in five years an increase of 27 per cent.
Takingr the expense upon the basis of the population,which
is perhaps the most correct system of estimating the exr
pense ot the country, we find that, in 1868, the annual
expense was $4 per bead ; in 1874, it amounted to 86 per
head, an increase of 30 per cent.; in 1878, it amounted to
$5.75 per head, or a reduction of 7 per cent. ; in 185, we
find it was $7 per head, or an increase of 30 per cent. ; in
1888, we find it was 87.40 per head, or an increase of 33
per cent. That is the position in which the finances of the
country stand to-day. We find that in five years Sir John
A. Macdonald inicreased the expense 83.10 per head; that
the Hon. Alexander Mackenzie, during the time his Gov-
ernment held the reins of power, reduced lhe expense by 34
cents per head ; a,.d that, from 1878 to the present
time, the expense has been increased by $1.64
per head. What has been the effect upon the
taxpayers of this Dominion on account of this large
increase ? Take the amount of annual expense
and base it on the ground of population, and allow the same
amount which the Hon. Alexander Mackeuzie collected from
the people, 85 76 per head, and you will find that this Gov-
ernment have taken no less than 815,000,000 out of the
pockets of the taxpayers and put into the Treasury. But
this does not tell half the tale. Because I contend that,
while the Government have taken 845,000,000 out of the
pockets of the people to put ioto the Treasury, over 865,-
000,000 have been taken out of the pockets of the taxpayers
which have gone into the pockets of the manufacturers of
this country. I do not want it to be understood that I be-
lieve that the manufacturers have been making large pro-
fits during ail this time. I believe there was a time after
the National Policy caie into force when the manufacturers
did make a large amount of money, but that time has passed.
Too much money was invested in the different manufacto-
ries of the country, and the time came when the production
was greater than the country could consume. Take the
cotton manufacturers for instance. We know that some of
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the cotton mills have had to stop. We know that for their
own protection they have formed a combination and thon
they had to settle the amount of output, and after that
they not only settled the number of yards which were to be
put out in proportion to the number of spindles, but they set-
tled the price which was to be put on the goods by means
of ihat combination. Tbis reminds me of a statement which
was made by the Minister of Finance in his Budget Speech,
that. the cotton manufacturers of this country were in a
thriving and prosperous condition, and ho told ns that they
were sending their surplus products to China and Japan ;
but he did not tell us that, a short time ago, the cotton
manufacturers of Canada beld a meeting and decided to raise
the price of cotton goods 15 per cent, to the consumera of
Canada ; so it is evident that we have to pay dearly in this
country for the goods which go to China and Japan. And
that is tho result of the National Policy. Now, I must go
on and criticise a littie further the statements which wero
made by the Minister of Finance. If it had not been for some
statements which ho made, I do not believe that I would
have taken the platform at this time, but the National
Policy bas proved to be a strange production, it has been an
ever changing policy, but every change bas borne more
bardly upon the workingmen and farmers of Canada. I find
that, in 1877, cotton clothing was admitted at 17J per cent
In 1880, it rose to 30 per cent., and in 18-9 it is up to 35
per cent. Printed cottons were at 17J per cent, in 1877.
they were 28 per cent. in 1880, and 32½ per cent. in 1839.
Those are the cheap goods which the wives and daughters
of the farmers and artisans of the country are to get, and
the Finance Minister told us that the taxation laid lightly
on those who were least able to bear it; but my lady can
go and buy a silk gown and only pay 30 per cent,
while the wives and daughters of the artisans arnd
farmers have to pay 32J per cent. on printed cotton.
Thon, eartbenware and stoneware was admitted at 17J per
cent. in 1877, in 1888 it was 30 per cent, and in 1889 it is 35
per cent. Thon we come to agricultural implements, and 1
make the statement again in regard to which I was contra.
dicted before, that agricultural implements came into the
country free in 1877-78. There was a clause in the tarifl
at that time which stated that agricultural im plemonts which
came in through agricultural societie-, or for the encourage..
ment of agriculture in Canada, came in free. Then it was
the farmers' own fault il they aid notgetall the implements
that came into the country free of duty. We bad ail the
implements we needed doe n to the time that the National
Policy was imposed duty free. ln 1880, 25 per cent. was
put upon implements; but that was notsufficient and they ran
it up to 35 per cent. A waggon that paid 17f per cent. in
1877 was put up to 30 per cent. in 1880, and now it pays
35 per cent. Thon, in reference to pig iron, we find that
in 1888 it paid 38 per cent. Now, just lot me go on a little
further. We were told that the farmers of this country
pay very little taxation, that this was a policy that bore
very heavily upon the wealthy classes, but that the farmer
and the artisan did not require to pay any taxes,
that they could live in the country without paying
almost any taxes. Now, we find that earthen and
stoneware pays 35 per cent, and chinaware 30 per cent.
The Finance Minister also told us that the wealthy citizen
could go to the States and buy a large amount of plate, and
that in pnrchasing 8500 worth, he would pay $150 in duty;
but plate only pays 20 per cent. and that would make only
$U00 duty. He thon goes to a farmer's bouse and examinos
Lis table, and asks what taxes ho pays on bis food? HRe
says ail ibe focd placed upon bis table was raised upon
his own farm, and that it was free from taxation. I would
ask the Finance Minister if ail the food of a similar description
that is placed upon the table of the farmer, is not free to
the weaithy citizen as weil as to the farmer. Have the
ricb not flour at the same rate ? Have they not potatoes

Sie

without duty ? Butter and cheese, fowls, fruit and vege.
tables all free, just as well as the farmer ? But what about
sugar ? Is the farmer not to have any sugar to sweeten his
fruit or hie vegetables ? Does the Minister of Finance pro-
pose that the farmer shall live without sugar ? And thon
how nicely ho turned the question aside. Ho said there are
two sorts of taxation, voluntary and involuntary. Now,
Sir, it is not a voluntary taxation if the farmer purchases
sugar. I was reading a work to-day in which it was stated
that thore is not a country in the world in which a large
amount of sugar is not used; it is considered at the present
ti me to be one of the necessaries of life. I consider that in
Canada to-day sugar is one of the necessaries of life, and
that a farmer has just as good a right to use sugar, or spices,
or the other necessaries of the table, as any other cln of
the community. Remembor, Mr. Speaker, that I do not
advocate for the farmer any special advantages. I do not con-
sider that he is better than any other class. Ail other classes
of the community are just as necessary to the welfare of the
country as farmers; but being the largest class in numburs,
the largest producers and the greatest consumers, and the
greatest employers of labor, I hold that particular attention
ought to be paid to that particular industry. Now, Sir, if
the Mfinister had gone just a little further in trying to fiad
something that was taxable on the farmer's table, ho would
have found that the table itself pays 35 per cent. duty,
But ho says the furniture is made out of our own lumor,
it is grown in our own country and pays no duty. I tell
him that farniture to-day is sold in Canada within ono per
cent. of the cost with the duty added, and we have got to
pay that. I asked one of the largest furniture manufaaturers
in the western part of Ontario within the last few months,
what effect unrostrictod reciprocity would have upon his
industry? HBe had a papor in his hand and he turned round,
" there is a paper," he says, "I have just paid 8 Z50 duty
upon furnishings that I cannot got in this country.
Relieve me of that amount of duty, give me my furnish-
ings free, and I will enter into competition with any firm
in the United States, or any other country." I chanced
to be in Belleville this fall, and I saw the owner of a large
furniture manufacturing company. I put the same question
to him, and received the same answer. 1 say, Sir, that a
great many of our manufacturers are perfectly willing to
enter into competition with the people of iho United States,
or with the people of any other country. Now, lot us sec
what the manufacturers themselves said in 1878, and what
some of them asay to-day. i think there was a report pre-
sented to this House in 1878, of the condition of a good
many of the manufacturers of the Province of Ontario. The
first I will mention is a founder with a capital of $180,000.
lie says:

" No profit on fixed capital lAst year owing to bad debts and keen
competition ; the measure of protection they had enjoyed bad unduly
stimulated the industry, aud the business was overdone."

bat was bfore the National Policy was imposed, ani if
the protection that thev enjoyei thon had stimulated in-
dusiry, what must it be to day ?

" Hosiery establishment in the west : too much home competition and
business overdone ; profits last year 6 per cent.

, Another hoziery establihment : trade fairly good; profits on capital
last year 8 per cent

" Extensive sewing-machine maker: fnot running on full time; satis.
fiel last year witb interest on investment.

" Agricultural implements maker in the west: making reaper htrvest-
ers and varions machines ; past ten months the basiest ever knowa ;
exporting largely to Great Britain, Australia and South Africa; export
trade rapidly increasing."
t am oly sorry that the high duties placed upon iron has
put it out of the power of our agricultural implement
manufaictarers to pay the duty upon iron and to manuifac-
ture and export thoir goods suecessfully to other markets,
as they could before the iron duties were imposed. When
Sir. Massey was examned before the Combines Committee
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last year, what was his statement with respect to the
effect that the increased duty upon iron had had upon
his industry ? His statement was that the increased
duty upon iron in one year had caused bis firm
to pay the extra sum of $30,000. Whon the Bill
was before the House, proposing to increase the
duty upon iron, I wrote to one of Mr. Massey's agents and
received from him a letter in which he statel at that time
that it would be impossible for them to manufacture unless
they increased the price of implements at least 10 per
cent. This is the effect the increased duty upon iron bas
had, obliging every farmer in Canada to pay a price ir-
creased by 10 per cent. upon the implements he uses upon
bis farm. Here is another stutement. James Nixon, ot
Ingersoll, says :

" The profita of this company last year, after making.ample provision
for bad and doubtful debts, were twenty-eight per cent. on the paid-up
capital stock. Our usual profits were over thirty per cent.0* * There
never was a more absurd cry than that manufacturers are languishing
for want of protection, while the fact is the manufacturing industries,
not including lumber, are to-day more prosperous than any other of the
great industries of the country, with the possible exception of agricul-
ture. It may safely be said, generally, that the manufacturers of 0anada
are as prosperous as are the manufacturers of any country in the world
at the present time."

That is the statement of a manufacturer with respect to bis
industry in 187i;. Now, let me read an extract or two from
another class. I find that Mr. T, G. Haskett, of Peterboro,'
lumberman, miller and builder, was interviewed by a repor.
ter of the Mail, and this is what he says:

" Our intereste are very wide and extend to many lines of business.
We are interested In wood working, flour milling, wool manufacturing,
real estate, lumber, &c. An extended market, such as we should gain
by commercial union, would benefit every line. I could manufacture to
better purpose for 60,000,000 of people than I could for 5,000,000."
That is the opinion of one of the largest manufacturers of
that part of Ontario. I will next read the opinion of a car.
riage manufacturer:

" The iron duties have greatly increased the price of iron, and conse-
quently have reduced our profits, there being no corresponding increase
in the retail price of the manufactured article. Some of our manu-
facturers here are not doin gwell under the protective tariff; in fact
some of them have failed. Our market is too small and overstocked
We could produce a great deal more than we do without much extra
expense or trouble if we get larger sales for our goode. I think I can
face any competition, I do not know why I should not. If I am not as
good a business man as my competitors why should the public suffer for
my benefit."

forent statement from that contained in his Budget speech,
especia)ly as at the outset he stated that his Budget speech
would be characterised by candor and frankness of state-
ment, but I was very much disappointed and thoroughly
deceived in the hon. gentleman's statement. The hon.
gentleman told the House that the farmers' houses were all
built of their own timber, that their implements were made
of timber grown in this country, and they had not to pay
any duty on their implements. Does the hon. gentleman
understand anything about farming or farm implements in
Ontario ? i was amazed that the Minister of Marine shonld
have afterwards risen, when this point was replied to, and
make the statement that the Minister of Finance did not
mention implements; I was amazed to hear anyone make
such a barefaced statement before this House. What did
the Minister of Finance say:

" Nearly ail the foods that are used by the farmer are raised upon his
own farm and pay no duty; the wheat he raises he has ground at the
neighboring mill, it is brought into his home and he pays no duty upon
it. The home itself, the outhouses, the barna, all that is necessary in
the way of housing for the work of the farm is built ont of woode which
grow in this country, of which we have a surplus and upon which he
pays no duty."

He further said:
" The clothing for himself and his famnily is in many cases made from

the wool which l raised by the farmer himself, or, if not raised by the
farmer himself, he clothes himself and his family with the products of
our mills, the raw material of which is admittel free. His lumber of all
kinds, his furniture of all staple and solid kinds, his farming machinery,
is made, and made to the bot advantage, out of the woods of his own
country."

I am astonished that any hon. gentleman occapying the
prominent position of Minister of Finance of Canada should
have made such a statement to go before intelligent farmers,
viz.: that all their implements are made of their own tim-
ber. There is not 85 worth of timber entering into the
construction of any implement except waggons, sleighs,
cutters and buggies. A self-binder did not contain more
than 85 worth of wood. In a mower there is only the
tongue made of timber; in a pair of harrows there is no
timber. Yet, the hon. gentleman tried to make as believe
that all the farmner's implemeuts were made ont of his own
lumber and paid no duty. I would advise the hon. gentle-
man to visiL some of the Ontario farms and see the imple-
ments required, and before I take my seat I will state to
him of what a set of implements consists, and the duties the

Let me give the view held by the farmers in the County of farmer le caiod upon to pay. Then we'bave been told in
Bruce. At a meeting of the Farmers' Institute, held a year regard to tbe ware ho uses. The farmer has te pay 35 per
ago in the Village of Teeewater, the following resolution cent. on bis steueware, the man in middle rauk pays 30 per
was adopted unanimously at a largely attended meeting :- cent., but as regards the wealthy individual who eau go to

" That in the opinion of this meeting unrestricted trade between the the United States and buy bis gold or hie silver plate li
Dominion of Canada and the United States would be advantageous te only pays ýO par cent. That esaspecimenof the taxation
both countries, and we desire that the'same may be entered into." at present irposed on the people of this Dominion. With
That is the opinion of the farmers aswell as of the manufac- respect te clothing the hon, gentleman said:
turers, and any bon.gentleman representing a constituency ciSo ihat, taking it in the gross, in the rough, the special articles of
in western Ontario, who will rise in this flouse and state consumption, and of bousin g, and of fuel for the farmer are those of
that the opinion of the majority to-day is not in favor of which shis country produces a surplus, whch are frea within the borderi
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States, is not stat- cf ibis country and upon which not one cent of tsi epaid.
ing the facts as they exist. Let me now state what two As te elothing lot me say this: I am perfectly well a<2
respectable and educated Conservatives toid me before I left quainted wi tb the laws of trade and with the condition of our
home. They said: During the discussion of the trade larmers. It msy be that years ago a farmor made bis own
question in 1878 we believed the Reformers of this country homespun or li could taie bis wool te tho Mill and got it
were fools for talking asi hey did ; in 1883 we were not very spun there, but that day bas gene by. The farier neW
certain about it, yet we voted for the Conservative party; takes his wûol to a woollen Mill sud the manufacturer takes
but when it came to 1887, it had been proved to us beyond iV at market pnice, sud the farmer obtains hieleLhilg et
a doubt that the National Policy was a complote failure, market prices-that is, within 2 per cent. et the cost of
so far as the farmers were concerned, and we will never eimil4n goods coming from Britain into this country, and
cast another vote for any Government which will im- that covers insuranco sud freight. Se liebas te psy Vhe
pose such a policy on the farmers and workingmen wlole duty, sud wben li las paid the whole duty fie
of this country. That is not the opinion of an odd indivi. bas t pay 25 per cent. addîtional on the i5 or 40
dual or two, but it is the opinion of hundreds of people par cent. of duty on woollen geeds. TIns iL 15, I
throughout the western part of Ontario. I desire now to sav, that the burdens of taxation bear very leavily on
refer to a few articles adverted to by the Minister of Finance the farmers. I do net say that the farmers are beggiDg
and I must say I expected that ho would make a very dif- frei door to door; but the farmen's incemo le very Inucl

st.e h wmiLAea(Huron).
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reduced by the heavy taxes he is called upon to pay.
I am now going to give a list of implements used by every
ordinary farmer in the Province of Ontario, and excluding
a few implements that every well-to.do farmer has. I find
that a binder costs $135, a mower $70, a hay rake $22, two
waggons $120. lu this connection just allow me to
say that I have put the values on the implements at the
same rate that the ExperimentalFarm here at Ottawa paid,
i went to the Auditor General's Report and got the prices
there, so that they must ha the correct prices. There are
aliso the following articles at the prices I name: 2 ploughs,
$32; 2harrows, $34; cultivator, $6; gang plough,.81; bob.
sleigh, $24; drill, $75; scuffier, $ iô ; roller, $20; fanning mili,
$28; straw cutter, 845; horse power, 875; turnip drill, $15;
knife grinder, 88; 2 sets double harness, $60; one set single,
$64; surcingles, $4; horse covers, $4; ropes, pulley s and horse
fork, $30; cutter, 8 iO; buggy, 8 20; 2 stoves, $38; sewing
machine, $40; clothes wringer, $6; washing machine, $16;
kit of tools, 8.0. This amounts to $81,040. Now, what is
the amount of duty that a farmer pays on all these ?
The duty on implements amounts to $270, and tho total
duty, including household implements, is $295.37, so that a
farmer pays upon those articles $295.37. Now I hold that
this whole set of implements that i have gone over includ-
ing stoves, washing machincs, and elothes wringer, will not
last more than ten years on an average. If they have to
be renewed every ten years, for implements of this kind the
annual duty that the ordinary farmer in the Province of
Ontario pays is $32.50. I put $3 duty upon twino with the
$29.50 on f;arming implements, because I find that the duty
on twine amounts to about that much. The furniture for a
farmer's house costs 8200, duty, $52 ; carpets in three
roomis, $70, duty $20; clothes fur family of five persons,
$150, duty, $39; a barrel of sugar at 7 cents a pound, $21,
duty, $8.50; coal oil, 10 galions, at 30 cents, $3, duty, 81.24;
rice, corn starch, spice, soda and raisins, duty, $2. So
that $50.84 upon clothing and groceries for the house,
and $32.50 on implements, am';unts to $83.j4 during the
year. Then, we are told that a farmer can put up his dwelling
house and that he ias to pay no duty on the timber. I went
to a hardware merchant who, every summer, supplies mate-
rials for farmers' houses and barns, and I found that for a kit.
chen, small parlor,,two bedrooms and a little room upstairs,
the hardware cost $52, and the duty amounts to 810. A com-
mon barn cost $81 ; duty, $16.33. Carpets, $70 ; duty, 820.
Furniture, $200; duty, 852. Knives, forks and spoons, $10;
duty, 8. .50. fDinner and tea set, $30 ; duty, $8. Total,
$443; duty, 8108.83. We find that in incidental articles
required, the duty on clocks is 35 per cent.; bed clothes, 43
per cent.; towels, 25 per cent. ; drain tiles, 28 per cent. ;
fertilisers, 20 per cent.; and grain baga, 27½ per cent. I
wrote to a firm that imports wire largely and I was told that
the price of barbed wire wholesale in Canada was 5Î cents a
pound, white in Chicago the price of the same wire is $3.85
per 100 lbs. wholesale. Wire is sold retail in Canada 6-5 cents
per lb., and in Chicago retail at 4-6 per lb. A farmer in
putting forty rods of a wire fence has to pay $5.36 more
than he would if wire were allowed to come into the coun-
try duty free, and for the putting up of a quarter of a mile
of wire fencing ha ha- to pay $10.72. Now, the hon. the
Minister of Marine and b isheries asked if the member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) meant to state that
the price of land had been reduced on account of the policy
Of the Government. Every gentleman who understande
anything about political economy, or anytbing about the
farmere' position to-day; knowé that land is only worth the
amount of profit that can be made out of it atter all the
burdens on it have been paid. Whether it be direct taxa-
tion or indirect taxation, or any other burden, the farm is
compelled to pay. It has to come out of the land and it
reduces the price of the land by just the amount he has to pay.
The annuai duty on implements is$ 32.50 as I have shown,

and this, on a farm of 90 acres, with 60 acres of erop, amounts
to 5 1 cents per acre, increasing the cost of raising an acre
of wheat by 53 cents or a fraction over 2â cents por busiel.
That is the increased cost on account of implements alone of
raising a bushel of wheat in the Province of Ontario. Now,
if a farmer pays $32.50 annually for implements, capitalise
that at 6 per cent. and you will find that for implements
alone the price of a farm is reduced by the amount of $510,
baecause 6 per cent. on $42 cornes to that amount; thu a
f rm is reduced by $540 on account of the annual tax that
is placed on it by reason of the duty on implements. Now,
take the total duty of $33 that a farmer is compelled to pay,
and capitalise it at 6 per cent,. and you wili find that it
reduces the value of a good 16J acres of land in the
Province of Ontario by $1,3-3; and yet hon gentlemen
opposite teli us that the tarmers pay no duty, and that
it does not injure the-n. Why, Mr. Speaker, [ can re-
member twelve monthi ago that it w.s stated in this
Flouse that the revenue derived fro)m a hundrod acre
farm in Ontario in one year amounted tr only $790,
and that the expendituro amounted t $720, leaving
only $70 of profit to the farmer after ail his year's
hard labor. Now, Sir, just consider for a moment the
effect of the duty on the farmor. The amount he bas to pay
eats up the whole of the profit ho makeson his farm bocause
in the calculation made, the daty was not includel. Now, i
find that the PostmasterGeneral toldus lastyear, in a spoo, h
he made, that the farmera of the Dominion of Canada oould
not be boenefited by unrestricted trade with the United
States, that the only article in which they would be bane-
fited would be horses, barley, and a fow ch ickeis. Tant was
the amount of the hon. gentleman's iuformation. Now, lot
me go over a few articles that we have exported. l 18d8
our total exports to ail countries were $78,000,000,of which
the products of the farm amounted to $40,155,656. To the
United States we exported $37,300,000, and to Great
Britain, $33,600,000, or $3,700,000 more to the United States
than to Great Britain. In 1878, we exported to the United
States, 825,245,000; and in 1888, 844,572,000, an increase of
817,327,000, or 75 per cent. To Great Britain we sent in
1878, $46,000,000, and in 1888, $40,000,000, a reduction of
83,000,000, or 15 per cent., showing conclusively that the
United States is our natural market, and that our trade with
that:country is increasing. Now, take the amount of goods
imported into Canada, and from Great Britain we find they
amounted to $39,298,000, upon which we paid a duty of
$8,972,739, white from the United States we imported
$18,481,000, on which we paid a duty of $7,109,233; in
other words, we imported $9,000,000 more goods from the
United States than from Great Britain, upon which we paid
81,863,000 less duty ; and yet bon, gentlemen on the Govern-
ment benches cati aloud about discrimination against Great
Britain. Is this not discrimination ? Is this not letting
goods in from the United States on more favorable terms
than from Great Britain ? Now, take the annual average
of our trade in two periods of five years each. With Great
Britain, from 1873 to 1877, it was 895,665,000, and from
1884 to 1888 it was 884,300,000, a reduction of $11,3f65,0U0,
or 12 per cent. The annual average trade with the United
States, from 1873 to 1877, was $83,221,000, and from 1884
to 1888 it was $86,299,000, or an annual average increase of
83,07 ,775. Now, we have been told that the United States
cannot be a market for the products of the fariners of the
Dominion of Canada because they raise sncb large quanti-
ties of agrieultural produce themseives. I was a littie
astonished at the hon. member for West Huron, who last
year stated that the United States returns showed that the
exports of agricultural produce in 1887 amounted to $485,-
500,000, of which the exports of beef amounted to 892,000,-
000. Then he said :

" I ask you, is it possible that a country that exporta these quantities
of agricultural produce requires the products of ansada."
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But heo seems to have got a little light when ho comes to by the Ministor of Finances that raw material for the Cana-
the present year, for he says: dian manufacturer, such as wool, bides and'skins, and certain

"Do they come and give us $200 or $250 for a horse just because theyfkeodftimbu ed i the maingcffritree la
have an affection for us? No, Sir, it is because they want the horses,
and if they did not want them they would not buy them." the farmers? We find ho bas te pay dutios upen tues; wa

find that ho has te pay daty upen fertilitsers, and that in
He finds, Sir, that they want them this year, although there the matter cf cern ho ie discririnated againet as ccmpared
was not a market for them in the United States with tho distiller. I hold that freern wauld be a great
in 1887, Now, Sir, I just want to say that the benefit te car agriculturista. We send over 40,000 head cf
United S'ates, in 1888, took from the Dominion of cattie te tho Unitod States annually te ho fattened, over
Canada $10,4U6,278 worth of agricultural products, 30,000 cf wbich cerne from Ontarieand these ceuldbh
while Great Britain only took $4,292,640, leaving $6,103,- prefitably fattenedin carcwncountry ifwohadthoduty
638in favor cf the United States. Thon,woent tebGreat rem vednfrem cern. Our farmors to-day have te pay a
Britain 54,158 head cf cattie and te tho United States 40,- heavy tax cf seven and a half cents on cern. To-day, barley
0417. Thon, I flnd that in wboai in 1888, 86J por cent, cf is soling for 5 u cents a bushel and cern at 39 cents delivertd
ail we exported went te the United States and 63J per cent. in bond, anid if the cern wero admitted freo, cf duty it would
to Great Britain. The people cf the United States actualiy ho a great beelit te the farmer, becaus it w uld bed ceaper
ceeintc car market te ceupete with ether buyer s fer theo feed his catte with the crn a that price, especially as
purchase cf our wheat, upfn which they pay 20 cents a it gives 56 bs.te the bushol whereas the barley gives aonly

bushel cf duty to take it into their cwn country. Will 4S3 lbs. te the bushel. We have board a discussion about
any hon, gentleman opposite tell me that if that [ertilisers, but there is ne system that euld.givn a chaper
duty were removed, instead cf taking 1w77,000 bushels fertiliser telthe armer than tfe alow him to purchase hia
cf whoat in 188% they weuld net bave takon throb times cen f ree of duty with whichte feed hie catte and savo
that quantity. 1 maintain that if thc duty wreotaken away themanure te put on hieS land. Thmanure frm a ton of
they would bave taken a mucb larger qaantity, bocauso c orn is worth £ fls. or $7.44 a ton, and ifthon. gentle.
they requiro our wbeat for seed, and are willing te pay a mon opposite love the frmer very uch, why do they net
god prico fer it, and everyb Tjy knws that tsoed from a place hi corn a level with the distiller and allow him a r
nrthern cuntry should o taktn 8t a southeru coentry. bate upon cern, on is certifying that ho las fattelnd with
Now theo two articles show very cloarly what benefit th it cattne which ho sont eut cf the country. But is any
fermera would derive freom uni estricted r Sciprociy. take favor te ogiven the farmer? The time, howevecr, is rapidly
purse ofin, wa1870, during thi last six month cf the approaching whon those gentlemen wilt feel the weight of
yeor, that $5,403 wa theitotal r mount paid for gg igolng the bsrons they bhave placd o the farmrsf Ontrio; and
ron Canada tleth United State. Theo, in 1871, when tha ifeI do net mistake tho sigystef the tios, thovearmeraef
duty waee r oved inrm eggs, and during the firt six mnthes Wetern Canada are fully alive te thoir own interets. hav-
of hat year the a hout hwd increased tenm85,403 te $290," ing bo n deceived by th National Poelicy, and saving fund
000, and t had increased in 1888 tte t1 19,000, or an increas the promises mado with regard te that policy have not beon
cf 39,000 p ar cent. Takn apls: We find tbat, in yb at the carrieds ut,thy are convinc d tho stato mnts f the Gev-
time the Amorican Gerveru ment removed the duty, wc sont errnoent are net te bo relied on. Take, for instance, the
33,00 barrels to the United States, whilein 1887 we sent statomento f the Minister cfvFinace, that ah their aricul-
103,000 barrel, and in 1888, 170,840 barrels, or an incroase tural implenents are made cftimber grown in the iountry.
in that short period cf 500 per cent., shewing clearly that That was a childish statement for any hon gentleman te
although the United States raises large quantitiesof oggsand put beter the intelligent frmert cof this Dominion, and
apples, if, would be a great bonefit te us te have thir market there toe t th east doubt bat that thoy wil er ember
for ur product,. This is an exmple cf what unrestrictd this statemnt when they have an opprtinityhef going to
reciprecity wu d do for Canada in the mattor cf agricul- the poIl, and recording their votes. e farnmesol convincd
trampreducts, and Ibeliove the United Sates, if wo had as 1 can sotf anything in the future, that juet as soon as
unrestricted rociproeity, wuld hodur principal markt. the Governm ntf the day will give the frmers an oppr-
The duty paid te gtour whoat in e the American mar- tinity, thdy will teach hon. gentlemen opposite the lesson
kt in 188 was 155,000, and on car baloy $ora000. On they doserve to e taught. ws mach amused te oear the
horses, cattle, sheep, poultry, potatoes, hay, bariey, wo c Minister of Marine and Fisheries (tr. Tapper) decare
and wheAt, there waa a dutycfwe2,565,000 paid te get these that the resait of the elections cf 1882 and 1887
articles into the United States. B hon, gentlementwre a complote Mnswer te the statemntcf the on.
opposite may tell me that wwoald net ho benefite by member for South Oxford (Sir Richard artwright),
that, yt woperiember thaf, in 1878, thewon. the Firat Tad I was very mach astonished t hear thohon. mo ber
Miniater aid that when thoe r nadian farmer teok barley for orebinw ( tr. White) argue that tho Dorrymander Act
over te the American side ho get $900 for a thousand was based upon population. I wais inclined te believe at
bashelswhere the American fernier got $ 1,000; and Senator firest that h wasLtering a flsehood, bat I have cornmebe
Macpherson told us that th Canadan farmer, who took thi conclaien that is statement was perfectly correct,

iv horses worth $10' oaci irnto the muffalo market, getnd that the Gerrymander Act was based on populationc-
only $400, whul the American, w o tk t he sem equentity net, hewever on the numerical population but upon the
cf herses and soldthemr t the same price, git the whole political population. Take West Bruce andNrth Bruce.
$500. Our farmers had te pîy 20 nor cent. te selI thoir for instance, two aijoining ceunties. The Governimont
herses in t e American market. That is aatherity hon. foaundit was ecessary toe put a population cf e518 into
gentlemen cen have nothing te say against, sirce it cernes West Bruce in oïder te hive the Grits there, bat what did
from their wn aide f the louse, and bld that if these they do when they came te North Bruce ? There theY
statesents hold geod with regard toe barbey and herses, Mnly put a population cf 17,625 IE st Middlsex they
thy would likewie asld gd f ,al other linos f egri put a population f t 24,54, and in South Midde
culturel produets, tecautse the quantitios thet we could send Box 18,880 ; and wben 1 comenot South Huron, tho
te the United States mai ket are se smalla ompared with conetituencty I have the honor te repr.sont, .must
the quantities they produce, that they would net have e n sy that 1 was made a membor cf Parliament by thet
effect in rsducing the price. I hold that ar fermera do orrymander Act. But what are the facta with respect
oot recivo air play undre the prset tarif. We were tole poSuthil ron and the restcf the Huronsd? Soth Buon
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bas a population of 23,042, and there is only a population
in Cardwell of 16,770. With respect to the County of IHuron,
I beard a respectable Conservative state that it was not Sir
John Macdonald or his Government who were responsible
for the gerrymander in that county, though it was true that
it was gerrymandered, but he said the question was sent up
there to him, and he gerrymandered it, and bis gerry.
mander was accepted ; but there is no doubt that it was only
on party grounds and not, as the hon. gentleman from Ren-
frew would have us believe, in the interest of the country.
If there is any Act of which the Gavernment should be
ashamed, it is the Gerrymander Act ; and another Act of
which they should be asbamed is the Franchise Act. I was
surprised the other evening to hear the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries state in bis place that he was astonished at
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart.
wright) make the statement he did in 1876 or 1877 that ail
the money borrowed or spent in this country was spent
in paying investments. My mind took me back to
the year 1885, when, on account of the mismanagement
of the Government in the North-West, after warning fol-
lowing warning, after they had received ail the information,
according to their own statements, which it was possible
for them to receive, alter they had goaded a certain class
of the people there by withholding the rights and privi-
loges to which they were entitled, they had to expend over
87,000,000 of the money of the people of this country in
suppressing the rebc.llion which took place. I should like
to ask if that is a paying investment ? Perhaps in one
sense it was, because it may let tbc Gavernment know that
there is a limit to the endurance of a people in a free coun-
try, but certainly that is the only way in which they can
show that it is a paying investment. I should like to ask
if it was a paying investment to spend between 8400,000
and $500,000 in carrying out the Franchise Act, which is
such an iniquitous measure that tbey have not been able to
have the lists revised since 1885, and in the elections which
have recently taken place a great number of voters are
disfranchised. Is that a paying investment ? That Bill
will be repudiated by the people of this country when
they get the opportunity. My mind also takes me
back to the License Act. I had the honor of a seat
in this House when the Premier of the Dominion was
warned by the leader of the Opposition not to pass that
Act, until he had taken a test case and submitted it
to the courts, because he would find that the Act was
ultra vires of this Parliament. But the leader of the Govern-
ment would not be warned, he would go on, and, after
spending a large amount of money le had to go back to the
position which existed before the McCarthy Act, as it was
called, came into force. There is yet another question
upon which a large amount of money bas been spent, and
yet who can tell but that was money well spent ? Weknow
that, on account of the aggression of the Federal Govern-
ment, territorially and otherwise, on the rights of the Pro-
vince of Ontario,.a large amount has been spent in litiga-
lion ; but whenever the Province of Ontario las appealed
to the court of last resort, it las been proved to be right.
There may be something in that in the nature of a paying
investment, because it may warn the hou. gentleman that
Le may go too far in interfering with Provincial rights,
ciLd that there is a limit to the endurance of the people.

Mr. COCKBURN moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the louse.
Mr. L&AURIER. What is to be taken up tomorrow?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government has

made an arrangement with my hon. friend opposite, as he
knows, that this debate will be resumed and finisbed on
Tuesday. To-morrow, the Government will go on with the

measures on the paper, taking up those first to which it is
likely there will be the least opposition.

Mr. LAURIER. Bills?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Bills.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is this

resumed to morrow ?
debate to be

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On Tuesday.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:25 a.m.

(Friday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 15th March, 1889.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRÂTERs.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That, for the remainder of the Session, Government measures ohall

have precedence'on Wednesdays, after Questions put by Members, and
that the order of business for Mondays, hereatter be the order of business
for Wednesdays, under Rule 19.

Mr. LAURIEIR. I submit that it is altogether premature
for the Government to bring forward this motion ut such an
carly stage of the Session. If the hon. gentleman will look
at the Order Paper he will sce that there are four or five
pages of notices and almost two pages of Public Bills and
Orders, and if the Government take Wednesdays it is tanta.
mount to sayirg that those are to remain untouched for the
present Session. I hope the hon. gentleman will not presa
his motion to take next Wednesday, but that he will wait
for a week, or two weeks, before adopting this course.
I cffer these remarks in no other spirit than that of a wish
to expedite the business of the flouse.

Mr. MITCHELL. I entirely agree with the remarks of
the hon. the leader of the Opposition, and during former
Sessions I objected to the Government prematurely taking
away the private days from the members of this flouse. I
do not think there is any such pres-ure of public business
as would warrant my hon. friend pressing this motion for
next week. I think the hon gentleman would do well to
consider the interests of the private members who have
matters to bring to the notice of the flouse affecting their
constituencies, and I think that the motion should be lot
stand for at least a week more so that the Order Paper
might be lessened,

Sir IHECTOR LANGEVIN. The wish of the Govern-
ment is not to curtail the time at the disposal of hon. mem.
bers. The measures that the Government have on the
Notice Paper are perhaps as important as those of private
members, and if we want to have the Session closed not too
late in the season, so that members may not b. inconve-
nienced, we have to take a day more in order to finish the
Session at the proper time. Hon. members have themselves
spoken of Baster as the period at which they would like the
Session to end, and by taking the Orders of the Day of
Wednesday, on Monday, bon. members wi,1 see that they
have the double advantage of having their motions during
the first three hours of the sitting, and then in the evening
there will be Private Bills. 1 think in this way the work of
the Session would go on without inconvenience to lion.
gentlemen. I have no doubt that the First Minister will do
as ie bas don. once or twice already.

Mr. MITCHELL. Concede to the wishes of the Oppo-
sition.
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. For example, we can take

unopposed notices on Monday. That was done before, but
some hon. gentlemen were not ready to go on. I am sure
that will give all the facilities that are possible to hon.
gentlemen to bring forward their motions.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think that
the occasion bas ever occurred before, where the Govern-
ment demanded four days of the week in the sixth or
seventh week of the Session. This is practically equivalent
to making it impossible for any member to bring a Bill of
publie importance to a second reading. I may remark that
I do not think the hon. gentleman will facilitate matters
very much by this motion, because, as he knows, a great
many more discussions are likely to take place on going
into Supply than are likely if private members have time
to bring forward their motions. I do not think the Prime
Minister, whose memory stretches over a longer period thar
mine, will recall an instance in which at so early a period
as the l5th of Marob, after the House oponed on the last
day of January, the Government proposed to take four
whole days in the week.'

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A motion similar to this
was made last Session and adopted, but I must say not at
such an early period of the Session. I have had some con-
versation with members of both sides of the' House, and
there seems to be a universal desire that Parliament should
prorogue before Baster. Good Friday is on the 19th of
April, and we would have to rise on Thursday, the 18th, or
adjourn over Faster. It is because I believed that we wer e
meeting the general interest of the louse, that I proposed
this resolution. In order to adjourn before Easter we must
carry out three iules ; first, we must have short speeches;
second, we must sit very late; and, third, we must all be
animated with a sincere desire to return to the bosom of our
families. However, the Ministers are servants of the House,
and as we all have our residences in Ottawa, it does not put
us to so much inconvenience to adjourn over Easter as it
would hon. gentlemen who live at a distance, and especially
those gentlemen who are in business, and wish to be at the
seat of their business at the opening of the season. We
have gone over those notices of motions twice, and hon.
gentlemen were not ready, but I suppose it often happens
that at the first few weeks of the Session hon. gentlemen
have not got well into harness. The motions, however,
with two or three exceptions, are merely for papers, but
some of tbem no doubt are designed as a peg to bang a
speech on. If hon. gentlemen agree that I shall be allowed
to move this motion on Monday next, I will let it stand in
the meantime.

Mr. LAURIER. I am very glad that the hon. gentleman
will let this motion stand for the present. With every
oesire to facilitate business, and with every desire to pro.
rogue, if possible, at Easter, I do not think that it would
be at all conducive to the public interests to bavethis motion
carried. In addition to the three things mentioned by the
right bon. gentleman, there is another also which we muet
not forget: we rnust do the business of the country, and there
is a good deal of the public business of the eountry included
in these motions. We have gone twice over the motions, it
is true, and if so many are left on the paper, I do not think
it is because those gentlemen were not ready, as the First
Minister says, but because they desire to speak upon their
own motions. There are some 30 or 40 motions relating to
publie matters which hon. gentlemen desire to debate before
the House, and it is only fair that we should give them an
opportunity to do so. I assure the hon. gentleman that it
would be more conducive to the expedition of the business
to let this matter stand for the present and take it later on.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So be it.
Sir HajroT LANuEViN.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not want to allow the statement
to go uncontradicted which has been made by the hon.
Minister of Public Works and by the right hon, leader of
the Government, that the reason these notices of motion
have been gone over twice bas been that hon. gentlemen
were not ready to go on with their motions. They have
been ready with them, but they did not want them passed
in silence. Those notices have been put on the paper by
hon. members for the purpose of getting the documents and
papers to which they relate before the House, so as to enable
them to deal with the matters to which they refer. As I
understand, the practice of going over the paper twice was
for the purpose of passing the unopposed motions, so that
the papers to which they related might be copied and sent
to the House, but the motions remaining were those upon
which hon. gentlemen desired to make some observations.
Therefore both hon. Ministers are in error in stating that
because any hon. gentleman's motion remained on the
paper he was not ready to go on and discuss it. Now, we
are very early in the Session yet, and while I agree that it
is desirable that we should bring the Session to a close as
soon as possible, there is a still higher duty we have to
perform, in attending to the matters for which we have been
sent here, in criticising the accounts of the Government,
and in seeing that the interests of the people we represent
are brought before the Louse. What opportunity have we
had to do that ? There are five pages of notices of motion
alone on the paper, many of which have becu there since
the beginning of the Session, and it is impossible that bon.
members can perform their duties to their constituents if
they are foreclosed to one single day in the week, and to
only a part of that day. Now, I do think the right hon.
gentleman is not doing right in taking Wednesday, at all
events the first Wednesday. If he would leave us next
Wednesday, and take the succeeding one, I do not suppose
there would be so much objection.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I do not think it would be quite
right to bring this matter up on Monday or Tuesday again,
because that would have the effect of taking away from us
Wednesday without substituting the orders for Monday
next. If it is to be brought up on a subsequent day, the
motion might be made to apply after next Wednesday,
otherwise the matter ought to be gone on with now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I shall grace-
fully yield, and we shall only ask for the Wednesday after
next.

FRENCH TRANSLATION OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. AMYOT. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I wish to cail attention to the delay in the printing of the
French translation of the Hansard. We have received it
only to page 114, while the daily version has reached page
610. I have enquired, and I am told that the fault lies with
the printer. The translators had translated 448 pages on
the 13th of March, and they had given the printer on that
day 350 pages. Hbw is it that the same quantity bas not
been printed and issued to the members. I do not complain
with the translation itbelf; I remark that this year especially
it is very weli made; i have read a great many of the
speeches which have been translated, and have ascertained
that .fact. Though the translators are few in nuimber, only
nine, one of them, Mr. Beaulieu, is sick, and another is
engaged in correcting proofs; but they have been able to
follow the daily issue of the Hansard very closely. But we
should have the translated Bansard printed; we have our
rights; we represent over a million people, and we arc
entitled to it. For my part, I insist on it, and I hope.-th e

louse and the committee will see that there is a remedy.
Mr. DESJARDINS. In answer to the question put by

the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), I beg to
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saiy that although the translators have been keeping up the
translation, I understand that the printer bas been delayed
bccause some of the members have keep their proofs too
long. He complained about that, and asked me to call the
committee together, to see if some more stringent rules
could not be adopted regarding members who delay deliver.
ing their speeches after correcting them, so that the print-
ing of the translation could be kept up. Perhaps we eau
account for a little of the delay by the fact that the printing
establishment bas been newly organised, and that the printer
bas not all the hande that he ought to have in getting out
the work. But I think there is something in bis complaint
that members have been keeping their proofs too long in
their bands.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I think the apology put forward
by the hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) is not
exactly such an apology as ought to be offered to ibis
House for the dolay in the publication of the French edition
of Hansard. It is well known that when a member gets the
proof-sheets of bis speech, there is a notice attached that
they must be returned within 24 hours.

Mr. DESJARDINS. That is not done.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. That is the rule, and I fancy that
most members comply with it; and if the proof-sheets are
not returned within twenty four hours, the printer is at.
liberty to go on and print without the corrections. The
excuse offered by the hon. member for Hochelaga, that the
Printer is not able to keep up with his work is, to my mind,
very absuid. The Government took over from MacLean,
Roger & Co., the entire plant of the printing establishment
which carried on the printing of this Fouse, and of the
departments, for years, and not only that, but they have at
their command thousands and thousands of dollars worth of
other material which bas been bought since the Printing
Bureau was established. They have greater facilities now
for turning out the work than MacLean, Roger & Co. ever
had, and I cannot see that we can excuse the Printing
Bureau for inattention to its duties in this way. If any
person is to blame, it must be the department which bas
control of that bureau.

Mr. AMYOT. I do not want to attach blame to Ibe
department or to anyone; I d- not knov enough of the de-
tails of the organisation for that. My bon. friend from
Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) bas made the case a little
worse, because he bas evidently been humbugged by the
printers. I am quite aware that if the members delay re-
turning the corrected sheets, there must ho delay in getting
out the revised Hansard. But this is not the question in
this instance. Once the oorrected sheets are printed they
go out of the bands of this House entirely and into those
of the translators, who translate them, and there are over
200 pages of corrected shoots translated in the hands of the
printers which are not yet printed. I only wish to draw
the attLntion of the committee to this delay so that the
remedy should be applied at once. It is unfair to French
members and those who like to send out copies of the trans.
lated Hangard.

Mr. DESJARDINS. In answer to what my hon. friend
from Nurth Brant has said I must say that the printer
complained to me that he was greatly delayed iu bis work
by the fact that some of the members had kept their roofs
too long. I told him that there was a stringent rule laid
down by the Debates Committee on which he should act,
and that if members kept back their speeches beyond a1
certain delay, he should go on with the printing without
waitirg for the return of the corrected proofs. I understand
now that he is doing that. With referenoe to the delay to
which the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) bas re.1
ferred, I will seethat the printer is notified of the eomplaint.

Mr. LAURIER. As I understand it, the question of
printirg from corrected sheets bas nothing to do with this
matter. The complaint ot the hon. member for Beliechasse
(Kr. Amyot) is that the French translators have delivered
to the printer some 400 pages of manuscript, and of that
only 150 pages are printed.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I will see that the printer's atten-
tion is drawn to this.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL COMMISSION.

Mr. BARRON. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I should like to know if the commissioners appointed in
regard to the Trent Valley Canal bave yet made a report
to the Government ? A large section of the community is
deeply intcrested in the completion of this work, and are
anxiously waiting to know what the report of the commis-
sioners is, and whether the Governmont is going on with
the work or not. I asked the Government in the begin-
ning of the Session if the cc mmissionors had reported, and
I was told they had not. I understand now that one of
them bas gone away, and that their work is done, and there
is no reason why they should not bave made their report
by this time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would ask the hon.
gentleman to rentw his question whon the First Minister,
who now administers that department, is in his place.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 1') to maire further provision respecting the
speedy trial of certain indictable offenoes.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICMTES.

louse resolved itself into Cormittee on Bill (No. 26) to
amend the Act respecting certifioates to masters and mates
of ships, chapter 73 of the Revised Statutes.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. TUPPER. I explained the other day the object of

this amendment. It is to enable those vesseis now
managed by masters and mates holding port certificates
to take their ships-which now they can only take to ports
in Newfoundland and the United States, besides Canada-to
any of the West India Islands; and I propose to add the
amendment suggested by the bon. member for St. John
(Kr. Ellis), by inserting the following words: "and the
east coast of South America." So that those vessels may
go to the ports in Sout h America as well as to the ports n
the West India Islands.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Why not say South America, and
not simply the seat coast ?

Mr. TUPPER. If we do not draw the line somewhere,
the extension will be, perhaps, hardly justifiable. lu view
of the fact that we restrict those vessels to the coasting
trade, I think we should stop at the Horn, and I think that
will be ample for ail coasting purposes-certainly for those
purposes which can be strictly called coasting. We are
giving them quite a large district, the Gulf of Mexico, ail
the West India Islanas, and the east Coast of South
America.

Gen. LAURIE. I presume the amendment of which I
have given notice is covered by the amendment of the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Ellis) ?

Mr. TUPPER. Yes, the resolation of the hon. member
for St. John included'that of the hon. mem ber for Shelburne
(Gen. Laurie>.
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Mr. WELDON (St. John). The effect of this is, they

will have to take certificates ?
Mr. TUPPER. Their coating certificates will enable

them to make these voyages, just as they enable them to
make voyages now to the ports of Newfoundland and the
United States.

Mr. ELLIS. Do yon think that form of expression will
alse cover centrol American ports ?

Mr. TUPPER. I think so. Central American ports
would be included in the words "on the east coast."

Mr. JONES (Halifax). And British Columbia?
Mr. TUPPER. That is now covered in the present Act

as being ports in Canada
Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) I do not see much use in limita-

tion at all. When a man can go round Cape Horn to British
Columbia on one of these coasting licenses, you might
as well let him go round the world.

Mr. TUPPER. There is a grnat deal in what the hon.
gentleman says, but that is the state of the law now and
las been for years.

Mr. EDGA R. I would suggest that South America should
be added.

Mr. TUPPER. I do not object to that.
Gen. LAURIE. I do not think the Gulf of Mexico

should bo included.

Mr. DAVI ES (P.R.1.) Hlas the Minister made this ex-
tension of the existing laws under advice from aany
of the merchant shipowners? What is the real reason for
this proposal? It appears to me that we are destroying
any good which exists in the present law, requiring us to
have as masters of ships men fitted for the position, and
possessing a certain amount of knowledge of navigation.
This amendment is going to take away very largely the
effect of that provision. According to this, a man without
any knowledge at all can sail a ship all round the coast of
America, around Cape Horn, up to British Columbia.

Mr. TUPPER. Under the existing regulations as to the
coasting trade, the master must have a coa- ting certificate,
and pass an examination before beobtains it. In irt'&uc-

iag the Bill, I explained that our restrictions in regarJ to
Ie coasting trade were greater than those of almot any
country in the world. Those amendments have been intro-
duced at the instance of those in the aNfritime Provinces
who are interested in the matter, and who represent that,
unless our law is changed in this direction, the effect will
be to transfer most of this coasting business to American
bottoms. Captain Scott, the late examiner of masters and
mates, agreed that the provisions here were too stringent
for the trade, and I know that in Lunenburg and in Halifax
County it was often found impossible to get a fit master for
vessels engaged in the coasting trade, without a great and
ruious delay. Looking into the law, I found that in Eng-
land they had no such stringent regulations, and in the
United States none whatever, in regard to a master taking
a vessel on such a voyage. It is, therefore, at the instance
of these men who are interested in the trade, that I propose
somewhat to slacken the regulations which ncw exist to
some extent.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). There is rome force in the
objections of my hon. friend frorm Queen's, P.E I. (Mr.
Davies), but he must remember that the persons who are
engaged in the coasting trade have to pass an examination
in order to qualify for the service. Besides, r.o one is going
to place bis property in the charge of a man unless he is
satisfied that the man is able to command the ship, and to
navigte her properly.

Mr. TUPPER.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Thon you need have no law at
all.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That may be so, but perhaps a
man would be more likely to take care of his own property
than to do what simply the law required. I think this
extension of the priviloges of these people who are almost
born at sea, these captains and mates of bouts along the
shore running to the West Indies and other places, will be
recognised to be in the right direction, and I do not see
that any harm can cone from it.

Mr. LOVIT. Does the amendment give any more
privileges than the Bill ?

Mr. TUPPER. Yes, the coast voyage will include South
America and the Gulf of Mexico. *

Mr. LOVITT. I think there is a great deal of objection
to that. There are difficulties in tbe navigation of the South
Americain coast which do not exist further north. The
Bill as it stands is quite enough, and I think the amend-
ments will be unfair to the shipping industry, because men
will be put on to navigate vessele without a chronometer.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). My hon. friend from Yarmouth
(Mr. Lovitt) cannot suppose that in this day a vessel will be
sent to the West indies without a chronometer. That is a
thing of the past.

Mr. TUPPER. I should think that a vessel which can
go tbrough the West Indies could safely navigate the coast
of South Ametica.

Mr. LOVITrE They havo a diffrent system of naviga-
tion there. They have to go to the east in order to make
allowance for the trade winds, or they would go ashore.
The current there is all going one way.

Mr. TUPPE R. The hon, gentleman is aware that for
years past, without any great loss of life having occurred
on that account, vessels have been permitted, and are
permitted under the existing law, whether this Bill passes
or not, to go around the Horn, which is the most dangerous
place to navigate, and then upwards to British Columbia.
This last season one vessel did clear from Halifax to
Victoria.

Mr. W1FLS . I object to that clause. I aen w
remarks of th- hon. member for Yaimouth ýý. ,
and I think it is not fair for those mseters who pass an ex-
amination. My hon. friend the Minister of Marine may be
a very good lawyer, but I do not think that he is a very
good navigalor.

Mr. TUPPE R. He does not pretend to be.
Mr. WELSH. I object to that. I think it is not treating

past mastos fairly to allow a man with a coasting license
to go down to South America, where navigation is most
difficult, to take a ship to England, or a ship to the
West Indies? If my hon. frieand will only take the trouble
to ask any old bailor, ho will tell him that the West Indian
and South Ametiean navigation is much more difficult than
taking a vessel acroQs the Atlantic Ocean. It is not treating
the past masters properly to allow any one who can
obtain a license to go into the South American trade.
I shall oppose this clause, decidedly. A sailing master with
a fishing license and a coasting license can navigate these
vessels to South America, or anywhere else.

Mr. EISENEIAUER. I think this is a very useful Bill.
I am not very anxious about the South American ports, but
I think, so fatr as it applies to other ports, it ls a very useful
Bill and ought to pass.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) The Bill may be very useful, but
the flouse must understand that by passing it they are practi-
cally repealing the law now on the Statute-book, which was
passed after some consideration. Triat Bill declares that a
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man thall not handle a sea-going ship, or tike charge of
the property in a sea-going ship, unless he qualifies himself
by passing a certain examination. My hon. friend to my
left, argues that the owner of the ship bas sRo much at stake
that ho will not put any but a qualified man on board.
Well, the Legisiature did not believe that argument was
sufficient, and that is the reason that they passed the Act
decla.ring that before a man could b qualified to take charge
of a sea-going sbip, b should pass a certain examination in
navigation. A large number of men have gone to the ex-
pense and trouble of qualifying themselves to obtain these
certificates and if yon determine that it is desirable to throw
open the whole coast of Amnerîca to men who have not got
tihese qualifications, it is botter to repeal the Act on the
Statute-book altogether. It is not fair to say that under the
existing law a vessel can go from eastern Canada to Britisb
Columbia, and thon, more by accident than anything else,
trade there. It was not the intention of the law on the
Statute-book to permit men to navigate Cape Horn unless
they passed a master's examination and obtained a certifi.
cate. It is truc that they could do it, but the trado between
eastern Canada and the west Coast of America has been very
small. I think myself, basing my opinion to a large ex-
tont on the knowledge of my hon. friend behind me, that if
you dispense with a master's certificate for navigating along
the east aitd west coast of America, you had botter dispense
with them for crossing the Atlantic.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). My hon. friend did not take into
consideration ail the circumstances. Now, this Bill willi
a;py to the most skilled class of people along our Atlantic
coast, who have been at sea ail their lives. They are thor-
oug h, practical seamen and cannot be taughtanything more
about handling a ship in bad weather, or the navigation of
a ship, and bave Qualified themselves by taking out a
master's or a mate's certificate. From my own kniowledge,
I would as soon have one of these mon to take charge of a
vessel as many men who pass a regular examination. My
hou. friend is not aware, perhaps, that of late years a con-
siderable number of small vessels have been taken aroand
the Cape to British Columbia by this v. ry class of persons,
and they always arrive successfully. With regard to South
America, so fa as I can sece, it is a matter of no gieat im.
portance, because, practically, we have very littie trado in
that quarter except winh Bt tish Guiana ard Br azil. WC
have some, of course, with Buenos Ayres and those places,
but the chief ports are in the West Indies, and I do not
think there will be any difficulty or danger ariting under
the provisions of this Act.

Gen. LAURIE. I think the matter is, to some extent,
misunderstood. It appears that, under the existing law,
which this Bill is intended to amend, the master of a vessel
holding a coast certificate can sail from Newfoundland to
New Orleans, and in that course he goes past the West Indies.
We have submitted a proposition in the first place, and thej
Minister of Marine bas submitted it to the House that ho may (
cali at a port in the West Indies, stopping, so to speak, on
the road in whichb h is sailing; and we ask further that heo
may be permitted to call at ports in the Gulf of Mexico(
or in British Guiana. We have thon the endorsation ofi
the hou. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) and the hon.1
member for Lunenburg (Mr. Risenhauer), who are largelyi
engaged in that trade, and who, owning a large number ofF
vessels, will not run any risk that they can avoid, andt
they do not desire to place their property in the bands of
men who are incompetent. In addition to that, under the(
Act, such masters are already entitled to pass to San Fran-1
cisco or to British Columbia, and surely it is not unreason-
able to ask that they may b permitted to call at a port ont
the coast of South America. I do not press that matter, but
the hon. member for St. John (Xr. Skinner) has propoedi
it. I simiply propose te include the West Indies and Centralj
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America, and I thih* it is very resmonable that they should
be permitted to call at those ports.

Mr LOVITT. I would ask if a man does not need as
much qualification to ro around Cape Horn as he does to
cross the Atlantic ?

Mr. SKINNER. I have information from vessel owners
in St. John, who are thoroughly competent to give infor.
mation in regard to this Bill, as follows :-When sailing
from United States ports, masters and mates do not require
to pass examinations or possess certificates. So long as we
require in the Maritime Provinces larger evidence of eificien-
cy than they do in the United States, the business is likely
to pas to American ports, and I have information to the ef-
feet that, in very many instances, vessels owned in St. John
would have taken on board cargoes from Canadian ports
for South America, but could not obtain the required corti-
ficated masters and mates, and were compelled of nece-sity
to have the vessel sail for an American port and take their
cargoes from such port. We find, now that attention is
being more directed to South American trade.than it was a
few years ago, that a serions diffloulty is looming up in
connection with that trade in this respect. If we in Canada
in regard to our coasting trade, however extensive the lino
of coast may be, place a beavier onus on masters and mates
of vessels than they do in the United States, they wiIl go to
the United States and will ship their cargoes from New
York or other ports in the States. It may be that the
remarks of the hon. member for Yarmouth (Mir. Lovitt) are
to a large extent correct, that it almost roquires as much
knowledge to go to South America as it doos to cross the
Atlantic.

Mr. LOVITT. More.

Mr. TUPPER That class of vessels never wants to
cross the Atlantic.

Mr. SKINNER. If it requires more skill, and it will not
do to allow our masters to go on vessels without examination,
because that is the effect of the argument, and the United
States' laws do not require that masters and mates should
be subject to such examinations, but a master or mate
simply makes a certain declaration that ho intends to be-
corne a citizen of the United Statos, which ho may carry
ont years hence, or my never carry out, and that is being
done, the effect muQt ho to drive trade to the Unitel States.
If it requires more knowledge on the part of masters and
mates to take a vessel to 8outh America than across the
Atlantic, and certificates are not required by masters and
mates sailing from American ports, thon the effect of the
present law is to send our trade over to American ports. I
placed tbe notice on the paper in order to bring this matter
forward, because we are feeling the difleulty now, and we
shall continue to feel it, and our vosseis will sail from
United States ports if we continue the regulations with
regard to examinations and certificates. The insurance
companies uiderstand this, too They do net require any
hoavier premium upon the cargoes of vessels com manded by
uncertificated masters and mates than if they were certifi.
cated officers, and, of course, the shipowners are careful
that they obtain proper mon for the positions. It is found,
by experience, that these mon born, as it were, on the sea,
althongh they may not possess the knowledge in a soientifio
sense required, are, in a practical sense, jast as effcient, and
the vossel is just as safe in their hands as in the hande of
cortificated officers. It must be remembered that our
coasting trade is in direct competition with that of the
United States. We cannot take a cargo on board a vessel
and call with it at different ports in the United States, and
subsequently sail to South Americs, and, therefore, this
Parliament must ho very particular in seeing that we have
no heavier liabilities placed upon our masters and mates,
and our vessels loidtng for foreign ports, than are imposed
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in the United States, or the Americans will beat us ail the
time.

Mr. LOVITT. There is a good deal of force in what bas
been stated by the hon. gentleman, that vessels are some-
times skilfully sailed by men who have not certificates.
What I contend is that if we have an Act on the Statute-
book declaring a master sailing across the Atlantic shall
have a certificate, a master should also have a certificate
if hoe is going to sail round Cape Horn. If you wipe
the Act away altogether, it is all right. The contention
that it takes more skill to sail a vessel to Englaûd than
it does round Cape Horn, is absurd. In order to make
this Act work, there must be some rule established, and if
a man cen take a vessel round Cape Horn, why cannot ho
take it round the Cape of Good Hope or to Australia?

Mr. WELSH. The Minister of Marine must be satisfied
that an injustice will be done to those captains and mates
who have passed examinations and obtained certificates,
according to the law of this country. The hon. gentleman
is now going to injure them by allowing any Tom, Dick
and Harry to take command of vessels out of their hands.

Mr. TUPPER. You do not call men who command our
coasting veseels in the Lower Provinces an inferior claes of
mon ?

Mr. WELSH. I know that masters and mates have
to obtain certificates before vessels are allowed to sail.
I have had many instances of hardehip in that regard. I
have Lad five or six vessels ready to go to England, and
could not sail them until I produced certificates of' certi-
ficated masters and mates. Here it is proposed that a
vessel going to the West Indies, round Cape Horn, or to
Brazil, sball be allowed to sail without certificated officers.
That i not fair. I should prefer that the Government
withdraw the Examination Act altogether than make this
change. I repeat that it is not fair to those who have spent
much time in studying in order to pass examinations and
obtaln certificates, that men should take their places who
have not obtained those cortificates. The examination of
masters and mates, last year, cost $5,000, and I fail to see
any reason for expending this money if the proposed change
is to be carried out. Most of our trade is now with the
West Indies and South America, and it would be better if
the Government were to repeal the whole Actand do away
with certificates altogether.

Mr. LOVITT. Let the matter stand as it is. It seems
perfectly absurd that a master should require a certificate
to go to England, and should not require one to go round
Cape Horn. In regard to the remarks of the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Skinner), with respect to masters, I can guarantee to
supply him with all the masters ho requires, and they wili
have certificates-in fact, I can supply two for every one
that is wanted.

Mr. BAIRD. 1[fully coneur in the remarks of the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Skinner). It muet be borne in
mind, that on the American coast, there is engaged over
6,000,OO of tonnage in their own home trade, and that the
large coasting fleet is manned and commanded by a set of
men who are under no such restrictions and regulations as
are imposed on Canadian masters and mates. A large trade
has lately opened up in the southern waters, particularly
on the east coast of South America, and it is found that
when Canadian vessels visit the port of St. John, although
her master may be duly qualified to do a coasting business,
and is every way fitted for hie position, except that ho
does not hold a certificate, it is necessary that both ho and
the mate should obtain such certificate before they eau have
the privilege of sailing veseels from a Canadian port to
South America. What is open to him? Ho visits, say the
port of St. John, which is one of a great number of lumber
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shipping ports in the Maritime Provinces. He wants to
load hie vessel for the West Indies or South America. In
order to do this without a certificated captain or mate, the
vessel must be taken to an &merican port and sail there.
from, and vessels are now loaded at Calais, Boston or other
ports, for South American porte. Our vessels are thus
driven to this extremity of going abroad, and thus evading
our law. We find, in some instances, that a vessel
is loaded at St. John and is cleared coastwise for
some American port, say Portland or Vineyard Haven, and
when they reach there they have orders to sail for South
America, and they thus get round the law. This require-
ment in regard to masters and mates passing examinations
and obtaining certificates presses very severely on young
men who have not received a liberal sechool education.
Most of the masters of vessels in the coasting trade have
not had the benefit of a liberal education. Those young
men, born on the sea, as it were, know no other business,
and when they come to manhood it is found impossible for
owners of vemsels to employ them for lack of the certificate.
It is true that a master of a vessel under a hundred tons is
not subject to these regulations, and can sail anywhere ho
likes; but if the master is promoted to a 150-ton ship, or a
200-ton ship, thon a certificate is required. At the same
time ho possesses most valuable practical experience. Sach
men wil sail their vessels in the most dangerous waters
from New York to Nova Scotia and Newfoundland, and
pilot them among the currents with head winds and fair
winds, and will strike their port of destination with re.
markable precision. They often leave New York in a
cc nstant and overhanging fog, and land with with acca-
racy and certainty at the port of St. John, or any
other port in the Maritime Provinces that they may
be directed to go to. The science of navigation is very
largely lost sight of in the coasting business. It is chiefiy
by soundings and charte that the navigation is done, and
very few accidents happen. Our people find it a grievance
that they cannot clear their vessels. They say that the
Americans, who are in no way superior to them, take their
cargoes and sail away, and as a last resort they are com-
pelled to evade the law or to go out of an American port.
They say : " We will bave to change our colors, we will have
to take the oath of allogiance, and thon we can get to eho
masters of American sehooners," The young man who
works himself up to ho a master wants to go further than
a certificate enables him, and the American shipowners,
knowing the worth of Canadian brain and the value of
Canadian muscle, are willing to pay the price for it, and the
inducement is held out to young men that if they cannot
get a Canadian vessel to go abroad in they will have to get
an American vessel. We ask that those restrictions should
be removed, and that our young men should not be handi-
capped in the ocean race they have to run. Give them a
fair chance and you will find that they will be all right. It
may be said that we may have incompetent mon under those
rules, but it is not in the order of things that the owner of
a vessel will send incompetent men abrd. Shipowners
do not catry hoavy insurance, and the merchant will not
eLtrust hie treasure on the sea if there is an incompetent
man at the helm. While a man may not receive such an
education as to enable him to pass this examination, yet ho
is perfectly well able to handle a vessel coastwise from our
northern waters clear down to South America. I would
urge on the Government to see that our men are not handi-
capped and that they have a fair chance in the race they
have to run.

Mr. WELSH. I still maintain my objection to this
amendment. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Baird)
has represented that the coasting masters of this Dominion
are mon of experienoe, thereby inferring that the certified
mautera are only masters in theory. He sbould know
botter than that, bocause overy certifted master in this
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Dominion bas to serve so many years on board ship as
an apprentice before the mast. He bas to produce a certifi-
cate of servitude for se many years before ho eau go before
the board of examiners; thon ho bas to pass bis examina.
tion for mate, and, after serving sa many years in that
capacity, he cones up for an examination as master. I
want to know if this is not botter evidence of a man's
experience, than by taking any man off the street who tells
you a cock-and-bull story that ho is able to navigate a snip.
The law of the Dominion as it stands now was passed for
the safety of life and property, and it costs $5,000 a year
to keep that Act on the Statute book.

Mr. TUPPEtf. Not the Coasting Act.
Mr. WELSH. I do not mean the Coasting Act, I mean

the Examining Act. You can hardly call it coasting, if you
make a voyage from here, around the Horn, to British Col-
umbia. I think that is just as difficult navigation as any
part of the world. I do nlot think it is just orfair that mon
who are obliged to have a good education, who have fought
their way up and who have ail the experience the hon.
gentleman refers te, should be put on the sarne level as
others who have not got this education and experience. A
qualified master has to go through a technical course to
qualify himseolf for that examination ; ho bas got te go ho.
forn the board, and perhaps ho bas to go up tw> or three
times te answer those questions. I wonder if the Minister
of Marine has ever seen those questions. Some very nice
slips have been put in the papers for the examinations under
the Civil Service Act, but you had botter look into some of
the questions te masters whon they go before this board of
examiners. If you adopt this amendment you are making
fish of one and flesh of another, when you sbould treat
everyone fairly. I am a certified master myself, and I
object to any man coming to take my place whob as not
the same knowledge or experience.

Mr. LOVITT. People sailed ships before this Bill was
nassed, and they will continue te do se whether it is amend-
ed or not. I have no doubt that a great many sail ships,
and sail them safely, who have no certificates, but I corplain
that I am not allowed te choose any master I like for a
foreign voyage, but the member for Queen's (Mr. Baird)
wants te choose any man 'ne likes on a coasting voyage.
I ask the House, is it fair to allow a vessel to go by Cape
Born te British Columbia without a certificate, when, if a
man wants te go across the Atlantic, ho ias te show a certi-
ficate ?

Mr. TUPPER That question bas been asked by the
hon. gentleman before. It seems te me that if that privi-
loge had borne se unfairly on shipping interests, that the
hon. gentleman would have been asked years ago by some
one interested in the trade, te repeal the present law. I do
not think that it is advisable for us on tbis occasion te dis.
cuss the wisdorn of an Act which bas been on the Statute-
book for some time. I am not proposing legislation in the
direction that the hon, gentleman suggested. He bas had
opportunities for sorne years of testing the opinion of this

ouse on the repeal of the Act It is difficult te make uni-
iorm these coasting laws, but there bas te be a line drawn
somewhere. In the United States they believe that the
captains engaged in the coasting trade are amart enough
and intelligent enough, and that the owiners of the vessels
are smart enough and intelligent enough too, te judge and
choose men worthy enough and competent enough te con-
duct their vessels from port te port in the coasting trade.
That is se in every country, and Captain Scott, the head of
the Board of Examiners of Masters and Mates, and a man
of great experience, has pointed out tbat our law was en-
tirely too strict. I propose te amend that law, and in amend.
ing it I have been able te show the House that we have not
as mild regulations in regard te our coasting trade as exist

even in Great Britain. The British Parliainent which first
discussed this subjeet were most careful about protecting
the lives of passengers, and they defined their boats as
home-trade passenger ships and foreign-going slips, but, to
en iourage the coasting trade, they did not interfere with
that trade by the rt>gulations which they made to this ex-
tent, ner to the extent which we did some years ago. The
hon. member for Halifax (&Ir. Jones) knows the eorrect-
ness of the assertion that 1 made in connection with the
coasting business generally. Those men who are techni.
cally unable to pass a high clss examination have that
shrewdness and practical experience which makes them so
valuable to the merchant who owns a coasting ship. The
hon. gentleman knows that this as been done, and done
even in Lunenburg ; they have sent to Halifax, obtained a
certificated master having a high class certificate, and have
put on a man who las practical knowledge and experience
of the coast, and the moment tho ship is out of port, the
practical man has taken charge.

Mr. DAVIES (PE I.) What conclusion do you draw
from that ?

Mr. TUPPER I draw fram that the conclusion that
ther8 is no danger in trusting the nautical ability and
knowledge of our shrowd Maritime Province mon to the
same extent that Americans trust thoir shrcwl maritime
mon, and I do not think any of the dangers the hon. gentle-
man las pointed out need be feared in this instance,
especially as we are keepingwithin the mark ot other coun-
tries wbich have legislated in regard to masters and mates.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I shuld like Io asIk the bon.
Minister of Marine-although it is not in the Bill, it is ger-
mane to the subject-whother le has thought over the
question spoken of the other night, of the shipping of
American seamen ?

Mr. TUPPER. That is rather foreign to the Bill; but
I have no hesitation in saying that at present it is not in
contemplation to amend the law relating to theo shipping
of seamen. The trouble that arose in regard to the ship-
ping of seamen at St. John was in connection with a claim
the American consul there made that American sailors
should be shipped in his office, and by him, regardless of
the provisions which require the shipping of seamen to be
made by the master of the port. It was ascertained that
the law requires a consent of the American consul at the
port before there eau be a prosecution, and the matter
stands pretty much in that position. It has not yet been
considered whether it is advisable to repeal the 4&t.

Mr. JONES (Hialifax). May it not lead to some trouble
in the United States in the shipping of our seamen ?

Mr. TUPPER. We have heard of no trouble.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have heard that it would
croate great difficulty in the United States if the same rule
were in force there with regard to seamen on Britibh
vessels.

Mr. TUPPER. That is the danger, of course.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Does the hon. member think, in
view of the conversation this afternoon, that it is desirable
to amend the Bill and include South America in it ?

Mr. TUPPER. I intend to press the Bill as it stands,
and I am glad to find it approved of by Ion. gentlemen of
experience on the opposite aide of the House.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

TUE WINDING-UP ACT.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill
(No. 98) to amend the Winding-up Act, chapter 129 of the
Revised Statutes.
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Motion agreed to; Bill read the second time, and House

resolved itself into Committee.
(In the Committee.)

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will the hon. Minister explain
the Bill ?

Sir JOHN THOM&PSON. The Winding-up Act, of which
this is an amendment, contains provisions for winding up a
company which is insolvent, at the instance of the credi-
tors, but there is no provision by which a company
which is not insolvent can be wound up, although it
may have lobt a large portion of its capital and
may dosire to ho wound up, and although for various
reasons it may þe desirable that its business should be
closed. This Bill provides for the winding up of any com-
pany whose circumstances render it desirable that it should
be wound up, by the same court which winds up insolvent
companies.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. Minister of Justice, I think, will
see that the existing Winding-up Act applies to companies
which are incorporated by Acts of the Provinces since Con-
federation. There are certain new provisions which ho
includes in section 4 of this Act, and I do not see why ho
should not make those provisions apply to those companies
which come under the Winding-up Act at present, as they
cortainly will not apply to thoe companies incorporated hy
the Provinces uniess the language of this Act is changed. I
do not know whether the Minister bas any particular reason
why the provisions of section 4 should not apply to the
companiies incorporated by the different Provinces which
may be wound up under the prosent Act.

Sir JOBN THOMPSON. The theory ls, we bave no
jurisdiction in regard to those con.panies unless they fall
into a state of insolvency, and the provisions of the Winding-
up Act for winding np such companies are insolvency pro-
visions. If the companies are not insolvent, we bave no
jurisdiction.

Mr. EDGAR. Trading corporations are every.day incor-
porated by letters patent in tehe Provinces, and they are
very often wound up under the Dominion Act.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. 1 understand that Ontario, for
example, has a Winding.up Act providing machinery for
winding up companies incorporated by itelti.

Mr. EDGAR. Ontario has, but Que bec has not,
Sir JOHN THOMISON. Nova Scotia bas, and Quebec

can have one if she pleases. I do not see how wecan pass
an Act fer the winding up of a company incorporated by
Provincial Legislatures, unless we can get jurisdiction over
it as an insolvent company.

On section 4,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) Do I understand that a corpora

tion, the subject-matter of which we have jurisdiction over,
may be, when its charter expires, wound up by order of
the court at the instance of any of the shareholders ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Whether a majority or not ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That would be very awkward.

There are several banking corporations in Prince Edward
lIsland which were incorporated by the Province. Their
charters will expire in the years 1890 and 1891, and it is
the intenti, n of the corporators to apply to this Parliament
for a new charter under the Banking Act. It is, theretore,
possile that a single shaieholder might wind up the whole
institution once the charter has expired.

Sir JOHN THOM PSON. A single sharebolder could
not prevent the application to Parliament to renew the
charter, and the charter could be renewed ea"ily before the
time in which windrng-up proceedings oould be taken.

$ir Tol TR»oMPsON.

On sub-section b,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). Do you require a simple

majority of the shareholders, or a majority in value?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would lot that stand over.
Mr. E DGAR. Sub-section e appears to be taken from

the English Act, and that clause bas been taken to mean
that these cases are only those mentioned in the previons
part of the section.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think sub.section b makes it
safe enough, because the way in which the owners are to
vote is prescribed by the charter.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Then, it would be possible for a
minority in number and in amount, constituting a majority
at the meeting, to wind the company up?

Sir JOHN THOMLPSON. Quite so.
On section 5,
Mr. E DGAR. I cannot see any reason why the application

should not ho made in some cases by creditors. flore it is
limited to the company or a shareholder.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. When the company isinsolvent,
the creditor bas the right under the present law. This
Act is intended to provide that, when the company is
'olvent, that can ho done by the company or by a share-
holder. I do not see why we should give a creditor the
right to wind up a solvent company.

On section 6,
Mr. EDGAR. We have cases where the head office is

not in Canada at ail, and this section should be amended to
provide for such a case.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection to that.
On section 11,
Mr. EDGAR. That seemas to be a very strong provision.

I do not know whether there is any i eason for it. It is
giving very unusual power to the judges, who may not only
act at discretion, but dispense with ail n'tices.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Under the present Act a
notice bas to be given.

Sir JOBN THOMPSON. At a very large expense.
Mr. EDGAR. I think that section is a great improve-

ment on the present law, which had a notorious case of
winding up under this Act, recently, in Toronito, in which
the liquidators had to make special application to the
court, and there were about fifty counsel, sometimes, who
were moving without any responsibility.

On section 15,
Mr. EDGAR. That merely enables the liquidator of his

own motion to make objection to a claim, whereas one Of
the creditors could do so before.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes. At present the creditor,
contributor, shareholder, or member, may object.

On section 16)
Mr. WELDON (St. John). The section this is to amend,

has given rise to a good deal of litigation.
On section 20,
Mr. EDGAR. I know that the Master in Ontario believes

that ho is exercising a purely voluntary part of his duty
when ho accepta anything under this Dominion Act. Ho
thinks that bis time and services are engaged by the
Provincial Government, and as ho is paid by the Provincial
Governmont ho assumes that ho should give his whole time
to the duties of the provincial court. 1 know that ho has
a strong conviction that having been, as ho happened o ho
within the last year, engaged for the greater part of his
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time in carrying out the provisions of the Dominion
statutes, that he ias been doing it merely as a matter of
course to the Dominion Government.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I would be sorry to remove
that impression from his mind. As long as he has the idea
that hoe8 doing this as a matter of grace and a matter of
patriotism, he can at least hope for his reward in the next
world.

Mr..EDGAR. Probably something in this world might
come too.

Committee rose and reported.

CULLERS' ACT AMENDMENT.

Committee on Resolutions (p. 469) to assimilate and
amend the laws in force in relation to the inspection, cui.
ing and measuring of timber.-(Lr. Costigan.)

House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. Minister has not, so far as I
am aware, explained the objecte of these resolutions.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The object of this Bill is to meet what
I believe to be the general feelin g of the House, with regard
to the great cost of administering the Cullers' Act passed
many years ago. On every occasion when I have had the
honor of discussing the Estimates, in regard to the culling
of timber, the attention of the House bas been called to the
large deficits in the receipts as against the expenditure
Of course, those hon. gentlemen who have taken an interest
in that Act, know that it was passed many years ago to
deal with a condition of trade wbich does not at present
exist. At that time the whole timber trade of this country,
affected by the Act, consisted in getting out square timber
and exporting it to the old oeuntry. Since that time the
proportion of square timber to other lumber exported from
the country has become very much reduced, and it bas been
fAit that the Act required very important changes. At the
very time I took charge of the department, my attention
was called to the imperfections in the Act as it stood, and
gentlemen interested in the lumber trade made representa-
tions, from time to time, as to the changes which ought to
be made. Of course, this particular brandh of the
set vice differs fiom any other. It is under the control of
the Dominion Government,so far as the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec are concerned, for the reason, I presume, that at
Confederation, this Act was fouid in operation, and it was
simply continued in those Provinces, while the Provinces
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick had a system of culling
and measurement which they have continued to enforce up
to the present time. The first object in endeavoring to
obtain a thorough change with regard to the inspection of
lumber, was to try to get the consent and co-operation of
those Provinces which did not come under the Cullers' Act.
With that end in view, 1 got Mr. Patton, the chief super-
vieor at Quebec, to visit the Lower Provinces, in order to as-
certain if an arrangement could be made for amending the
law so as to make it uniform in ail the Provinces, and thus
reduce the expense. Ris report left upon me the impres-
sion that the gentlemen whom he met, and to whom he
broached this subject, were afraid that the proposition
would be an encroachment on provincial rights, and there-
fore did not entertain it favorably. The law continued to
be administered as it always has been ; but last Session
1 think it was expected by the House that some change
ehould be made. During the administration of hon.
gentlemen opposite, a reduction was found noces-
sary in the staff of officers, which had grown
beyond the requirementa of the service; and fur-

ther reductions were made a couple of years ago,
yet the expenses continued to b.eout of ail proportion to
the receipts. Thereforo, the commissioner has spent a
great deal of time in preparing this Bill, with the aid of
such advice as he could get fron the Department of Justice,
and after coneulting with gentlemen of experience in the
lumber trade. It is proposed that the Bill shall have the
character of a general inspection Act, and the carrying of
it into operation will be optional. That is, the Bill will
provide a means for culling and measuring timber and lum-
ber of all kinds throughout Canada, but it will only come
in ooperation in any of the Provinces by proclamation. It
is very likely that it will immediately go into operation
in Quebec and Ontario, where there is no other law to re.
place it; but other Provinces will have to be consulted,
with the view of making it acceptable, and arranging the
details, before it can be brought into operation in them.
With regard to the powers taken by the Government under
this Bil, I thought it would be more acceptable, and more
in the public interest, if such powers were those necessary
for the administration of the law. This Bll proposes, for
instance, that the Provine of Quebec and the Province of
Ontario will eavh form a district; and I think the Maritime
Provinces together, are to form one district. la
each district there will bo a chief inspector, and what are
termed inspectors will replace the officiais we now call
cullers and measurers. There will also be a board of ex-
aminers for each district. The salaries of the different
chief inspectors and the boards of oxaminers are the only
salaries to bu piovided for by Parliament. The paymentof
the inspectors will be by fues, provided for under regulations
to be made. The board of examiners for each district are
to frame the regulations with regard to measurements and
with reg rd to fees, subject, of course, to the approval of the
Governor in Council. That, 1 believe, will be an accept-
able feature of the Bill, because the board of examiners,
with the chief inspector, will have an opportunity of con-
sulting the whole trade within the district, and getting
such information as will enable them to frame regulations
in accordance with the requirements of the service, as well
as to recommend a scale of fees that will be just and fair.

Mr. LAURIER. Do you intend to abolish the office of
supervisor of cullers ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes, the whole office and staff at
Quebec is abolished. We abolish the whole system, and it
will be replaced by the one proposed by this Act.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What additional expense will
there be ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. This will only be brought into opera.
tion in the two Provinces immediately. But supposing it
were brought into operation at once ail over the Dominion,
the whole cost the D.minion Parliament would have to
provide for would be 811,600 against the fees to be paid,
but supposing you got no fees, all yon would have to pay
would be $11,600, which would buea great saving on the
amount we now have tb pay.

Mr. JONES (Haltfax). How much do we pay now ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Last year the Estimates showed about
840,000 of expenses, and the revenue does not exoeed
$15,000.

Mr. LAURIER. The total expenditure was 84,000.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Of course, one portion will always
remain a charge on the cometry, and that is the amount
due to officeis rctired. But take the amount of pay of the
cullers each year, it is over $20,000. Then there are the
salaries of the permanent officers in Quebec, Montreai and
Three Rivers, which will amount to M0,000 or $L6,0o,
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman expects to

make a saving ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. Certainly. This is principally to

meet the Serious objection made by Parliament on the un-
satisfactory condition of the Act. We were spending
$0,000, without speaking of the mon whom we had
retired.

Mr. EDGAR. Provision is made for retiring a lot more ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman knows that, in

dealing with a question like this, some provision has to be
made in order that, while looking after the public interest,
we do not sacrifice the interests of mon whose services,
through no fault of theirs, are being dispensed with.
Under the provisions of this Bill, the men who will do the
wbzk formerly done by cnllers will be the inspectors. I
propose, as far as I can, to get the work done under the
new Act by the old officers. All who can be utilised will
be utilised to discharge the new duties under the new Act,
and some provision will have to be made for the retire-
ment of those who cannot be utilised.

Mr. LAURIER. Do I understand the hon. gentleman
to propose to deal with the inspection of timber in some.
what the same manner as the inspection of leather and
flour is deait with ? Will there be a board of examiners
whose duty it will be to appoint inspecters of timber, as at
present there is in Montreal a board of examiners to ap-
point inspectors of fiour and leather, and wifl the inspec-
tion of timber take place in the same manner ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. On the same principle.
Mr. LAURIER. I understand also that the hon. gentle-

man wili dispense with the whole office in Quebec, which
includes the supervisor of cnllers, the deputy supervisor,
the cash:er and several clerks.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. LAURIER. But tbat they will be retained under

the new Act.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The whole office will be replaced by
this law, and this law does not provide for the continuance
of the supervisor of cullera or of his office. it will have the
effect of wiping out ail the existing officers under the old
Cullers' Act. Provision is made to utilise the services of
every man now in the service whose services may be re.-
quired. If it be found that a certain number cannot be
utilised, then the Bill provides that, so far as these officers
are concerned, the fees collected in the districts of Quebec
and Ontario will be kept separately in order that any por-
tion of the moneys that may be taken out of the foes shahl
be taken from these two Provinces to meet the charges that
properly belong to them-that is, the superanuation of these
offieers. They do not come under the Superannuation Act,
but there is a special provision for their superannuation.

Mr. GILLMOR. I understand that this systom at
Confederation was taken under Dominion manage.
ment rather than the local, and that changes are
now neoessary from the altered condition of the lum.
ber business Is it proposed to extend tbis system
over New Brunswick? I would like to know if those
engaged in the lumber business in New Brunswick,
have expressed any wieh to bave the system extended to
that Province? I have been surprised that the Dominion
Government should manage this matter at ail-these slides
and dams, and the regulating of the surveys of lumber.
There is a system established in New Brunswick' which
provides for the inspection of lumber, under which certain
authorities appoint certain persons as surveyors, from year
to year, to survey cargoes of lumber. It involves no ex.
pense to the Province at ail, because the costs ail oome out

Mr, 00sTNUu.

of the parties selling and purchasing. Instead now of getting
rid of this objectionable feature as regards the two Provinces
of Ontario and Quebec, it is being extended to all the
Provinces. It may be an improvement that these com.
missioners should come down te New Brunswick and look
into this matter, but I think it is a matter that ought net
te be taken cognisance of by this Parliament at all, so far
as New Brunswick is concerned. If the Government can
get rid of it in Quebec and Ontario, and throw it into the
hands of the local authorities, whoknow more about it than
anybody here, that would be an improvement, and that
tbey should do instead of extending this objectionable ar-
rangement over the whole Dominion. It is like creating
another department in the Governmernt. It is no smail
matter to regu late the appointment of surveyors and callers
all over the Dominion, and commissioners to travel all over
the Dominion. That can be better looked after by the local
authorities.

Mr. SKINNER. If the law were extended to New
Brunswick, what would be the taxation on our business
there ?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I do not understand that the
inspection fees are to be compulsory. I understand that
the Government propose to appoint inspectors, in addition
to the chief inspectors, for whose services a tariff of fees
will be fixed, but I do net understand that it will be corn-
pulsory on the trade to employ those inspectors unless they
choose. If I am wrong, I hope the Minister will correct
me. But if they are employed byany person engagedin the
trade, a certain tariff of fees will be paid to them. I would
like to enquire of the Minister of Inland Revenue whether
the classification of different kinds of lumber is tobe left
to the board of examinera, or recommended by the board
to the Government and authorised by them? I have net
heard from the Minister that there was any provision te be
made for that classification.

Mr. LA URIE R. It is provided by statute.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It was provided by statute,
but I understand that those Acts are teobe repealed, and, if
se, there must be a new classification made, and the mode
in which that classification is teobe made is of great interest
te those who are engaged in that trade. I would also like
te enquire whether I am right in supposing that the em-
ployment of the inspectors is net te be compulsory but
optional ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is nothing compulsory about
the Act. It provides the machinery for this service, but it
is net intended te force it upon any one, even upon my
own Province about which my hon. friend from Charlotte
(Mr. Gillmor) seems to be se uneasy. The Provinces of
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia already have laws for
the inspection of timber, either manufactured or raw, but
here this has been carried ont for many years under an Act
of Parliament. The hon. gentleman says it is easy te wipe
that provision out, but something must remain in its stead.
So far as the classification and the inspection are concerned,
the whole Bill is framed in order te guard the interests of
the producer, the manufacturer and the exporter of lumber.

Mr. LAURIER What about the classification of timber?
Mr. CO3TI'TAN. The moment a district comes under

this Act, a board of examinera and a chief inspecter are
appointed, and it is their duty te get the information
required. The most difficult point in the past in regard te
the classification bas been to get that information, but that
board will make the classification, which will simply be
subject te the approval of the Governor in Council.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I do not think any necessity has
been shown for this Act, and we should have farther
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information upon it before it is passed. It is elearly
intended, if it passes, to put a number of people on the
permanent staff, and we know what that means when once
they are there.

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

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE-TIIIRD READINGS.

Bill (No 66) to ratify an exchange of land between the
Ontario and Quebec Railway Company and the Land
Security Company.- (Mr. Small.)

Bill (No 69) respecting the Kingston and Pembroke
Rai:way Company.- (Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No 82) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Winnipeg and North Pacifie Railway Company.-(kir.
Bergin.)

Bill (No 58) respecting the Berlin an.1 Canadian Pacifie
Junction Railway Company.-(b&r. Bowman.)

Bill (No 25) respecting the Bay of Quinté Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Corby.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No 99) to incorporate the Three Rivers and Western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Riopel.)

Bill (No 107) respecting the Wood Montain and Qu'Ap-
pelle Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

CULLERS' ACT AMENDMENT.
House again resolved itself into Committee on resolution.

(In the Committee.)

officers, with a superannuation fee, as his been very fre-
quently done by the present Government. I do not think
there is any necessity for the Bill. I do not under-
stand that the Minister proposes to introduce a Bill
such as once prevailed in the State of Michigan, by
which the Governient regulated the grades of lumber so
as to have an equal inspection throughout the whole
of the State. If he had undertaken such a thing,
there might be some reason for a proposition of this kind;
but I can see no reason and no oject wby the bon. gen-
tleman ehould wish to have the oflice at Quebec abolished
and levy a tax on the lumbermen at large, a direct tax.
It is only a short time ago when the charge was hurled.
across the floor, to hon. members on this side of the House,
that we wanted to impose direct taxation on the people
Could you have more direct taxation than this ? What do
yon call direct taxation ? Hon. gentlemen opposite have
hurled epithets at bon. members on this side of the Houge
with this idea-it was all in their own imaginations-that we
were adopting some means by which to place direct taxation
on the people. Is this the thin edge of the wedge which hon.
gentlemen opposite are contemplating with regard to the
question of direct taxation? It looks very much like it.
They have squandered the revenues of the country and
are looking round to see where they can raise more money
with which to carry on the Government, and they now
swoop down on the poor lumberman. Lumbermen have as
much as they can do to take care of themselves without
paying tribute to the presont Government. I hope the
hon. gentleman will abandon the resolution it is certainly
not a popular measure, and I would not wish the hin.
gentleman to pass a measure that would not meet with the
approbation of the lumbermen at large. I am satisfied that
the lumbermen at large do not favor it; I do not know what
lumbermen or other gentlemen the hon. gentleman opposite
consulted; but I asked some questions when entering upon
my legisiative duties at the commencement of the Session.

Mr. COOK. I did not hear the full explanation made by Mr. MACDOWALL. I rise to a point of order. The
the Minister of Inland Revenue in regard to the resolutions hon. gentleman says "'lumbermen or gentlemen." I be.-
which are now before the Committee, but I entered the House lieve the two terme are synonymous.
when his explanation was partially made, and I understool
him to say that the resolutions were not compulsory, that MiCOK.lu converationi ome gntleee
they were so framed tht any lumb rmi who did not wishgin tn
to avail himielf of th opportunity ot' putting mrnoy into seIwas about te stuto, Whou i.waiaterrupted ky that
the pockets of the Government witout obtaining any Shanghai trom the North-West.
adequate return, would have the privilege of not doing so. Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh. Oh 1
I should like to ask the Minister how he proposes te pay
the inspectos, for the inspectors will have to be paid pretty Mr. COOK. Iu conversation with melumbermen and
large salaries and their expenses in travelling from millother gentlemen who are members cf this liuse, and sup-
to mill, which is the most expensive way of travelling porters cf the Gevernment, I could get ne information fur-
in thosa parts of the country where there is not rail. ther than that the Bi was not te bu compntsory, that the
way facilities. They will have to make inspection cf offioe at Quebec would be sbelished, but thuy did net say that
the lumber at the mille, and then they m ill have to leave the Goverument prepesed te appoint inspectera. I shouid
their payment to the Minister's mercy. After reading the ike te kuow frei the Minister cf Inland Revenue how h.
resolntion, 1 entirely disagree with the proposition laid now proposes the inspecters shaîl perforin their daties? Are
down by the Minister of Inland Revenue. The wording of the they te travel frei miii te mut te obtain the desired infor.
resolution is distinct. It says that every manufacturer of matien? Are the luaber marchants te make returue te
lumber "shallh" pay-the word "may " is not used- the Government, sud if they are, on wbat condition-je iL
to the Crown an annual registration fee of $2, if hie annual te be votuntary on their part or cempulsory? I sbould like
output is less than t,000,000 feet, and $10 when theontput is te know frei the hon. gentleman whether, if the returus
greater than that quantity ; and in addition one-fifth of one be eempulsery, tbey wili be made nder oath? and 1
per cent. per thousand feet, board measure. That means should like te know, farther, sud abive ail, whethor
one cent for every 5,000 manufactured, or 82 for every mil. his measure is within th jurisdictien cf this House?
lion. If a man manufactured 20 millions at hie milt, which I wouid ike te know if he doua net consider that it is a
many of the mills at Ottawa and other places do, he will be question entiruly for the Provinces? Lt is ail very well for
Compelled to pay $50. I do not believe there are many lum- the Government cf the Dominion te have their office at
bermen that w >nld pa y that amount voluntarily. I think theQuebee, because they ware scmiitering bath the Quebec
Ifinister misc>)nceives bis cwn reeclution. The resultcf ad the Ontane side. The institution there was establish-
this remolution, if car. ied eut wihl ba t repeal the old A.ctcd bsfore Coufederation, sua even if iL was a provincial in-
te atoiih the ei e at Queb A-,sud te superannut. ev.ry otitutien ne one objected tebi. If we ail this ime have
efficer there; new offlaers wilIIb. appointed, or the 8oýx4e I>ndoin an inlegalc shatila ror reamon why w esboAr
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erpetuate that illegal act. We know that the Crown Tim-
r Office in the city of Quebec, is omewbat under the con-

trol of the Governments of Ontario and Quebec, as well as
under the Dominion of Canada, for they ail share the respon-
sibilities and pay their portion of the expenses. These are
matters of very great concern, and matters which the
Minister should very cautiously guard. I am afraid he
bas not consulted the lumbermen of ibis House, or of this
district, becauFe, if he did, I am sure that the lumbermen, as
a rule, would not give their consent to bave more taxes put
on them at the present time. God knows they
are taxed enough now. Everything used by the manu-
facturer of lumber is taxed, the saws are taxed, the axes are
taxed, tho flour is taxed, and the necessaries required
from the grocery are taxed. I may state that Mr.
A. H. Campbell, who is a very strnng supporter of
the gentlemen on the other side of the louse, when they
inaugurated the National Policy, stated that the lumbermen
would be taxed to the extent of a dollar and a quarter a i hou-
sand by this policy, but the Government are not satisfied
with tbat and they now want to put direct taxation on the
lumber. It is a question, to my mind, if the matter will
stop bere. It is a question, to mny mind, if the Government
will not in a short time, probably after another election,
tax wheat and the produce that the farmers i-row. I would
like to have an explanation from the hon. Minister in refer.
ence to the questions I have asked him.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I will endeavor, as far as I cau, togive
answers to the questions of the hon. gentleman. lin the
first place I may say tbat he has covered a good deal of
ground in bis observations, and ho has criticised my obser.
vations very extensively. He says that he differs entirely
with me when I discuss the point as to whether the pro-
posed Inspection Act, which is to follow this resolution, is
compulsory in its character or not. I stated to the house
that the inspection under the proposed Act would not be
compulsory, and that is the principle that bas been adopted
in regard to other matters under the General Inspection
Act. The saw mill mon will be called upon to make a
return of the season's produce.

Mr. COOK. Will that be under oath ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. It will be by declaration, and these

returns will form very useful statisties for the country. As
regards the constitutional question: Whether this House
bas a right to deal with the subject or not, I took the only
means at my disposal to ascertain that fact, and it has been
decided by the Minister of Justice, that it is entirely in our
power to legislate on that matter ; but I am not going to the
full scope of the powers of this Parliament to introduce a
measure to take effect at once, and to say to the people of
New Brunswick or Nova Scotia: "We will pass this law,
and we will force iton yon whether youlike it or not." The
proposed law is entirely voluntary.

M r. COOK. I it voluntary for every individual lum.
berman ?

Mr. COSTIG AN. Yes; that is the principle we follow
with regard to fish inspection and other matters, that no
man should be compelled to pay the inspection fe, unless
that fe. produced an equivalent in value. If ho thinke the
inspection is good, and will enhance the value of his pro.
perty, then it is to his interest to pay the fee. but he is not
compelled to submit to it unless he believes it i to hie in-
terest to do so.

Mr. COOK. Do you intend to inspect in grades?
Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes; but the grades will be fixed on

representations made by the board of examiners, who will
be selected from experienc men in the trade and whose
ides will be acted upon. We do not take power to fix

Kr.'CooK.

those grades, but we want to leave it in the hands of mon
who have experience.

Mr. OOK. If they do not take advantage of it, how are
you going to pay the inspectors ?

Mr. COSTIG AN. We do not pay the inspectors at all;
we do not pay the leather inspector3 now or any other in.
spectors under the General Inspection Act. If they are not
employed they get no fee, and it is not proposed that the
country should provide a salary. In the od times, when
the Bill was first introduced, those cullerswere all paid fees,
and, if my memory serves me aright, there were no salaries.
Aiter a while times got dull, and by-and-bye the timber was
lessening, and those men said they could not continue on
the fees. Some of them would not get any employment at
ail, some of them would get more work than they could at-
tend to, and after a while they were put upon a salary.
This Bill does not provide to pay any salary except for one
inspector for each whole district, and the examiners are
paid a sum not exceeding $10 a day. The salaries to in-
spectors and to the board of examiners will h amply
met by this inspection fee, and that is what this is for.
The other fees that will b. levied for the inspection, culling
and measurement of timber, are to be fixed after consulta-
tion with the trade, with a view to make it just what will
nover reasonable fees to the irspeotors, which inspectors
represent the present cullers.

Mr. COOK. I suppose the meaning of the $2,000 a year
is that if the inspeor should make by hs fees $3,000 a
year, the d fference would go to the Government and he
could only claim 82,000.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I am afraid I have not made myself
clear to the hon. gentleman. That salary is for the inspe-
tor appointed for the whole district.

Mr. COOK. He gets that anyway.
Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes, that is his salary; but ho gets no

fees at ail.
Mr. COOK. How many districts will there be ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. It is proposed to make three of the

Liower Provinces, if they should corne under the operation
of the Act, one district, and in the Province of Qrv'bee and
Ontario there will be an inspector for each.

Mr. COOK. Do I understand you to say that ho will
not be paid out of the consolidated fund ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The salaries will be paid, but they will
h covered by fees which will meet that expense.

Mr. KIRK. It appears to me that in this matter the
Gover nment are taking powers that I think they should not
ask the House to give them. I have no doubt so far as I
am concerned that the Government or Parliament have
the power to pass this law, because I am.aware of the fact
that the British North American Act gives this Parliament
power to raise money by any mode or system of taxation.
This is simply another mode of imposing taxes on the
people Th a hou. Minister says that it is not to h compul-
sory -that it is not to come into force until the Govern-
ment declares it to be in force.* I think we have too many
laws of that kind on the Statute-book already. We have a
law which regulates the keeping of sawdust out of the
streams in this country, which is to come into force when
the Government thinks proper. It has been decided by the
Government, I understand, to bring that law into force, and
it is understood in sone parts of the country that it li in
force, and again that it is not in force. It is held over the
heads of the people, so that they are kept in terror, and
very likely it will continue to be held over their beads for
the purposes of the Goverument in election times, and very
likely this law will be used in just the same way. I am
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sorry I was not in my seat when the bon. Minister made bis Mr. COSTIGAN. Not neoesarily.
explanation of this resolution; but, if I understand it, it is
to apply to ail the Provinces. Nuw, this Government has Mr. JONES (Halifax). We know what the result will
never had control of the culling of timber or the surveying be. There is no doubt that it bas been considered in ail its
of lumber in the Maritime Provinces, especially in Nova effects, and that the Government have already some people
Scotia. That has been a matter entirely in the hands in their eye, who will fill these positions very well.
of the Ucal authorities, and, so far as I know, no Mr. COSTIGAN. There is not the slightest foundation
complaint or inconvenience has resulted from that for that statement.
arrangement; and why the Minister thinks it necessary MrJONES (lifax). We know from our experience
for this Government to take charge of that business .nMr. JON ES (H alifax).W enow fromu epere
now 1 do not know. I think ho ought to be able to in this House, that these appointments will be made before
give good reasons wby ho asks this Parliament to give the many months elapse. Then, I do not understand how this
Government that power. Now, if I understand this resolu- law wili work in the Maritime Provinces. The hon gentle-
tion, it means tbat every manufacturer of timber or lumber man says there will be one inspector for the throo Maritime
s.ball pay an annual registratien fee of $2, besides a certain Provinces. - Weil, suppose Nova Scotii accepted the law,
fee for ail the lumber and timber ho manufactures. I under. while New Brunswick or Prince Edward Island did not,
stand that it wiil affect rot only large lumber dealers, but then I suppose the Government would appoint an inspector.
émall ones as well. In Nova Scotia, ut least, there are a large I do not know by what machinery it is to be accepted by
number of farmers who go into the woods in the winter the Provinces. Who is to ho the judge that they requi re it ?
season to manufacture square timber for sale, and according Can the hon. gentleman inform me how he isgoing to come
to this Bill, before they manufacture 100 tons oiber to a conclusion that they require this Act in the Provincethy must, firtayregistatonufacturef tonsof timboer, of Nova Scotia ? Will it be on the representation of onethey must frst pay a registration foc of 2etethis Govern- lumber concern, or two, or half a dozon, when there mayment, besides whîch they muet pay one-tenth of One b uta ayopsdt t ontsehwtebncent for every ton of timber they make. This is somcthing ho just as many epposed te it? I do net ee how the hon.
new under the sun, so far as the people of Nova Scotia are gentleman is going to arrive at any conclusion as to the
concerned, and somothing which I believe they will rosent. necossity of appointing an inspector in that one Province.
The hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook), has spoken That would be the chief difficulty; and when ho had the
of the heavy taxes the lumbermen have to pay at present ; inspector appointed, I do not understand whether those
ho said what is quite true, tnat the National Policy ha who are not satisfied to come under the operation of the
placed heavy duties on articles which they consume, and 1 Act would ho bound, the moment the inspector was ap-
think it is hardly proper for the Governiment to place more pointed, to come under his control. That would take from
taxes upon them. I do not like the idea of putting a law .them ail freedom of action in the matter. Our present
on the Statute-book, and giving the Government power to arrangement is very satisfactory, and before such a hard
bring it into force or not, as they please. If we are to have and fast Act as this is placed on the Statutes, the hon. gen-
a law, let us have it ; but do not leave it dangling before tleman should have been able to show the House that re-
the eyes of the people. As I believe this law will bo burden. presentations have been made to the Government as to the
some, I will oppose it. necessity Of this action. In Nova Scotia the measurers of

lumber are appointed by the count councils. They areMr. IVES. I would like to enquire of the hon. Minister sworn, and are employed and paid by the mill owners.of lnland Revenue whether it is his intention to make this They have no other salary, their action is always approvedinsp(ction apply to logs as well as to awn lumber aid of between the merchant and the lumberman, and in that
bewn timber, and whether he proposes that these inspectors wy there is no friction or difficulty whatever; but if we
miay be celled upon, in case of any difference botween the re to have a Dominion officer comfing down there and tell.lumbermen and the party from whom hois purchaing log5, ing the lumnberman to mand to one sido, that hle is to b theto burvey or measure thcm--wiether the inspceto are tu j- ;ge, i bere will be difficulty. The hon. gentleman should
aet as a board of arbitration which either pairty may force shcw on what representations ho proposes to bring the Actthe o her to accept in case of difference as to the measure- in lorce and whether it is to beîbinding on the majority,
ment of logs? bcause the minority may ask for the operation of the Act.

Mr. COaTIGAN. Of course, the Act is compulsoy on Mr. COSTIGAN. The bon. gentleman cannot havethe officers if iteis brought into operation. If the inspector heard my statement before. Supposing that New Brnes
is called upon, it will hob his duty to make an inspection and wick uvanimously asked for this Act to be put in operation
classification. In case of dispute, the Bill provides for at w sry o asinteindivio
reference to the chief inspector. It is prepared with a thore s mwouldn, chlompuisery on a single individuese
great deal of care to meet the case the hon. gentlemant s iing or classification is oonoerned.
speaks of. Mr. CH ARLTON. Will the raies made by the boards of

Mr. IVES. That is not quite the point. The lumberman examiners in the respective districts be uniform throughout
as a rule bas his own scaler, and as a rule there is no diffi. the Dominion, or will rules be made applicable to each
culty ; but occasionally the party Who sells the logs thinks district ?
ho bas not received proper measurement, and what I want Mi. COSTIGAN. That is one of the objecte of the Bill.
to know is whether in that case the seller can force the I thik it w>uld be impossible to trame any classification
purchaser to submit to a survey and measuiement by the of lumber for the Dominion that would apply to the differ-
Goverument calier, and whether the buyer or the seller ont localities tbroughout the country, and it is intended
would have te pay the culler, or whether the fee is divided ? that the chief inspector and the board of examinera for the

Mr. COSTIGAN. I understand that if an operator sells district in which they are acting shall recommend the
bis lumber without profesing to sell it under the measure- classification best calculated to serve the interets tof tbat
ment provided by this law, it is a question of mutual agree pai ticular district. The hon gentleman will agree with me,
ment between the buyer and the seller, and the Govern- that theactual classificationsinNovaSeotia,New Brunswick,
ment officer has nothing to say in the matter at ail. That Ontario and Quebec differ widoly. The more satistactory
is in keeping with the fact that the Act is not compulsory. way of dealing with ihe question is to have a classification

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The objection I seo to the Bill is, framed for the particular district to which it applies.
that it is going to saddle four permanent offLers on the 'Mr. CHARL TON. Would Ontario be included in one
country at a salary of $2,000 a year each. district ?
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Mr. COSTIGAN. Ontario would be one and Quebec

an1other.

Mr. WIT E (Renfrew). There seems to be on the other
aide of the House a good deal of difference of opinion with
regard to this matter. Speaking from the standpoint of
one who bas a knowledge of the workings of the Quebec
office, which more especially affects the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec, I may say that no serions objection, as far as
the square timber men are concerned, is had to the
operations of that office. The working of the offic lias
been toleiably satisfactory to everybody engaged in the
square timber trade, both manufacturera and purchasers;
but I have heard for some years past, and notably last
year from the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), the complaint that in the carrying out of the
operations of the Quebec office, the consolidated revenue
was drawn upon, and the people outside the trade altogether
taxed to the extent of $25,000 to 830,000 a year for the
purpose of keeping up that office. I understand the intro-
duction of this resolution, and tho Bill to be lased upon it,
is to get over the objection that other persons than those
engaged in the lumber trade are called upon to contribute
towards the expenses cf an office so directly in the interest
of that trade. In carrying out that object, the
Minister of Inland Revenue has deemed it expedient,
from the information I presume he has obtained
from other Provinces, to place a uniform law
upon our statutes applicable to the whole Dominion ; and,
as he bas stated, it is proposed, not that the whole Domin-
ion should be one district, but that separate districts should
be established in the separate Provinces, and that a chief
inspector should be established for each of those districts.
As I understand from the explanation of the hon. the Min-
ister, there will not be at the utmost more than six chief
nspectors appointed altogether. That will involve an ex-

penditure of say $12,000 in addition to what may be paid
to the board of examiners in the different districts. That
will, at all events, be a saving to the country, even assum
iug that the payment to those inspectors should be taken
out of the consolidated revenue altogether. There will no
doubt be made the objection which has been made by the
hon. member f>r Simcoe (Mr. Cook) to the proposal that a
registration fee shall be charged, and a fee on the output
of the lumber, but, as I understand the hon. the Minister,
that fee is necessary for the purpose of providing machinery
which, whether it be used extensively or not, will be in the
interests of the lumberman, because it will be competent
for any person seling or purchasing lumber to say: If your
inspection is not what we conceive it ought to be, we will
agree to leave the matter to the inspection of one of the
Government inspectors; so that while this tax may appear
to be somewhat onerous and to bear somewhat heavily
upon the lumber trade, the corresponding advantages
that will be obtained by having some authoritative tribunal
to whom disputes will be referred will be a suffleient advan-
tage to counterbalance the charges that are proposed. But
it seems to me that this proposal is not entirely equitable
in its terms. I find it is provided that a registration fee of
$2 shall be charged each manufacturer, and, in addition to
that, it is proposed that if the annual output of the mill is
les than 1,t00,000 feet board measure, there will be a
charge of 82 and an annual registration fee of $2 charged
for where the output is less than 1,000,000 feet. And if
you go beyond 1,000,000 feet the registration fee will be
$10. It seems to me that there ought to be a gradation of
the registration fee. The charge up to 1,000,000 feet should
be J2; then, if the production isb ,000,000 feet, it shouid be
$4; 10,000,000 feet, Se; 20,000,000 feet, $8, and over
20,000,000 feet, $10. lt seemas to me that that gradation
of the registration fée would be more acceptable and less
objectionable than to make au absolute charge of $2 on all

Mir. CosTIGAN.

outputs of less than 1,000,000 feet, and of 810 on al] over that
amount. It bas been objected that, where a mill produces
20,000,000 feet of lumber, there would be a charge, under
this resolution, amounting to $50. That is quite true, but
that is not an excessive charge for the advantages which
would be conferred.

Mr. KIRK. What advantage would b. conferred ?
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I have endeavoured to point

out, that where disputes occur, there would be a govermen.
tai authority, or, at all events, a tribunal clothed witb all
the authority the Government can give it, to which thee
disputes will be referred.

Mr. KIRK. Does the hon. gentleman suppose it is neces-
sary to have salaried officers at $2,000 a year each, to de-
cide differences which may possibly arise between lumber
dealers and their scalers ?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). My hon. friend will sec that,
under the present system, the people are called upon to pay
$25,000 or 830,000 a year, arnd that bas been objected to.
Under this system which is proposed, even if you did tax
the people, there would be a saving of a considerable
amount of money; but as I understand the proposition of
the Minister of Inland Revenue, it is that, whilst it is pro-
posed to have these inspectors, no one will deny that it is
desîrable, if we have a number of licensed inspectors, to
have some authority over them, someone who will be re-
sponsible to the Government for those licensed inspectors.

Mr. LAURIER. I would ask, simply for information,
does the hon. gentleman believe that there L-hould be com-
pulsory inspection ?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). No ; I do not hold that there
should be compulsory inspection.

Mr. LAU RIER. Then, if there is to be no compulsory
inspection, if it is to be purely volantary, what reason can
there be to appoint an inspector at such a heavy salary, or
at any salary ut all ?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I was just coming to that.
There may bo cases where inspectors holding annual
licenses and authorised and required to inspect when
cailled upon, might be guilty of some malfeasanea of office,
then they might do sornething which should deprive them
of their licenses, and it seems to me that there ought to b.
some head to those officers who may be able to report to
the Government the reasons which would justify them in
taking away the licenses which enable these men to collect
fees. That is one reason as it seems to me-and there
may be other reasons-why the lumber trade might be
fairly called upon to pay the salaries of the inspectors as
proposed by this resointion, so that some supervision May
be had over the men who are to be authorised to collect
fees, provided they are employed. I do not believe there
shouid be any compulsory inspection, and I understani that
the Government do not propose compulsory n-pection.

Mr. IVES. I would suggest to the Minister of Inland
Revenue that, as this BiÎlais intended to provide certain
faciilties for the classification of pine lumber, it should be
confined to pine, and that the fee should not be exacted
from every manufacturer of lumber. Everyone who
knows anything about the working of the lumbering
business in the country, particularly in the Province of
Quebec, knows that a statute based on the general terme
of this resolution, would bear very hardly on a large num-
ber of farmers and others who make a small amount Of
lumber every winter. I cannot suppose that it is intended
to apply this Bil to a farmer who makes 50,000 or
100,000 feet of logs j>r the mili, or to a man who
makes 2,000 or 3,000 railway ties, but the wording
of the resolution is broad enough to cover every case ef
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that kind, and that would involve great hardsbip to many
of the people. I can see no advantage to be gained by this
measure except by the manufacturers of pine lumber or
pine timber. Everyone who knows anything about spruce
knows that the inspection is a foreign inspection and that
any inspection here would be useless. If spruce is shipped
for the South American market, it bas to go by way of New
York or Boston, or Portland, and is sold, subject to
inspection, at the seaboard. The same thing applies
to hemlock, to scantlings and boards, which go sub.
ject to inspection when they arrive in New York, sub.
ject to classification there, and, if the shipper does not like
the cassification he gets, the only recourse he bas is not to
send any more. As I have said, as this inspection is
intended to be usef ul to the manufactirers of pine lumber,
I think it should b.3 confined to that, and should not be ex-
tended to ail lumber. If you sell railway ties to the Grand
Trunk, for instance, they will not buy them excepting sub-
ject to being called by their own cullers; so there is no ad-
vantage in this measure except to the manufacturers and
dealers in pine lumber ard pine timber.

Mr. PERLEY. I desire to make a remark or two in
reference to what the last speaker (Mr. Ives) bas said in
regard to spruce lumber as applieabliI to pine lumber. I
have had a long experience, as the House knows, in tbe
sawing of pine lumber in this city, and I must say that, as
far as my exporience goes, there is no call for an Act of this
kind for the culling of pine lumber. For the last 15 or 20
yeirs, we have not required any official inspection of lum-
ber, and have had no reason to call for inspection upon any
transaction we have made. Our dealings bave been upon
the output of our millis, and, between the sawmill and the
customers, there bas never been, to my knowledge-and I am
sure I sbould know of it if it existed-any question of dissat-
isfaction or trouble. I know there is not so far as my firm
are coneerned. I am quite sure every lumber manutactur.
ing firm on the Ottawa will disapprove of an Actof this kind,
subjecting them to a registration fee where there is no proba.
bility of their ever having occasion to call for inspection, I
am perfectly sure of that, and I am sorry to have to oppose
the provisions of this resolution. I think it would be an
injustice to the lumbermen of the Ottawa Valley, and I
consequeintly feel called upon to express my disapproval
of it, because I think tbere is no occasion at all for a Bill of
this kind as respects the business in sawn lumber in the Ot-
tawa Valley. So far as the square timber is concerned I
have nothing to say, because I am not very often interested
in it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think we are entitled to the
views of the Minister of Justice and the First Minister upon
this subject, because it seems to me that they propose bere
to put the lumbermen of the country to a certain amount
of expense and inconvenience, with no definite object in the
world, beyond that of furnishing positions for the parties
who may be appointed inspectors. This is said to be a
voluntary inspection-on what grounds is it to be upheld ?
What is the motive for it ? Is it a regulation of commerce ?
The bon. gentlemen do not represent it as sucb; they repre-
sent it to be a means of classifying lumber, and practically
to determine disputes that may arise between the vendor
and the vendee of this lumber. Weil, is not that interfer
ing with the right of contract ? If it were compulsory un-
doubtedly it would be; if it is voluntary it accomplishes
no object or end. What is the use of providing for the
appointment of an inspector when nobody is obliged to
submit to this inspection, and when he decides nothing ?
You cannot make a law here to say that the parties to a
contract shall ho compelled to accept the inspection of your
officer as final in any mater of dispute that may exist be-
tween them. No court in this country would enforce any
such obligation if you were to put it in a statute. The par-

ties have a right to make their own contract, and tbis sim-
ple right belongs to them. You bave no right to interfore
with the provisions of that contract between the vendor
and the buyer. If they do not agree they may decide who
shall be their referee. I am told by those who are
acquainted with the business, that it is in the interest of ever y
lumberman to classify his own lumber, and when he agrees
to furnish lumber of a particular class, he ocauses his own
lumber to be inspected in order that what he proposes to
give or furnish in fulfilment of his contract, shall be such
as the law itself would require him to supply. If the bon.
gentleman proposed something within their jurisdiction it
would be different. I can understand, under the old practice
that existed in the Province of Queber, why there should
be an inspection of square timber, but I do not understand
why there should be an inspection of lumber, and with the
design as explained by the Minister who has charge of tbis
rosolution. I think it is quite clear that no useful end is to
be accomplished ; the interests of the lumbermnan arc notto
be promoted ; it will have nothing to do in securing for him
a botter price for his lumber than he otherwise would
obtain. You simply propose to do that whicb, if you make
it compulsory, would be an interference %ith the right of
contract over which you have no jurisdiction at ali, and
which, if you make it voluntary, as you propose to do, tan
serve no purfose whatover.

ML. JONES (Halifax). I would like to ask the Minister
for information on one point. Suppose that, in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, this Act should be accepted under
some system which the bon. gentleman has not yet explain-
ed, ard the small lumber people, in the purtuit of their
calling, during the winter, wanted to send their teams into
the woods to get out a small quantity of logs and bave
them sawn in local mills, will each one of those parties have
to pay 82? Will every farmer be compelled to take out
a license before hoecan get his logs sawn? Will the hon.
gentleman explain that, because I do not quite understand
it ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I bave not bad an opportunity of con-
sidering that point yet, it bas not been raised. But if the
party be a farmer he is not a manufacturer.

Mr. KIRK. Farmers are manufacturera of timber in my
Province, very largely.

Mr. COSTIG AN. Of course, if the hon. gentlemen are
taking the view that was taken by theb hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) it will beverydifficultto satisfy them.
The Bill is proposed to meet the charges made by different
gentlemen outside the liouse, that, in the Province of Nova
Scotia, particularly, a large amount of money is paid out
for services for which the people do not get any benefit;
and this Bill is to provide a remedy.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). lu what way?

Mr. COSTIGAN. By abolishing that system, and by
providing some simple means of getting the inspection and
the measurement done. In the Provinces of Quebec and
Ontario the Act is to come into operation at once. In
Nova Seotia and New Brunswick there is an Act which
satisfles them very weil, and they might continue to use it.
The Act is not made for them, but they can avail them-
selves of it whenever they choose.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman bas yet to
consider the point which I raised. I think it is a most im-
portant point, as affecting the Lower Provinces particularly.
The hon. gentleman says the farmers are not manufac-
turers; but almost any of these farmers or people living
throughout the country during winter, are accustomed to
get out logs and to send them down the streams to the local
mills to have the lumber cut. My question was whether,
under these circumetances, each one of these parties would
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have to take ont a license under the operation of this Bill,
whether it came into force or not?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No; that is not the intention-I hope
it is not. The Bill does not bear that construction. lt is
not intended to be a tax upon the farmer who gets out
small quantities of lumber.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It appears to me that, after the
opinions expressed by hon. gertlemen on both sides of the
House who are familiar with the subjeci, the Minister would
do well to limit the operations to lumber. Perbaps if it
wore confined to lumber t migbt not be so objectionable ;
but it is evidently useless so far as regards spruce,and hon.
gentlemen opposite bave shown plainly that it would be of
no advantage as regards pine. Under those eircumstances
both these classes should be eliminated from the Bill.

Mr. LAURIER. The object of the Bill, as stated by the
hon. gentleman in charge of it, is to effect economy. The
îhief office is in Quebec city, and it has been frequently
complained that the expenses of that office were altogether
out of proportion to the revenues collected there. It seems
to me thafhe hon. gentleman has chosen a wrong course
to effect the economy desired, because ho does not propose
to restrict the system, but to extend it all over the Domin-
ion. The fact is, as has been stated more than once on this
occasion, the revenue of the office at Quebec has diminished
from 3 ear to year, and twelve years ago, in 1e76, the ex-
penditure had so much exceeded the revenue that it was
thought proper to superannuate a certain number of cullers,
and pension them at the public expense. Since that time
the i evenues have continued to decrease. What is the reason
of that decrease ? It is simply, so far as I understand it,
and as it is explained by competent men, that the inspection
has been less and less resorted to.

Mr. WfHITE (Renfrew). The hon. gentleman is mis-
taken. It is because the quantity of square timber pro.
duced has been decreasing.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes; the only lumrbermen who patron-
ise the office are the square timber producers ; and although
ail other classes of lumber come within the Act, the office
is not availed of. So ail kinds of lumber are practically re-
moved from the operation of the Act except the square
timber. Under such circumstances a botter way to effict
the economy desired would be to diminish the expenses of
the office at Quebec. I find that the expenses of that
office last year exceedtd $18,000; and we have there a
superintendent of caliers, a deputy superintendent, a cashier
and ton clerks and messengers, and $1,000 is paid for rent
and $2,000 for contingencies. A botter plan is not to
croate a system of inspection ail over the other Provinces,
because in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia squar.e timber
is produced to a very limited extent, and there is no neces-
sity for the existence of the system there, but a betttr plan
would be to curtail the expenses of the office at Quebec.

Mr. EDWARDS. The hon. member for Quebec East
(Mr. Laurier) has the correct view of this matter. The
faling off in the revenue is from two causes: First, because
the square timber trade has diminished very much; and,
second, because deals are no longer culled at Quebec. In
years past, when the Act now in force was brought into
effect, ail the deal, manufactured in the countiy were sent
to Quebec by raft and there culled and sbipped. To-day,
none of the deals manufactured are sent to Quebec in that
way. They are all culled at the mills by the culiers of the
manufacturers, and the deal culiers at Quebec are of no use
whatever to the trade and are not %anted. In my opinion
the best way to arrange this matter would be to continue
the culling of square timber as at present; it is necessary,
for the square timber gces to Quebec and is shipped there
just as it was in years gone by. So far as the deal culiers

1r. JoNis (flalifax),

are concerned, they are very old men, it is a very long time
ago since any one of them was appointed ; most of them
are too blind to h able to cull deals, and they should be
superannuated and let the whole affair die out. There is no
necessity whatever for those inspectors, and they would
only prove a nuisance to the trade. I would suggest to the
Minister the propriety of withdrawing the resolution, except
so far as the square timber culling is concerned ; let the
square timber culling continue, but so far as regards other
inspection it would ha perfectly worthless to the trade and
we do not want it.

Mr. WHITE, (Renfrew). Does the hon. gentleman pro-
pose to accept the suggestion I made with regard to a slid.
ing scale ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think that is a very fair and reason-
able suggestion. I bave listened with attention to the ob-
jections taken to the Bill, aud in my judgment what we
bave to consider is our present position in the matter. The
last hon. gentleman who spoke said that the remedy we
should apply was to continue the timber cullers at the
QUebec office and retire the deal cullers. I am quite satis-
fied that tbe hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and
another hon. gentleman who spoke for Nova Scotia, would
not think that a very equitable way of settling the whole
difficulty, for that office was simply for the square timber
of Ontario and Quebec.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Abolish it altogether.
Mr. COSTIGAN. That would not be a very acceptable

way to any one. We want to reduce the deficit that has
exited in that branch of the service for many years. There
may be some other way of getting at it, and I ask hon.
gentlemen opposite to give their suggestions and their ideas
to the Committee. In reply to the allegation that this
measure will mean nothing but the creation of new offices
with the new appointees, I assure the House that it is not
intended to make any new appointments, but we would
make use of the men now in the service and give them em-
ployment, and no new appointments would be made merely
for the sake of favoring some par ticular person. We would
take advantage of the measure to utilise some of the men
who would otherwise retire, and of course there would be
some men who must be retired. With regard to the point
that it should not apply to the inspection of lumber, 1 may
say that the present Act applies to all kinds of lamber, in-
cluding pine, ash, basswood, butternut, red pine and other
varieties ; and yet it is said that I am going too far be-
cause I do not provide that it shail go beyond pine or
spruce. I simply ask to provide machinery so that the
board of examiers shall decide what classes of lumber
sball be dealt with. Besides no lumberman will h obliged
to have lumber inspected or to pay a cent if ho does not
choose to do so. The fee is a nominal oue.

Mr. IVES. It would amount to 850 a year.
Mr. COSTIG AN. Those are the figures of the hon. mem-

ber for Simcoe (fr. Cook) but those figures are not in my
Bill. If the hon. gentleman will take the figures given by
the member 1or Renfrew (Kr. White) ho will find that it
will hardly exceed $150 in any one case in the Dominion.

Mr. PERLEY. I may explain to the House that accord-
ing to the provisions for the collectio of this registration
fee the annual payment upon the lumber sawn by my
firm would amount to about $120. I do not see any reason
why the sawn timber trade should be thus assessed and
torced to pay a registration fee when they have no possible
requirements for any such services. I look upon this as
an unjumt assessment made upon the lumber trade, and
I feel it my duty to express myseif in that way in connec-
tion with the sawn timber tradeof the Ottawa Valley. The
amount of lumber sawn by my firm is about 55,000,000
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feet annually and we would have firat of all to pay $10, and,
thon one-fifth of a cent per thousand feet which would take
Si15 or $120. T hat would be the assessment on mills of
the capacity of that of my firm, and I should look upon
it as a very unjust tax.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). In reference to the objections
of my hon. friends from Russell (Mr. Edwards) and
Ottawa (Mr. Perley), I wish to say that both of these
gentjemen are large producers of deal that is shipped to
the English market. Their principal objection to this
resolution is that it imposes a tax for registration purpoEes
and a tax upon the production of their mills. I think both
these hon. gentlemen will agree with me that under the
law as it exists the counting fee that is imposed upon then
and for which they get no benefit at all, and which they
must pay under the Act as it stands at present, would
greatly exoeed in both their cases the amount they would
be called upon to pay under the provisions of this resolu-
tion.

Mr. EDWARDS. As regarde this counting fee the
system has been that while the culling has been done at
our own mills, the counting fee bas been charged at Quebec
for which we get no return whatever, but we refused to
pay that fee for years and do not pay it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. What are you afraid of this Act for,
thon ?

Mr. EDWARDS. I will tell you. While I agree entirely
in the statement that the only parties that would derive
any benefit at all from this arrangement, would be the
parties who were appointed as the examiners, at the saine
lime I dissent entirely from the idea that the Government
is making this proposition for the purpose of giving such
situations. I believe that the Government proposes this
matter with the idea of putting the regulations into botter
shape, but so far as I am concerned I do not think this pro-
position is going to better the thing at all, but that it will
make it a good deal worse. I will be glad to offer any
humble ppinion I can to the Government in order that this
matter may be put into a shape which will satisfy the lum-
bermen.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This discussion shows
that there is a great diversity of opinion on this subject,
and of course it is useful in that regard. I should think,
with the consent of my hon. friend who has charge of this
resolution, that we would ask the Committee to pass the
resolution now and allow the Bill to be introduced upon it.
The Bill being introduced the whole question can be dis-
cussed, not only on the second reading but in Committee;
and we are quite willing that in Committee the whole matter
should be diecussed as if on this resolution which is a basis
of the Bill.

Committee rose ard reported resolution.
Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill

113) respecting the inspection of timber and lumber.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

(No.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT.

Mr. HAGGART moved second reading of Bill (No. 100)
to further amend the Civil Service Act, chapter 17 of the
-Revised Statutes. He said: The object of the Bill is to
decrease the amount paid to parties who are at present
engaged in examining candidates for the Civil Service. The
first section says:

" The Governor in Couneil may appoint a person who shall be clerk to
the board at a salary not exoeedng $700 per annum."
The old clause in the Bill read:

" The Governor in Council may appoint a secretary to the board who
may be one of the members of the board at a salary not exceding $1,000
per anu."

You eau see by that clause in the Bill that this seoretary
cannot be a member of the board and bis salary shall be re.
duced to 8700. The third clause says:

"1Each member of the board shall receive such salary, not exceeding
$400 per annum, as ia fixed by the Governor General in Oouneil."

Under the old Act it was 8600 per annum. Instead of two
examinations a year as before they are reduced to one for
promotion and one for examination and less woi k will be
entailed on the examiners.

ir. JONES (Halifax). How many members compose
the board?

Mr. HAGGART. Three, I thirnk; but one of those, the
secretary, Mr. LSueur, is not to be a mem ber of the board.
The next clause is for the purpose of adding post office
inspectors to those who may be appointed without examina-
tion. By the next clause, I propose to have the salaries
of accountants of Inland Revenue made from 8600 to
81,400, instead of from $600 to 81,200, as at present, and
the salaries of special class excisemen made from $1,400 to
$1,600, instead of from 81,200 to 81,400. It bas been found
that these gentlemen-there are three or four of them in
the country-have great responsibilities, being in charge of
large distilleries ; some of them collect revenue amounting
to from 41,500,000 to 82,000,000. The other amendment
provides for a change in the manner of computing the
salaries of railway mail clerks. It is not intended to make
any addition to their salaries, but the amount that will be
expended for that service will be increased $250 or 8300 a
year; that is for the convenience of accounting. It was a
form agretd upon by the inspectors who assembled bore for
that purpose. The last clause will enable us to pay the
salaries to the different postmasters, whoso salaries you will
see by the estimates have been increased. One of them is
the postmaster at Toronto, whose present salary is $3,000;
we propose to make it equal to that of the postmaster at
Montreal. Another is the Ottawa postmaster, whose salary
it is proposed to increase from $2,400 to 8 3,600.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I would like to enquire in re-
gard to railway mail clerks. The prerent arrangement I
understand is that the first-class, stcond-class and third-
class rocoive different renumoration, whicht is graded for
night service; but under this proposition it appears that
they are to be ail put upon the s-ame footing, that is, each
mail clerk is to receive an aiowancu not exueeding half a
cent per mile for every mile travelled on duty, and an ad-
ditional allowance of hait a cent per mile for every mile so
travelled between ten in the afternoon and six in the fore-
noon. What I would like to eLquire is whether this will
reduce the salaries and allowances of Ibe mail clerks to any
considerable extent, and if so by how much ?

Mr. HAGGART. On the whole, it will not reduce them
any, but those who do more travel will get more, and those
who do less will get less. The payments will be made ac-
cording to the amount of truvel they do.

Mr. LAURIER. For my part, I think the explanations
given by the bon. gentleman as to some features of hie Bill
are very unsatisfactory. In one respect I am a Conserva-
tive; I am a conservator of the laws of the country; I do
not want thom to be amended or dealt with in any way
unlesse some adequate reason is given for doing so. The
hon. gentleman Las explained the various changea ho pro.
poses to make in the existing law, but ho has altogether
failed to give any reason that should induce hie Conserva-
tive supporters to agree with iim that the law sobuld ho
amended. I am sure there is not a Conservative on the
other side of the House who bas not the deepest respect for
the laws of the ccuntry, and who would not w.ieh to see
them altered without auequate reason. Wbt je the reaon,
for instance, why a poet oiice inspector hQo4 be..ppointot
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without being subjected to an examination, as he is to-day ?
What reason can be given for taking that departure from
the rule which bas been established for the protection of
the public and the efficiency of the service? Not one word
of explanation has been given for that; and unless some
adequate and satisfactory reason is given why we should
make that departure, I do not think we should adopt the
legislation 6f the hon, gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see that the section is very littie altered from the old one.
At present, city postmasters, inspectors, collectors and pre-
ventive officers in the Customs Department, inspectors of
weights and measures, and deputy collectors and preventive
officers in the Inland Revenue Department may be appoint-
ed without examination; and it is proposed that post office
inspectors, who are men to be chosen for special qualifi-
cations not to be found by an examination of the Civil
Service board, but who are appointed because of their
peculiar qualifications as mon who will follow up any
irregularities in the post office divisions, shall be included in
that list.

Mr. LAURIER. But what is the reason cf that amend-
ment?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have just explained
Mr. LAURIER. I have not heard any explanation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot help that; I
cannot furnish my hon. friend with apprehension.9

ion who can draw anything like the same salary under the
new regulations that they did under the old. If the hon.
Minister intends to reduce the salaries of the mail olerks
he should do it openly, and not in this way.

Mr. HAGGA RT. The intention is not at all to reduce
the salaries of the mail clerks. The Grand Trunk Railway
and the Intercolonial and Canadian Pacifie Railway travel
as fast in Quebec and Nova Scotia as they do in Ontario,
and if the mail clerk serves the same time on board the
trains in those Provinces as he does in Ontario he will get
the same salary. The addition he receives is not haif a
cent a mile per night, but half a cent a mile for every
mile travelled in day time and half a cent a mile extra for
night travel, or altogether one cent a mile for night travel.
It is an injustice to the mail clerk who travels in the
North-West , and puts in more time on the railway than
another in Quebec or Nova Scotia-he may cover 1,000
miles in the same time that the other will but 600 miles-
that no distinction should bc made in the salaries. It is for
the purpose of apportioning salaries according to the duties
performed that this Bill is introduced.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEI?. I do not quite under.
stand the object of this amendment to which the hon. mem-
ber has called attention, but I take it for granted that ho
means by relieving the post office inspectors from the pre-
vious law to enable the hon. gentleman to bring in persons
who have never had any connection with the Post Office
service before. That, I presume, ho can do under this pro-
posed measure. I think it is objectionable for more reasons

Mr. IVES. I understand that it is not the intention of tho than one. In the first place it is an iujury te the service,
Postmaster General to decrease the salaries of the railway especially the post office service, the members of which
mail clerks. He says there will be an increase in the case are hard worked mon, as a rule, that an outsider should be
of some and a decrease in the case of others. I think pro- brought in and put over their bond, and although I have
bably I did not well understand him; but I gathered from net a very special acquaintance with the details of that
what ho said that if a railway mail clerk worked all night, service, I am inclined te think, from the evidence of the
ho would suffer no diminution of salary, but if ho did not, case, that a post office inspecter is much more likely te do
ho might. It does seem to me as if the old plan of paying bis work well, if ho bas been trained in the office for a rea-
railway mail clerks was much more fair and equitable sonable number of years and bas become familiar with the
than that proposed. For instance, a railway mail clerk various details connected with the work of th e post office,
starts at 10 o'clock from Montreal te go te Toronto; he than if he is a stranger to the work. Is it the object of the
rides all night, and arrives at Toronto at half past seven or hon. gentleman tobriigin persons who have had no previous
eight o'clock in the morning, and ho receives half a cent connection with the post office service ? It is deplorable
per mile on the 300 miles, $1.50, in addition te bis ordinary and objectionable that we should interfere with the promo-
salary. Another mail clerk starts at the same time from tien of officials of the service who ought to have distributed
Island Pond, and arrives at the same time at Montreal, but amongst them the prizes ; but, at present, the way that
ho bas only travelled 140 miles. I am net aware that he department is administered, we know the considerable prizes
bas worked any less number of hours or that ho bas suffered are given, net te men who have served their country for
any less lors of leep. I am not aware that ho lequires any years in the arduous duties of the post office, but te mon
less degree of intelligence, and if ho bas worked during the who have obtained their promotion by political work of a
ame hours, bas suffered from the same warnt of sleep, must more or less reputable character-rather less than more.
have the same qualifications, why should he net receive the Besides that, I hold a post office inspecter would do very
same pay? Under the old plan ho was paid for any night much better work if he were familiar with the details of
service se much extra. That is the equitable plan. Now the service in varions ways.
he is te be paid accoiding te the speed of the train ho is Mr. COOK. I would like te submit te the Postmaster
fortunate enough te be employei upon. I do not se. General-if he will allow me the suggestion, it would atone
that cleiks have any control over the speed of the train or somewhat for the shorteomings of his Bill-if he would add
the route given them, whether long or short. The present Bill No. 106 te it. That would give it grace, and elegance,
system may be scientifie, but it is unjust and not equi- and tone, and ho would do a great deal for the protection
table. I have received a perfect avalanche of communm- of bis country.
cations from mail clerks, objecting te the proposed change,
and I thiuk there is a good deal of justice in what they Mr. MoULLEN. This is a very important subject,
say. Under the schedule in the existing law a railway which we should give serious consideration. in the first
mail clerk of the first class, for night service, after ten yeara' place, it is proposed te reduce the number of examinations
service, receives 61,200; under the present Act h. is te annually froin two te one. That in itself is a stop in the
receive $J60, and half a cent a mile for what he travels right direction, but at the same time my opinion is that wO
over during the night, between ton p.m. and six a.m. There could well do away with these examining boards altogether.
is a difference of $240 in bis salary for the year. That There was a suggestion made to this House some
means, at half a cent, 48,000 miles which he must travel years ago that, by the departments agreeing te accept
over during the year before ho can receive the same salary students of a certain grade from our high schools and
as he does at present, or 160 miles a day for 300 days I do seminaries of education, the necessity of passing
not believe there are balf a dozen mail clerks in the Domin- the examination board, and all the necesaary expenses

Mr. LAURIEB.
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could be well done away with. There would ho nothing at Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon the Firat Minuter
al to prevent the Postmaster General including a clause in has given ud a reuson whY the Peet office inspecter shud
hi- Bill that would enable us to accept students from any ho taken away fron the list ef civiléervants who are sub-
of those institutions of oducation who hold a certain degree ject to examination, and shou!d be put on the liet of those
of certificate, which would be amply sufficient to enable who are fot eubJdct texamination; and the roa8on ho
them to discharge the duties of post office clerk. I gives is that the pat office inspoctorm requiro spocial quali.
think by doing that, we could do away with the fications. I would bave Buppoeed that if a party ie required
examination board altogether. 1 notice that in the te have epeciti qualifications, it is neoessary, if there le to
last examining board Mr. LeSueur has been acting b. an examinatieu at ail, that thoro should bo a epecial et-
as secretary for the past year, for which he drew the erinatien to escertain thoso spoc ual The
sum of $700. I noticed, also, in looking over the list of bon. gentleman shakos his heal. I was going to eay there
superannuated civil servants, that as such ho draws $1,400 is nothing in it, but 1 man thst ihere te nothng in the
a year. If his health was such that it became nocessary for shako. There ie this to be said about the examination: If
him to be superannuated, ho should not be again engaged the hon. gentleman admiti that an examinetien je noces-
in the service and permitted to draw double pay in sary in regard to some officere, why [i it Dot necesary
this way. Are we to suppose that there were some in this case? A certain literary ettainmont and a certain
other reasons than ill-health for his retirement ? I believe qualification are required for the admis-ion of a clork into
the superannuating system bas been abused, and I think the civil service. le not thut requived aise in tho case of
this is one of the features of its abuse. With regard to the an inspecter?1Io net understant Lh:t the inspecter r.
other clause referred to, that of giving the Government quires tees qualification then the civil servant who ie eub-
power to employ any person to discharge the duties of in- jected te an oxaninatron, especiatly iho civil servant who is
spector, it is unfair te the staff to pass an Act that would subjected to an examination for promotion. lie requires
allow any person outside of the staff to bo taken in and te have et leust the qualificalion possessed by the other@,
placed in the office of inspector. As bas been truly said and ho ought to Lave anoW'r qua11fi':rt on besides. If the
by the bon. member for South Oxfrd (Sir Richard Car t.-hon. gentleman thitiks that ati examruition is fot tho pro-
wright) tha' a man who bas served in the capacity cf post. p r moars te ascertain Ih sp;cial qu-,t ietion, certainly it
master for a number of years is better able to discharge the je necossery te ascertain the genoral qualification whîch
duties of insiuector than can a man who, no matter what h:s the inspecter ehou!d poesese, rielI aï every other oftlcor.
altainmeLts in an educational point of view may b, But I ar inclined te think thud, il the hon. gectioman
has not had that esperionce. The third objectionable would tekoethe flouse into hie ccrnfidonco, ho would tell ue
feature is the increase of the postmasters' salary in To- that this amendaient te the Act is nece8sary to meut a
ronto and in other places. I am certain the Government speciel case. The hon, gentleman, I suppose, bas in bis
would have no difficulty in filling any of those oye, or in hie mind's oye, et ah events, the appointmont of
positions for the salaries now given, yet we are still in- some porson who, ho tbink-, s this special qualifua-
creasing the salaries notwithstanding our annual expense tien. I wonder if the gentleman tives cur the city ef
and the continued efforts on the part of the Opposition toGaR Who peseesses this special quulifionitin, and whom it
prevent this increase. My own opinion is that a man in would ho infra dia te subject te this mpecial examinatien; 1
the city of Toronto can well discharge the duties of post- wonder whetler the eiinent services which that hon.
master for $3,000 a'year. I think it is an ample allowance, gentleman-
and I am quite sure that there are hundreds of men in this Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What hon. gentleman?
country with sufficient educational attainments, and other
qualifiùations, who would be only toc glad to get the posi- erM(t
lion and discharge the duties. Where is the cauFe, why is
it thought necessary, without any reison b3ing given, that Sir JO1 A. MAC DONALD. Whet je the naine?
we should raise this man's salary froin 3,000 to S 4,000 a Mr. MILLS (aothwell). 1 have beon told hie namo is
year, when we are required really to legislate in the other Cowen.
direction, that is, for a reduction instead of an increase in
the expenses of this service ? We admit that, in Toronto,
the receipts are very large, but in other places the receiptsebefore.
are very little, if yon deduct the expenses. If you look Mr, &ILL3 (Bothwell). I suppose not, and perhaps the
over the whole revenue of the Post Office, you will find that hon, gentleman wil bo able te give us some other reasn for
it is very snall, after paying running ex penses. I am re- thie.It le elso rumored that an hon, gentleman living i
minded that it does not even do that. In view of a con- Torento id the party who ie te ho appointed te a position as
dition of things of that kind, wby is it thought necessary topost office inspecter, and it might be infra dig. te sabjeot
introduce an Act to increase a man's salary from 83,000 tohim. te an oxaminatien. Now, tho hon, gentleman could
$4,000, when we know that his services are well and amply put an end te ail these rumors and provent the public from
paid to-day at $3,000 ? I do not understand legislation of gnessing in regard te the matter, if ho would et once say
that kind. The Government may think it is popular, but wbo it is who id te bu specially oxompted f'om examînetion
if it is popular it should not be, and I think it is legislating by this provision cf the law. Thon 1 observe thet the post.
in the wrong direction. I alsc think that we could do with- masters in certain places are te recoive larger salaries than
Out an examining board, and that would save $4,522 a they do at present. I thînk the Goverumeri ought te give
year. As to the post offices, I am sure that hon. gentle. serions conlderatien te the proposition ef my hon. friand
men cen get any number of men to discharge the services who spoliajust beforo me (Ur. MoMulen). The bon. goutte-
required for the sains which are now paid. There is no more man witl seo that ho ie propesingte pay certain city post.
necessary officer than a sharp, shrewd, intelligent man as masters more than ho pays the Dputy Mmisters. le the
inspector, and t occupy that position, it is absolutely qualification required by a cîty postmaeter suporier te that
necessary that ho should have had personal experienco reqnired by a Deputy Minister? Are hie duties more
from the commencement up to the highest position in ardueus or more rosporisible? What ie thore in the position
the service, so that he may efficientlydischarge the duties of a city postmaster that ho ëhouid receive a largor
Of inspector, and if yon take a man whob as not had that aalary than that of a Deputy Minieter in the Public
experience, difficulties will ho met with and troubles will Service? Gertainly, hie intolloctual attainments are net
brise in coflaecjuence cf bis lack of experience. required t be retter, and the responaibilitysf hie psition
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ts not greater. I believe the Deputy Minister at present
receivea the ordinary salary of $3,200 a year, while the
postmasters in Toronto and Montreal are to get $4,000 a
year. The hon. gentleman says ho is now paying $4,000 to
the postmaster in Montreal, and ho proposes not to put
down the salary of the postmaster in Montreal, but to put
up the salary of the postmaster in Toronto. I do not think
that is recesary in the public service. There are certain
positions in the public service where you are obliged to
take into consideration what men employed in similar posi-
tions elsewhere earn, and you are obliged to make the sala-
ries such as to retain mon of the first order of attainments,
but you have no such difficulty in the case of postmasters.
Tt is true, perbaps, that there are large sums and large
interests passing throubh the bands of a postmaster, and
that you require a trustworthy man to fill the position, but
that does not require extraordinary ability, but simply
integrity; and you can secure the services of men
who may be trusted with the duties of a postmaster
in the larger cities of the Dominion for, at all events, the
salary which is received by the ordinary Deputy Minister.
Now I do not say that you cuLyht to reduce the salary of
the present incumbent at Montreal, but I say you might
provice that when the present incumbent disappears at
Montreal, then the postmaster at Montreal shail receivo
the same salary as is now paid to the postmaster at
Toronto. The postmaster at Toronto took his present
position knowing what the. salary was before ho was ap.
pointed; and 1 do not think that ho can say that hissalary,
looking at the dutics ho bas to discharge, is altogether too
low for one holding such a responsible position. Looking
at the enormous burdens that are at present imposed upon
the people of this country, it does seem to me that the
Government ought not, in every stop that is taken, propose
to advance the charges upon the public by increasing the
salaries of those parties

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that I
have any right to say anything-perhaps we had botter go
to committee before I say anything.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We are nlot objecting.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Vtry well, then we will
go into Committee of the Whole, because I would like to
make some remarks in reply to my hon. friend. This clause
which the hon. gentleman objects to, about inspectors of post
offices being appointed without an examination, isl he only
one which gives independent existence to this Bill, the rest
of the clauses being money clauses, must be commenced by
resolution. So will propose that the Bill be read the second
time and be committed pro formd to Committee of the
Whole, then we will take up item No. 28, which is the
money resolutions, and then, in carrying them, we will
have plenty of time to discuss this point with my hon.
friend.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

House resolved itself into Committee on Resolution (page
621) to amend the Civil Service Act, and to regulate the
salaries of certain ofieers of the Civil Service.

such an extent that unless we make some protest as tre go
along we will find ourselves fiom year to year iling up
such an expense in all these different departments, that it
will become very formidable indeed. Now, the Postmaster
General bas rot been able to show the House a necessity
for any one of these proposed increnses, notabiy why the
postmaster at Toronto should have 84,000, why the poet.
master at Ottawa should have his salary increased from
$3,400 to 82,00, while the postmasters of Halifax, St. John
and Quebec are left just as they were. It is a little piece of
favoritism ; it is a little piece of political concession here
right under the hon. gentleman's eyes, and I suppose there
bas been a certain amount of log-rolling going on by
which ho bas been induced to bring down this reso-
lution asking that the salaries be increased for
Toronto and Ottawa. I say it is very unfair, it is a very
improper course, it is one that cannot be approved of by
the country, and cannot be justified by any member of this
Uiouse, when you came to look into the condition of the
country. As bas been remarked by hon gentlemen who
have preceded me, there are plenty of mon in this House
and out of it who would take those positions if they were
vacant to day. The Postmaster General knows very well
that if ho had a vacancy in Toronto, there are plenty of
mcmbers in this House to-day who would be glad to get
ià at the present salaiy ; and if there was a vacancy in
Ottawa, they would be glad to get it, as a member of this
l1ouse took it on a previous occasion. Therefore, the p:o.
position is utterly unjustifiable, and I protcst most bo!emuly
against thiz continued and persistent increase in the
salaries of civil servants on every occasion when the
Government brings down a Bill. We have seen it in
the early days of the Session, and the practice is followed
up to-night by this Bill. Now, Sir, I say that I cannot
understand why the postmaster in Ottawa should have
bis salary increased to $2,600 a year, and the post-
master in Halifax only have 82,400. Tbe hon. gentle-
man will fii, I think, to convince this House that
the duties of the posimaster in OttLwa are of a more oner-
ous character than those at Halifax, St. John or Quebec, and
if ho cannot show that, ho has no case before the louse at
all, and canot justify the increase which he is asking thii
House to accede to. Then again, in clause 9 it say that
wnere the postage collections are less than $20,00v, the sul-
ary is to be from $1,400 to $1,800, as the Postmaster General
may dotermine. Wall, there are a great many places all
through the country where the postage collections will b
very much under that sum, perh.aps not a quarter of it, and
still, under the operations of this Act, we are going to em-
power the Postmaster General to give them from 8 1,400 to
81,bOO.

Mr. HAGGART. There is no change in the law as it is
at present; it is only repeating the law.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It should not be left to the Post-
master General, but it should be fixed by statute. I protest
against these ircreases, and notably, the increases in the
cases of Ottawa and Toronto, and i repeat that they are un-
fair to other cities I have mentioned, cities equally as im-
portant as Ottawa, at least, although, I admit, they are
smaller than Toronto.

Mr. RAGGA RT. In answer to the charge of the hon.
(In the Committee.) gentleman that the Bill intends to increase the burdens of

the people, I think when he has heard my explanation he
Mr. JONES (Halifax). It appears to me that the objec- will probably take an entirely different view of it. The

tion teobe taken to this resolution is one that we have taken proposition is to decrease the salary of the secretary of the
on too manv previous occasions, viz., that every Bill that is board $300, to dccrease the salaries of three other gentle-
introduced by the Government, is going to impose an addi- men $200 each, making $900. The change in the railway
tional burden upon this country. Every Bill brought down mail service may effect a saving, as my deputy estimates,
here proposes some additional salary to some of the civil of $250 or $300 throughout the whole country. Ail the
servants of the country. Now these things are growing to increases the Bill proposes is to the salaries of city pSt-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
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masters, $1,200, so that the amount of increases and de.
creases exactly balances.

Mr. McDONALD (Victoria). ihere is a class of men
serving in the post offices who are very inadequately paid,
and they are the postmasters of the villages and towns.
Their salaries range from 8300 te 81,000. They have to
devote their whole time to the work, 1 hey are just as fully
employed as are the postmasters of large cities, such as
Toronto and Montreal, and they very frequently have to
pay assistants out of their salaries. I think the Postmaster
General should take their case into consideration.

Mr JONES (Halifax). The Postmaster General, in
answeraig ny remarks, did not explain wby the postmaster
at Ottawa s-bould have an increase over the postmasters at
Halitax and St. John.

Mr. HIAGGAR'R. The Ottawa post office does twice the
business of those other offices mentioned. The returns do
not show exactly the business doue. The postmaster here
does ail the busin-ess connected with the departments and
bis business is no douht twice as large as the business of tbe
posimaster either at Halifax or Quebec, so I am informed.
With respect to the increase of the salary of the postmaster
at Toronto, I may say that that is an important city, the
receipts are as large as those in the city of Montreal-I
am informed that they are $40,000 ufore. The postmaster
at Montreal receives 84,000, and it is but right that when
another officer performs the, same duties and assumes the
same responsibilities, and performs his duties as efficiently,
he should receive the same salary as the poAtmaster at
Montreal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIQEIT. No; I do not think so.
I think, on the contrary, if there is reasonable ground for
believing that the officiai is receiving a larger salary than
the sum for which an officer could be obtained to perform
them fairly wll, it is the duty of the Government and the
duty of members of this House to take action so that the
excessive salary be reduced to a fair scale. I do not care
what the previous practice may have ben, or what the law
may have been in that respect. I think classes 1, 2 and 3,
which are respectively $3,50, $3,750 and s4,000 are alho-
gether too large for the class of duties that are disebarced
by the posmasters. There is a great deal of force in wharj
the hon. memoer for Botbwell (Mr. Milim) bas sad, and
there bas been no attempt made to answer hirn. ln connec-
tion with the Post Office Department there is a deficit of
8729,000 ayear,we cannotmake both ends meet within three-
quarters of a million, and the bon. gentleman under those
circumstances should bu very cautions about increasing the
salary of postmasters or leaving them at too high a scale. I
say that if you can obtain the services of a permanent
deputy head of an important department in the Dominion
for $3,000 it is absurd that classes 1, 2 and 3 of city post.
masters should be paid from $250, $500 and $700 greatert
than a deputy head. It wili be our duty at some other !
stage to move that instead of these being allowed, class 4 of
$3,250 be made the maximum in ail cases where the incum-
bent is not at present in receipt of a higher salary. I would
not interfere now, of course, with the men now receiving
higher salaries, but I think 83 250 is ample for the services
of any postmaster in Montreal, Toronto or Quebec, or any
city in the Dominion.

0

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. First, with respect to
the remark made that the inspector of post offices should be Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the bou. gentleman
exarined like any other clerk in the Civil Service. We ail would imitate us in our administration we will not Object.
know why the ezamination of civil servants was com. Come down to the twenty-tbree millions and a half of ex-
menced and has been continued. We know there had been penditure and we will agree to leave Ur. Lamothe's salary
introduced, I am afraid by both sides when they had the where it is and let you make Mr. Patteson's salary 84,000
power, the practice of appointing persons who did not pos- if you choose. If yon are going to imitate us, imitate us ail
se@e the necessary clerical qualifications to become a decent through. Be thorough in your imitation. Come down to
clerk and writer. -No doubt, in days of old, persons were the twenty-three millions and a half in your expenditure
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appointed from political considerations only, and to avoid
that the Civil Service examination was adopted, to provide
that men should write a good hand, ehould know the prin-
ciples of arithmetio and poesess a good common school edu-
cation, and that was the principle of the Civil Service Bill.
With respect to professional men, such as legal mon, if re-
quired in their professional capacity; to engineors, if re-
quired in the service; to trained accountants, who belonged
to a special profession, they are exempt by the terms of the
Act; and so, of course, if the Postmaster General desires to
appoint an inspector of post offices, the country
can trust him to appoint a man who could paes the
ordinary examination. IL is merely to prevent illi-
terate persons getting into the Civil Service. The
Act has worked well in that regard and in improv.
ing the character of the service. Then as to the state.
ment, I think, made by the hou. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), that no outsider should
ho appointed so long as a man could be found inside
the department to fill the office. Imitation is the sincerest
form of flattery is an old saying, and we follow in some
respects the example of bon. gentlemen opposite. The late
collector of Customs at Halifax was not a civil servant ; I
think the postmtaster at giontroal was an outsider, ho never
was a clork in the post offle and nerer handled a mail bag.
He was taken from outside-he is a very good man I dare
say, but for political reasons he was placed there. And the
hon. memnber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
says we should not eut down the salary because he now
holds the position, but that his successor should h eut
down. That officer was appointed by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, ho was an outiider. When he was apeointed, the busi-
ness of the Montreal office was not half what it is now, and
I am informed they fixed the salary at $4,000, and we can-
not, in justice to lion. gentlemen opposite, suppose that they
were extravagant ton or fifteen years ago, when they
appointed Mr. Lamothe,and that thoy acted wrongly either
in taking an outsider or in giving him too higb. a salary.
When the business of the Tor onto post office is larger
than that of the Montreal office, we come forward and
say that the postmaster at Toronto should receive as
much as bis confrère at Montreal. I do not think there is
saiything wrong in that propo.,ition. But then you know
we want to get ovor the charge that is generally made
against us, but wieb in this case is being made against the
hon. gentleman : that is, French influence. This French
irfi erce bas raised Mr. Lamthe's salary to 84,000, but
you would not give a poor Englishman in Toronto the
same salary, and yon want to eut down-not Mr. Lamothe's
salary -oh, no, but Mir. Patteson's who was not appointed
by the bon. gentlemen opposite. I really think that
this is not a fair game. I think that the bon. gentleman
must sec that in fixing the salary of this offier, who bas
more duties aud more business going through his bands, at
the same rate a. which the late Goverrnent appointed this
gentleman years and years ago-and not an unduly extra-
vagrant salary, 1 must say-that we are following their
example My hon. friend the Postmaster General, bas
shown that there is really no increase bore, s > then good
natureiy, you will allow as to pass thiîs ros lution and we
will have no recrimination, and we will not tell the hon.
gentlemen opposite that years ago they gave Mr. Lamothe
too bigh a salary.
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and I will support you in making the increase of the
salaries of postmasters.

Mr. LAURIER. Mr. Lamothe was appointed at the same
salary as his predecessor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am told by my hon.
friend that M&r. Lamothe was appointed at the same salary
that his predecessor had.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have just been asking,
and I am told it is so.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I do not care one straw,
or I do not think the House cares whether we appointed a
man at too high a salary or not; but whether we did or not
that i8 no justificqtion for the hon. gentleman increasling
salaries now that the deficit in the post office has been
enormously increased. The deficit in our time was not
more than 8400,000. The business has increased, no doubt,
but so bas the deficit, and it now amounts to $729,000. The
point I want to make is that surely if a salary of $3,200 is
enough to pay to a deputy head of a department of this
Government wbo has very important duties, and who ought
to be a man of first-class abilities, surely in all conscience,
83,500 is enough for an ordinary postmaster in Toronto or
Montreal. That Is the point we make.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are more import-
ant and less important departments here, and some of the
deputy heads have more important duties than others. As
the hon. gentleman knows some of the deputy heads get
more than 83,200, some of them get $4,000 and some of
them more than $4,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Trudeau gets more

for one and I think that the Deputy Minister of Finance,
Mr. Courtney, gets more than 84,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He may get a couple
of hundred dollars more.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, they get more
than $3,200, The two great post offices of the Dominion
are Montreal and Toronto. There are others of importance
and I hope that the growth of the country, notwithstanding
the efforts of the hon. gentlemen oppusite who repress the
development of the country, will cause other towns in
Canada to grow, and that the postmasters will have more
important duties. Take, for instance, the duties of the post-
master in Montreal or Toronto. In the first place he bas a
large staff of clerks to manage; and, in the second place regu-
larity and strict discipline is a matter of the utmost import.
ance. A man may be of great intellectual capacity, yet if
he has no order, if he has no firmuess, and if h bhas not a
sense of the necessity of keeping and saving time, he is not
fit to be postmaster. You know we have transferred and
are traneferring all the savings banks which were Govern.
ment saving banks formerly to the department of the Post-
master General. That is a money business, a banking busi-
ness almost you might say, and it is of great and increasing
importance. You want a thoroughly competent man, a
man acquainted with accounts, and a man to see that a
subordinate in the post office savings bank is a man
of accounts himself, to fill the position of postmaster.
Then the postmaster bas got to attend to the regis-
tered letters, which is also an important matter. There
is the parcel post and the book post, and one might go on
naming the increasing business of the post office. The
postmasters in those cities have got most onerous duties to
perform ; they have duties requiring regularity, energy,
firmness of character, and a knowledge of accounts. I
really do not think that when-in humble imitation of bon.
friends opposite-we ask that the postmaster in Toronto
shall have as much as the postmaster in Montreal, we are
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really going to ruin the country by our extravagance.
I understand that Mr. Gouin, the post master in Ottawa,
hasin addition to the ordinary business which goes through
the post office, and which is not reckoned in the public
accounts, an enormous amount of mail matter connected
with the different departments going through his hands.
That puts bis work upon a different scale from alinost any
post town in the whole Dominion.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I think that the right hon. gentle-
man should bear in mind all the circumstances connected
with the appointrnent of Mr. Patteson as postmaster, when
he asks that this poor Englishman, as he calls him, should
get an increase of salary. He should remember that Mr.
Lesslie who preceded Mr. Patteson was well qualiflud to dis.
charge the duties of that office. When ho was superannu.
ated, and superannuated against bis will I believe, he was
just as capable of discharging his duties as at the time ho
was appointed. I am personally acquainted with Mr. Lesslie.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON AL D. So am I.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. I have seen Mr. Lesslie, and I may

say that ho is just as active a man to-day as ha was years
ago, and just as capable of discharging the duties of the
office, but it was necessary for the First Minister to find a
place for this poor Erfglishman in the post office in Toronto;
and in order to find a place for this poor Englishman, as he
calls him, they superannuated Mr. Lesslie and appointed
Mr. Patteson who bad done them good service on the Mail
newspaper, and had stabbed the Grits under the fifth rib for
months before, by order of the First Minister, no doub:.
He was the man who got the position and Mr. Lesslie was
superannuated. The Lioveriment should remember that if
they raised Mr. Patteson's salary to 84,000, that, together
with the superannuation of Mr. Lesslie, will make an annual
charge of $6,000 for the head of the post office at Toronto.
The First Minister should take all this iâito consideration
and remember the fact that Mr. Lesslie was superannuated
to make room for Mr. Patteson and not lead the House to
understand that there is no good reason why this salary
should not ho increased.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). If the Postmaster General refers
to bis own report ho will see that so far from the Ottawa
post office being more important than the offi.o at Halifax,
it is far bebind it. I find that in Halifax last year, 8175,000
were issued in money orders and $535,000 in money orders
paid. In Ottawa the money orders issued amounted to
$190,000 arLd those paid amounted to only 8152,000. The
receipts in Halifax were 850,310 against $46,000 at Ottawa.
Therefore, I cannot see how the Postmaster General can
make out that the amount of work bore is greater than that
performed in the Halifax post office. Halifax, the hon.
gentleman must remember, is the distributing point for al[
the mails throughout the Province; the English mails
arrive there and depart from there, and that will cause, I
fancy, quite as much extra work as is thrown on the post
office bore by the departments. Therefore, :here is no jus-
tification, on the ground on which the hon. gentleman has
placed it, for asking the House to give an increase to the
postmaster here, and not-to the postmaster at Halifax as
well.

Mr. HAGGART. If you look at the Estimates, you will
see that the number of employés at Ottawa is nearly double
the number at Halifax.

Mr. EISENHAUE R. Well, I understand that the popu-
lation of Ottawa is not much greater thal that of Halifax,
and what is the reason for all these officials ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. More business.
Mr. EISENHAUER. The Finance Minister said a few

days ago that the Government were going to economise,
but we now find that they are going to inerese the
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salaries of the judges and postmasters, and appoint in-
spectors of lumber. Theb hon. member for South Oxford
stated a while ago that there was a deficiency of $700
in t e revenue of the post office bore, and if the principle
laid down by the Postmaster General were sound, he
would close up the post office at Ottawa, because he closedi
up one in my county because the revenue was not sufficienti
to cover expenSes. It had been open for years, and 1[know
it was closed through the influence of the ex-member. I
believe a large number of the people of that section are not
supporters of the Government, and that office bas been
closed and the people have been obliged to travel to a post
office which bas been erected at a distance of two or three
miles. I brought the matter to the notice of the hon.
Postmaster General, but he acts on the principle that there
i not enough revenue to keep it open. I s.ay that the
Ottawa post office should bo closed on the sanie principle.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) I think the hon. First Minister
did not make good his position that ho followed the example
of the Government that preceded him in office in increasing
the salary of the postmaster at Toronto to $4,000 a year.
H saiJ we had made the appointment of the postmaster
at Montreal and fixed hies salary at $4.000. When the facts
are recalled, we find that that salary was fixed by the hon.
gentleman himseif.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. Why did you not reduce it?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman is charging

us with a sin of omission ; but the hon. gentleman's sins are
those of commission. 'He increased the salary to 84,000 in
the first place. and because we did not reduce that salary,
he says that is a sufficient jastification for bis increasing
somebody else's salary to 8 ,0. Thon, my hon. friend
has shcwn that lie superannuated a postmaster at Toronto
for the purposo ef makiug room for a friend.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; that is quite a mis-
take.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No; it is not a mistake. I saw
the communication from Mr. Lesslie himself, stating that
lie did not wish to be superannuated, that he considered
himself fully equal to the discharge of the duties; and if I
remember rightly, the hon. Minister of Public Works
might be able to tell how it was that Mr. Lesslie was press-
ed to consent to superannuation, and how it was pointed
out to him, that it was greatly in bis interest to come to
the conclusion that he was no longer fit to romain in the
public service, and should ask the Government to retire
him, in order that he should not be retired in some other
way. Weil, Sir, seeing that political exigencies rendered
it necessary for the Government to turn out Mr. Lesslie,
because Mr. Patteson's usefulness as a newspaper writer
was gone, and that it was necessary to make room for an-
other exponent of the views of the Government on the
press, it seems to me that some regard should have been
had to economy when the present Bill was under consider.
ation. Now, although Mr. Lesslie is still able to discharge
his daties to-day as well as he was before ho was retired,
lis salary has to be provided for out of the public Treasury,
and Mr. Patteson's salary as well; and, in addition, the hon.
gentleman proposes to give Mr. Patteson another hoist,
I am afraid the hon. gentleman did not give us that candid
explanation which ho said ho would when we went into
Committee. He bas not told us who this inspector is to be
who is to be exempt from examination. I do not know that
we should have been in Committee yet if it was not for our
anxiety to know who this inspector is to be.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALiD. Allow me to tell the hon.
gentleman I do not know.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am astonished at the hon.
gentleman's -ignorance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD I would not be astonished
at any amount of ignorance on the part of the hon. gentle-
man. But, seriously, I regret much that the question of
Mr. Lesslie's superannuation has been obtruded into th-s dis-
cuason; that bas opened up a new leaf. The question is
not about Mr. Lesslie, but the question is whether the salary
of the postmaster at Toronto ought to be raised. Mr.
Lesslie I knew when a boy at Kingston, before ho went to
Toront; his father and brother were book-pellers there. I
know all about him, and I know all about the ciroumastance
of bis superannuation.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I do not think Mr. Lesslie would
regret the matter being brought up bore, because ho has
continually stated that ho was superannuated agairst his
will, and that ho was just as able to dischargo the duties of
bis office then as whon ho was appointed, and even botter;
and to this day ho is as well qualhfied to discharge the
duties of postmaster as tho man who occupies the position.
It is a question that ought to ho brought into examination
when this matter is up, becauso the charge f3r that office is
now being raised to about $6,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGI1T. i would just point out
that it seems to me absurd that the salary of the deputy
head of the Pust Office Department bore, the superior of
the postmasters,is only to ho $3,200, which is largely below
the salaries of first class, second class and third class
postmasters.

Committee rose and reported.

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 10:55 p.m.

H1OUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAT, leth Maroh, 1889.

The SpzàKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATEs.

JESUITS' ESTATE ACT.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the Day are called
I would like to ask the bon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
O'Brien), as the debate in which the House is nowengaged
will in all probability close to-morrow, at what date ho
intends to bring forward the motion which ho said ho would
upon the Jesuits' Estate Act ?

Mr. O'BRIEN. The hon. gentleman must be aware that
since 1 gave notice of this motion, on the lt March, there
has been no day on which it could bave been possibly
brought forward. If the debate we are now engaged in
concludes to-morrow evening as is expected, and I am sure
we all hope that it may, I shall ho prepared to proceed
with my motion on the next occasion upon which the
Minister of Finance moves to go into Supply; probably, I
suppose, in the ordinary course of business, on Thursday
next or whenever, whatever next, the occasion may arise.

Mr. LAURIER I hope that the Government will be
prepared to go into Supply on Thursday next.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I shall take tbat into
consideration between now and Thursday.

Mr. LAURIER. In the meantime can we expect that
the papers connected with the question will be brought
down.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes; they will be

brought down to-morrow. I think I have got them now,
but i wish to look over them.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL.

Mr. BARRON. The First Minister was not in his place
the other day when I asked the question regarding the re-
port of the commissioners upon the investigation, whether
it would be advisable or not to go on with the works
on the Trent Valley Canal. I said thon, and I say again,
that a great many people in the locality tirough wbicb
this canal will run are deeply interested in the subject and
wish to know what the results will be. I would like to
know if the report has been received, and if it is not re
ceived, when it is expected, because I am informed that one
of the commissioners bas left Canada to romain away for a
long time, and that for some time before his doing so no
work whatever was done by the commissioners, in the way
of taking evidence or otherwise, regarding ihe subject.
There is no reason in the world, so rar as I can find out,
why the report should not have been received by the
Government, and the country put in possession of its
contents.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the bon. gentleman
be kind enough to send me a slip aci oss the. floor mention.
ing what he wants, and 1 will send the answer over to him.

IN COMMITTEE-TIIIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 76) respecting the incoiporation of the North.
ern Pacifie and Manitoba Railway Company.-(Mr. Daly.)

Commerce Committee, without knowing anything about
it. Of course, I would not like to obstruct my hon. friend
in his procedure, but are we to have any practice or raies
at all to prevent basty legisiation? I would like to know
the reason for the delay. Was the Bill not duly advertised ?
or was there simply some delay in the presenting of the
petition ?

Mr. MACDOWALL. The Bill was properly advertised
and all regulations were complied with, but the principal
promoter of the Bill was taken very ill, and in consequence
of that the delay occurred. 1 suppose that, to use a legal
term, the delay war occasior ed by the band of God ; and on
that ac ount, we cannot bave strorger reason in appeahrng
to this flouse for a littie consideration. The Session is likely
to be very short, and unless this Bill passes the first and
second reading now, it will not be able to become law this
Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. After that appeal, I think
my hon. friend opposite will allow the Bill to be read
the second time.

Mr. LAURIER. I am not quite sure this is a wise prac-
tiee we are introducing. We ai e going very far in permit.
ting the Bill to be reaa the first time to.day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This will not be a
precedent.

Mr. LAURIER. I have beard that several times before.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What sum basBill (No. 83) to icorporaite the Otario, Manitoba and been expeîded on the Intercolonial Railroad and cbarged
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.) to capital account fîom lst July, 1888, to lst March, 1859 ?

TITLE AND MORTGAGE GUARANTEE CO.

Mr. MACDOWALL. I was not in the louse at the time
motions were called, and I bave just received a note amking
me, in the absence of the bon. member for Montreal West
(Sir Donald A. Smith), to move for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 114) to incorporate the Title and Mortgage Guarantee
Company of Canada.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
Mr. MACDOWALL moved that the Bill be now read the

second time, in accordance with the recommendation of the
Select Standing (Jommittee on Standing Oruers.

Mr. LAURIER. Will the hon. gentleman explain what
is the recommendation of the committee?

Mr. MACDOWALL. The recommendation of the com-
mitteo was this : Unless the Bill be read the second Lime
to.day, it is likely that it will not become law at all. There
would not be sufficient time to have it referred to the Bank-
ing nLd Commerce Committee and have it reported upon
by that committee before the end of the Session. Therelore,
the Standing Orders Committee bas recommended tiat it
be rea.d the firat and the second time te-day. The object of
the Bill is similar to that of a Bill which bas aiready
pasEed the Banking and Commerce Committee.

Mr. TROW. I question very much if it will be a public
calamity if the Bill be never again heard of. I do not sec
why the House should go out of its oider for the sake of
this Bill. Let it take its regular course.

Mr. MULOCK. fHas the Bill been printed ?

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. MULOCK. We-are asked to day to read it the first

ad the second time, and to refer it to the Banking and
Mr. LAURiER.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The expenditure from lst
July, 1888, to 31st January, 1,89, was $400,773 88. The
approximate expenditure for February, 1889, is $9,300.

HONORABLE J. R. GOWAN.

Mr. TROW (fer Mr. CoK) asked, Is the Honorable J. R.
Gowan, entiator of the Dominion of Canada, the same per-
son who was judge of the county of Simcoe? If so, was
ho pensioned before being appoinited to the Serate ? What
pension does ho receive, and wbat is the total amount to
date paid him on account of such pension ?

Sir JOHN TBOMPSON. The Hon. J. R. Gowan was
judge of the district of Simece from 1S43 to 1883. Since
thtn ho bas been retired from that position. He has re-
ceived the retiring allowance provided by law for County
Court Judges who have served more than 25 years, namely,
81,7.3.73 %nnually. IBe commenced to receive ibis allowance
belore ho was made Ser ator.

I2 .1ISCOUATA RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. DESSAINT asked, 1. What amount bas the Témis-
couata Railway Company received from tri Government, up
to this date, on the subsidy to which they are entitled ? 2.
What amount remains due to the company on the said sub-
sidy? 3. Why bas not the balance, if any, been paid, and
when will it be paid ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1. The amount wbich the
Témiscouata Railway Company have received from the
Government, up to this date, on their subsidy, is 8412,900.
2. There is no um cue on the subsidy, but the balance Of
the sub-idy applicable to the main fine is 870,700. 3. The
balance bas not Leen paid because the road bas not been
comploted, and it will be paid when the road is completed.
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WILLIAM BANNERMAN.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, 1. At what date was William
Bannerman appointed postmaster at Calgary ? 2. How long
did he continue postmaster of Calgary ? 3. Did he leave
that ofoo a defaulter to the Governmcent? 4. If so, what
was the amount of his defalcation ? 5. Was he at any time
acting as sub.collector, or in any other capacity, in the em-
ployment of the Customs Department at Calgary, or at any
other point in the North-West Territories? 6. If at any
time serving in such capacity, at what time did he enter up-
on the duties of such position, and when did he cease to dis-
charge such duties? 7. If employed in any capacity by the
Customs Department, was ho, in the discharge of such duties,
a defaulter to the Government ? 8. If a defaulter, what
means have been taken to ascertain his whereabouts?

Mr. HAGGA RT. William Bannerman was appointed
postmaster at Calgary the let of October, 1883. He con-
tinued postmaster until March, 185. He owed the
department a balance of $2,071.68, Of this amount, 82,000
was recovered on bis bond, and the balance is still unpaid.

Mr. BOWELL. William Bannerman was appointed to
the Customs as sub-collector by Order in Council the 24th
of Marcb, 1884. He had never complied with the terms
required of him, viz.: to furnish bonds or sureties, and to
report himself for duty to the Collector at Winnipeg.
Consequently ho was never recognised or authorised to act
as such sub-collector, and bis name was never entered on
the list of Customs officers. He was authorised on the
21et July, 1883, to net as preventive cfficer, but had no
authority to collect dues or other revenues. I am not
aware of his being a defaulter in Customs funds, and, con-
sequently, no means bas been taken to ascertain his wbere-
abouts.

WILLIAM LOGAN.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. EDoAR) asked, Ist. Was William
Logan a contractor for the carrying of the mail between
Pickering Village and Pickering Station in 1888 ? 2nd,
Does the name of B. Bunting appear as one of the sureties
upon the bond given as security for such contract ? 3rd,
Is this bond now in the custody of the Post Office Depart-
ment ?

Mr. HAGGART. Ihe conveyance of mails between the
post office and railway station at Pickering is provided for
1.y the Grand Trunk. The Post Office Department bas no
information as tothe names of thepersonswho are employed
by the Grand Trunk to carry the mail.

SIMS AND SLATER.

M r. CAMERON asked, Whethcr the sum of 850,000, or
any portion thereof, which was deposited in the Depart-
meat of Railways and Canals by the sureties of Sims &
blater, contractors of the eastern section of the Cape Breton
Rlailway, bas been returned by the Department of Railways
to the sureties, or otherwise disposed of? If so, what
amount, and for what purpose?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An Order in Council was
pared the 6th of November, authorising the giving back
Lo Sims & Siater the $50,000 deposited as security for the
due performance of their contract on the Cape Breton Rail-
way. Before giving it up a bond was taken from the
suî ety the 23rd of November, engaging to pay all claims
thut might be legally made against the firm of Sims &
blater in connection with the said contract.

MACDONALD AND DOWLING'S GULCHES.

Mr. CAMERON asked, Whether any complaints have,
been made by the engineer in charge of the construction of

the western section of the Cape Breton Railway in reference
to the manner in wbich works have been prosecuted over
Macdona'd and Dowting's gnlches by the contractors ? Have
the contractors driven the piles in those guiches as required
by their specifications ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No complainte have been
made, but a full description of the driving of piles at Mac-
donald and Dowlsng's guiches has been received. The con-
tractors have driven piles in these guiches as required by
their specification.

FRENCH-CANADIAN REPATRIATION.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. WILSuN, Elgin) asked, What steps
have been taken by theGovernment to carry out the policy
or scheme of repatriation which was referred to by Sir
Hector Langevin, the Minister of Publie Works, in a public
speech delivered in Montreal in November, 1883 ? Is the
measure referred to by Sir Hector Langevin to be intro-
dueed during the prosent Session of Parliament, and if not,
why not ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The measure which was
roferred to by me in the public speech at Montreal has
been put into execution by the Government from that
period, and therefore there is no measure to be introduced
during the present Session.

CORNWALL CANAL.

House resumed consideration of Mr. Borgin's motion for:
Copies of reports, plans and surveys of the then proposed Cornwall

Canal by J. B. Mille and 1enjamin Wright, Esq.'s, Civil Engineers, and
by Capt Pl. Cole, Royal Engineer, iu theyears 1832, 1833 and 1834; also
for surveyand report of Colin Carman, Eq , C.E , of a proposed change
of location of the cornwall Canal, from Sand bridge through Hooplea'
Creek to Archibald's Point, with plans, profiles and estimates.

Mr. BERGIN. When the House rose at six o'clock on
Wednesday last, I was discussing the manner of the con-
struction of the Cornwall Canal, the foundation upon which
it was constructed, and the materials with which it was
constructed, and 1 quoted to the House the opinion of Mr.
J. B. Milis, the engineer, as to the want of safety of a
bank constructed along the rivor, and tbo neces-ity of con-
structing an inland canal. I now come to thtt p ortion of
Mr. Page's report of the 27th February last, in which he
says:

"It is quite true that the volume of water that passes down the
'Sny' la very small compared with the main body of the River St.
Lawrence ; at the narrowest place îimediately below the rapids, the
seconal area of the waterway at the lowest stage of the river is about 600
square feet, all of which passes tbrough the dam at Moulinette and the
openings made in it When the river is at its hiho stages, the volume
that parses down the ' Sny.' is, of course, proportionately greater. In
January, 1888, during an ice jam, large quantities oftice passed down
the north branch, and destr>yed i a great measure the mille and dam
at Moulinette. If there had been a dani t that time at the north-west
point of the isiand, it is fully believed that nu one can say with any
degree of certainty what would result, nor indeel what would be the
effect at any time ot closing the north brai ch of the river. The 8t.
Lawrence is on too grand a scale to admit uf the probable result of in-
terference with it to be even approximated by the use of formula fairly
applcable to ordinary streams It is a well-known tact that the river
has been seriously affectel by causes either littie understood or alto-
gether ignored by those desirous of accomplishing certain objecta,
apparently irrespective of ulterior results."

This criticism of the chief engincer upon the report of Mr.
Keefer is certainly a most unfair one. He gives his
Minister to understand that a large volume of water passed
through the Chenailles, and that, if a dam were constructed,
as was proposed, at the head of Sheik's Island, a serious
result would ensue. If such a dam (f the proportions
mentioned had been constructed in 1888, ut the head of
Sheik's Island, not a drop of w tter could have passed
through the Chenaifles channel. The referenee he makes to
the gentleman whose report he is criticising, is unworthy
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of a professional man. The Chief Engineer of Canals might
very properly say that the plans recommended by Mr.
Samuel Keefer would not accomplish the ends desired, but
there was nothing to warrant him in speaking of Mr.
Samuel Keefer in this way, and to say that the causes af-
feoting the river were "oither little understood, or alto-
gethei ignored by those desirous of accomplishing certain
objects, apparently irrespective of ulterior results" Such
a criticism ought not to corne from the Chief Engineer of
Canals, but it serves to prove, as I said in the first part of
my remarks, that the professional jealousy which served to
make this an unsafe canal fifty years ago is to-day attempt
ing to bring about the same result. He says:

" The effect of cutting loose a sheet of ice in a bay, then swinging it
across the channel, has been known to leai to the drowning out for a
time of a considerable tract of land along the margin of the river, and the
closing of a branch of the river at the head of the Beauharnois Canal is
well known to have led to a vast deal of trouble ai an outlay for land
damages of nearly $00,000. "

There is no parallel whatever between the two cases-
the closing of a branch of a river at Beauharnois, where
there was a swift curren t, the length 600 or 800 feet and the
depth 18 feet, and the closing of what he chooses to cal the
river, but whiche is not the river, only a little Chenailles, at
the head of Sheik's Island where there is never more than
two feet of water. In the latter case it is not possible that
any damage could have been done b, erecting a dam at that
place. He endeavors, however, to create the impression
that damage would result to the lands on the American side
of the river, and thereby to induce the Minister to imagine
that a dam should not be constructed at the bead of
Sheik's Island. What is the fact ? Alter the dam was
erected,all the water would go during the period <f a flood,
as it goes now between the islands, Barnhart's Island
and the American shore, and the banks on the American
shore are from 60 to 80 feet high, so that it is impossible that
there could be any flooding of the American lands, for the
water bas never been known to rise more than 32 or 33
feet ; therefore, no damage could arise, and there could be
no complication with a foreign country. I think I have
now dealt with every passage in Mr. Page's report, and I
have shown very fully, by the reports of the engineers
employed in the construction of the canal, and by all the
evidence I bave been able to obtain as to the manner in
which the work was performed, to the House and to the
public that this work was improperly located in the
beginning, that the toundation upon which the banks were
laid was bad, that tho method of construction was bad, and
that that might have been expected from the selection of
the engineers under whose direction the work was done.
To sustain my contention as to the engineers, let me read
a passage from the Engineering News, a high authority in
the United States, as to the resuit to banks when they are
made under such circumstances, and, bear in mind, that
the construction of the banks of the Cornwall Canal was
under the direction of the consulting engineer, Mr. Wright,
who was then also chioef engineer of the Brie Canal. What
was the result to the Eie Canal? The Engineering News
says :

i The Erie Canal, 360 miles long, in a great many places forme a
series of earthen dams, ranging from 10 feet to 50 feet in height, with
water from 7 feet to 30 feet de behind them. These banks were
generally made of water-tight earth, with vertical puddle walls in the
middle. Mauy of these banks have failed from improper construction.
l a dozen or more places--"
And this shows that the sane causes that resulted in the
destinctiou of our ban, sbore, have resulted in the destruc-
tion of the banks of the Erie Canal -
"In a dozen or more places the wheeling planks used in construction
had been covered up, and thus provided for the escape of the first film of
water which finally resulted in a breach. [n another case au old tow-
rope left in the b.tk rsulted in a breach. A third unlooked-for source
of trouble resulted from the dumping of the wheeling planks, runing
across the bank, on material contaning small stones.'

Mr. BRGIN.

One would suppose that the engineer was speaking of the
destruction of the banka from the Long Sault to Mille Roches
in the Cornwall Canal.

" This stone naturally rolled to the foot of the slope and practically
formed a blind drain which eventually brought about a leak.

Now, Sir, if this had been written of the Cornwall Canal, it
would have beera strictly accurate representation of ,be
causes and effecte which have characterised that canal. I
shall bring only one other authority to show that the banks
ot the Cornwall Canal are not in a condition to be meddled
with in the manner in which it is proposed to meddle with
them by tha chief engineer, and the authority I shall bring
in support of my statement, is that of the chief engineer
himself, in his report made in the year 1874, on the naviga.
tion of the River St. Lawrence, to the Minister of Public
Works. Speaking of the improved canal, he says this:

" From the general appearance of the south bank, together with what
could be learned of its formation, there is reason to believe that it would
be injudicious to interfere with it i any way. The widening must, there-
fore, be done altogether on the north side, although the ground is, for
the most part, high, and has every indication of being unusually hard."
And you will remember, Sir, that, on Wednesday last, I
quoted from the report of Mr. Page, made on the 27th Feb.
ruary, that he actually had in contemplation, notwithstand-
ing that ho knew the insecurity of this bank of the canal,
to go on and enlarge it in the manner proposed. He also
adds :

" It may also be observed that the ground on the landward side is
fully 40 feet higher than the proposed bottom of the reach. From the
depth which the channel bas to be sunk, it will be evident that the
gaard lock must be taken dowu and a new one built; at the same time
a wider raceway formed, and a much larger supply weir constructed.
ro admit of this being done, and of new structures being placed in
nearly the same positions as the present ones, the water would have to
be drawn off for one full winter, a state of malters that should, if possi-
ble, be avoided, as it would involve the stoppage of aH the mills and
tactories at Cornwall, and thereby throw a great number of persons out
of employment. By the selection of another site for the lock and weir,
this unfavorable result, it is believed, might be entirely avoide, a
better class of work secured, and the outlay very little, if any, in-
creased. There is, however, good reason to beeve-"

And I would ask the attention of the Government to this,
because it is the severest possible condemnation of the plan
which ho proposes now to follow-
"--that any place much below the present structure could not be juadi-
ciously chosen for the purpose, As the present water-level of the canal is
several feet higher than that of the river immediately opposite, whilst the
bank between them is of a natue unlikely to retain the water, if the
level of the high stages of the river were extended farther downwardu."

Yet the man who penned this report in 1874, who knew
so thoroughly then that the bank was so bad that ho could
not move the guard lock further down, to-day, in his report,
affirms that the bank is thoroughly safe and thoroughly
sound, au i that ho bas no hesitation in saying that the con-
sti uction, under his present proposed plan, is feasible and
safe, and that there can be no doubt of the correctuess of his
statement. If that is not enough, let me read you this fur.
ther passage from his report:

" It is, therefore, believed that whatever advantages could be gained
from a more easterly position for the guard-lock, they are more than
counterbalanced by the risk connected with raising the water on au
uncertain portion of the bank."

This, Sir, is the testim>ny of the Chief Engineer of Canals
himself, and I do not think that anything bas occurred to
improve the quality of the bank from that time. He, him-
self, bas shown by the report ho has made, that the breach
which occurred in the bank in the month of October last,
and which caused so much injury to the commerce of this
eountry, which resulted in such terrible los to the mer-
chants, mariners and others, in this country, was produced
in the manner which had been predicted by himself and by
the engineers who constructed this canal. He objects, it is
true, to the dams which we proposed, as being equally un-
certain and insecure. He surely cannot have consulted the
engineering works of modern times, or he would know,
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f om the reporta that had been given in connection with
tho great dams that have broken away in different places
in other countries, that there is a method of making dams
sccure, dams which will last for all time. The causes
through which dams heretofore have broken away, have
been thoroughly exposed, and amongst those causes is the
cause of the breaking away of the banks of the Cornwall
Canal in the month of October last, aid that cause was the
puddling of that canal by Colonel Philpotts, in his endeavor
to make the bank, which ho knew was bad, perfectly safe.
Let me read to you from Mr. McAlpine-and there is no
higher engineering authority on this continent, or in the
old world, upon works of this kind-what hoesays as re-
gards this puddling of banks, and ho gives it as the result
of an examination made in the breaking away of dams, both
in the old country and in this, particularly the Croton
dam, that was constructed by Mr. Jervis, one of the most
eminent engineers in the United States, and another one
which was constructed by the then Major General R. E.
Lee, the great Confederate General of the South, or e of the
most accomplished engineers in America.

" No puddle wall should be made through the bank, for the effect of
puddling is to render the earth more compact, an i ite eventual settle-
ment will be less than that of the adjacent earth. And by reason of
this unequal settlement, in time a vertical crack will be produced,
extending along both faces of the puddle wall, and into these cracks
raan or seepage water will settie and make it almost impossible to effect
a subsequent union cf the two masies. "

And tbis, Sir, is what occurre I in the Cornwall Canal banks.
When it broke away, there were to be seen standingup, like
broken piliars, portions ofthe puddle wall. They had not
settled, the others had broken away from them, and that
very puddling had been, to a great extent, the cause of the
break. With this I conclude what I have to say upon Mr
Page's report of the 27th of February, and which, I
repeat, would not have seen the light but for the
notice which I put upon the paper, asking for it.
This I have reason to know, because I asked the Minister
of Railways to cause a survey to be made from Hooples'
Creek to Sand Bridge, with a view to getting an increased
volume of water, so that the Cornwall Canal might have a
sufficient supply, both for manufacturing and navigation
purposes That survey was made, plans and profiles were
prepared, and estimates were also pre; ared aind sent in to
the chief engineer, but they were pigeon-holed, and we
have not see them yet. The chief engineer gives it to be
understood that any change in the work will cost a very
much larger sum of money than that which ho now pro.
poses to expend. The same excuse for not building an
inland canal was made in 1833, with tho result that we have
had several breaks, and although in the early days those
breaks did not cause much interruption to the trade of the
country, and did not cause any very serious damage to
trade, yet this last one was so disastrous that the country
cannot afford to-day, no matter at whit cost, to leave the
canal in an insecure condition. Let me compare
the estimate which Mr. Page bas made with the esti-
mate which I have caused to be prepared, and which I
have reason to know is in excess of what the work
could be contracted for. Before doing this, let me
briefly state to the House the changes which aie sought to
be mi.de. These changes are : (1) A canal to be made
from Archibald's Point through the low ground by Hooples'
Creek to Sani Bridge; (2) A dam at the foot and head of
Sheik's Island; and (3) the removal entirely of the lock at
No. 19, and the reduction of the level between Nos. 20 and
19 to the level of No. 18. This would also do away with a guard
lock, and as the result we would have seven miles of unin-
terrupted navigation from Archibald's Point to Maple Grove,
requiring no towpath.and which distance could be traversed
in from one hour to one hour and fifteen minutes, thus re.

ducing the time now occupied by a vessel in passing
through the Cornwall Canal-generally ten hours up and
twelve hours down-to between four and five hours. I ask
the House if such a change as.that in the interests of the
trade of the country is rot worth the expenditure aven of a
hundred thousand dollars or so in excess of Mr. Page's esti.
mate of the cost of the present work ? But, when I come
to read my estimate I think hon. members will find that
the work it is proposed to carry ont, in order to make the
canal perfectly safe, will cost less than the w)rk proposed
by Mr. Page. The estimated amount of the contracts that
ho has given out from Mille Roches to the Long Sault is
8 1,200,000. To this I add-for whioh he has made no esti-
mate, and I am sure I am 875,000 or $100,000 under what
it will cost- for crib.work and rip-rap, which ho proposes to
add atterwards, $300,000, which will bring the entire cost
of Mr. Page's proposed work up to $1,500,000. What is
the estimate for the changes proposed ? A new canal from
Archibald's Point to Sand Bridge, inland, that can never
break away, $900,000; cost of the two dams, which Mr.
Keefer proposes, $195,000 ; from Maple Grove to Mille
Rocbeý, including bridge, 8140,000; compensation to con.
tractors on account of change of line and abandonment of
existing contract, say $100,000, which will make a total of
81,235,000. From thatsum i sbould deductthe c<st of two
locks, which at a very low estmate would be $300,000, or
making tho entire sum $935,000, as against Mr. Page's esti-
mate of 81,5')0,000. But as our plan would also necessitate
the raising of lock 20 six feet, I am willing to allow foi that
the full cost of the locks $1à0,000, which would make te
total cost of our plan $1,185,000, sti<l leaving a saving of
8315,000. In addition to the saving which this plan would
cause, there is the maintenance and operating of two locks
for ail time saved by our proposition, or about, including
interest on capital, $10,t00 or 812,000 a year. There is
one remark to be made in regard to the change we propose.
No matter if our plan costs more than that of Mr. Page, if
it were carried out the Cornwall Canal could bo injured by
nothing short of an earthquake. But I have yet to find
the engineer or practical man who will say for one moment
that the present Cornwall Canal bank wil ho safe for one
hour when the frost begins to come out of the
ground. I go furtber, and I venture to predict
that where the break occurred in tho canal in
October last, unless some change is made in the
plan which the chief engineer is following to day to repair
that bank, the whole of it will be in the river by the middle
of June. Why, any man of common sense-a man does
not require to ho an engineer to understand it-knows that
if you throw great blocks of frozen earth into the water,
th a material cannot possibly knit together or consolidate.
This earth is thrown in on the top of stone, there is no
effort made to pulverize it, and when the frost comes out
the mass will explode and the whole run into the river. A
man d es fnot require to ho an engineer to know that, and I
say, and am speaking with full knowledge when I say, that
there never was a more mitsmanaged work than the repair-
ing of that breach in the months of October and November
last, and I charge that the ChieflEngineer of Canals allowed
most valuable time to clapse after the repair of that break.
Then was the time when he should have taken the utmost
precaution to have strengthened the bank and prevented it
from ever falling away. During iany weekî ho had very
fine weather, af ter the rainy season, during which the bank
could bave been repaired. He could have employed any num.
ber of men, and have put in solid dry earth, not the frozen
material ho is using there to.day, and in tbree weeks at the
outaide, long before the frost came, ho could have made a solid
and fairly strong ban k,which would have lasted tbis season at
all events. But he did not choose to do so, and the result will
be as I predict. I now propose to direct the attention of the
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House to the dangerous state of this canal in other respects.
The entrance to the canal is a tortuous, difficult and danger-
ous one. A tug when entering is obliged to steer over to
the north shore of the canal i.n order to get within the pier.
As she does o the current catches the bindermost barges
of her tow and they areswuig out to the stream, and whilst
they are swinging to the stream sho makes her way across
from the north shore to get inside the pier which is on the
south side of the canal, and thon those barges swing back.
They are caught there by the eddy, swung across again to
the pier, and very often barges bave sunken at the pier, and
sonetimes bave broken away and di ifted down to strand
on Crab Iland, or some place in the neighborbood. This
causes great lo. s, and the underwriters are obliged to pay
large sums of money in consequence. This is not a matter
of which the chief engineer ought to be held entirely
innocent, because he knows the condition of the river, he
knows the state of the current and the eddies, le knows
that the outrance is too narrow, ho knows that there
are bouldors at the entrance to the chanuel on which
vossels have grounded, and he knows, moreover, whut
i a matter of groat importance to the town of Cornwall,
that duriug threo and sometimes four weeks of the year,
the outrance to the canal is frozen solid to the bottom,
that not a drop of water enters, and that the e-nscquonces
are two thousand poor people in the town of Cornwall are
during all that time uremployed. But, Sir, what excuse
does ho effer for leaving the canal in this dangerous state?
He says that his excuse is that it is cauaed by frazil,
and that nobody knows anything about frzil. Frozil
bas no moie to do with it than I bave. I took the chief
engineer up there, and f pointed out to him that the ice
comes down the river and fills up tho channel between the
pier and the main shore, thon so soon as the surface is
covered the blocks of ice that follow go under the top ice
and so on, and so on, until it is filled to the bottom. It is
only at great risk of life to the canal laborers that
they are ever able to make a passage through that
ice so as to get a supply of water for the mills. That is
all becanuse the chief engineer is wedded to his idols, and
he appears to have seen nothing, to have heard nothing,
and to have learned nothing, during the thirty years ho has
been in charge of the work. Because of that, forsooth, the
canal is toremain in that dangerous condition and no change
whatcver is to ba made. Having said this much as to tho
outrance at the head of the canal, lot me say something as
to the entrance at the foot. A few years ago, when the
manufacturers and the foi warders of this country were call-
ing for an increased water supply to the Corn watl Canal,
the chief engineer recommended that the work of the im-
provement of the canal should be begun ; but, in keeping
with everything which ho bas done in connection with these
canals, ho proposed to give us a water supply, not by build.
ing new locks and a larger entrance at the head, but by
building new locks and removing the entrance at the foot.
Instead of giving us an increased water supply he showed
us the way to let the water out, but ho found out no means
of letting the water in.

Mr. RYKERT. How did ho do that ?
Mr. BERGIN. By building the locks at the foot instead

of at the head of the canal. Had tbey been built at the
head they would have av additional supply. Njow, this en-
trance at the foot is a dangerous outrance as well as the
outrance at the hoad of the canal. We havo no range
lights at the foot, there are no buoys or beacons put upon
the north shore of the Cornwall Island, and no lights to
show the mariners the new channel which it is necessary
for them to take if they would enter the Cornwall Canal
with safety. We all remember the terrible accident to the
Passport two or three years ago, by which the Riche-
lieu and Ontario Navigation Co. lost Au immense sum

Mr. BaoiN.

of money, end it was a miiacle that a large number of
lives were not lost also. Why did this accident occur ?
Becanse there were no range lights, no buov or no beacon
on the north side of the Cornwall Canal. Mariners to this
day are ignorant that there is a fine channel between Peloe's
and Colquhoun's Island. There is a safe channel. a deep
channel and a straight channel running directly into the
mouth of the canal, but they have had no information given
to them, and they have gone on ever since that day using the
only channel known to them, a channel on the north side
hugging the north shore and crossing in a current to be
caught in the eddy and forced upon the stone pier on the
south side of the entrance to the canal. I charge that the
accident to the Passport is not the only accident which
has happened in consequence of the carelessness (to use
the mildest possible term) of the chief engineer. Only the
other day, comparatively speaking, the steamer Passport
was wrecked at the foot of lock 19, when the captain had
his thigh bone broken. He escaped with his life it is true,
but several men were seriously injured. What brought about
that accident ? It was the improper construction of the weir
at that lock, which was constructed many years ago under
the direction of Mr. Legge. Mr. Page discovered long
since that that weir was not only improperly located,
but that it was improperly constructed. In his report of

ýi4 he pointed out the danger to navigation from that
weir. He might have had occasion to point out a greater
danger to navigation but for the close and watchful
attention of the superintendent of the canal, who raw that
the s''ash from this weir was <onstan ly wearing away the
bank ; had it not been for the superintendent we would have
had a breach in that bank at the foot of the lock as we had
a breach the other day at another portion of the canal.
Mr. Page himself was perfectly aware of this and during ail
these years, although it would not have cost a single dollar
to this country to have altered that weir- because every
day the men upon his scows were hauling earth away to
strengthen tho banks in the portions that appeared to them
to be weakened at the time-and they could have taken that
earth and constructed a new weir during these fifteen or
twenty years ; the weir would have led down straighit into
the canal, and the water would not have interfered with any
vessel or have done any damage of any kind. Spcakirg of
that weir, Mr. Page says:

IThe balance of the supply required for the Cornwall level, in
addition to that above stated, is furnished over and through a weir situit-
ed at right angles to the lock, a place nearly opposite the Lower quoins."

It is almost incredible that a man of the high reputation of
the Chief Engineer of Canals should have allowed that weir
to remain there duriug so many years without making any
attempt to alter or improve it, knowing full well that it
must do great injury to navigation. The report goes on to
say:

" It will be obvious that this means of admitting the supply must be
wholly inadequate te the requirements, when it is borne in mmd that at
low stages of te river the water above the guard lock is on the sane
level as that below it, and frequently, during some years, the river level
is not more than one foot ever that of the canal."

He says again:

" The reacb between Iocks 18 and 19 is 7,789 feet in length, anul the
supply to it is maintained in a similar manner to that of the level below,
except that the weir is below the lock and in a position which throws
the current mo:-e directly across the channel. The supply to this resch
nasses over aid through a weir built on the north side, opposite the
head of the lock, thence by a raceway which enters a short distanoe
lower down on the saine level am that of the canal. It is, however,
found that the position and direction of the strong current thus pro-
duced are very objectionable to upward-bound vessels entering the
lock."

lere, Sir, I have the whole case stated by Mr. Page him-
self, au acknowledgment made fifteen years ago that this
weir was a source of danger to vessels, and more particu-
larly to up-ward-bound vessels. Now, Sir, let me draw
your attention to the condition of the locksand I wil
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sp( ak first of the lock gates. Except in the two new locks
which have been constructed, there is not to-day a look gate
on the Cornwall Canal that is fit for service. These lock
gates, the majority of them, have been in use over 20 years,
and during that time the gate posts have been worn ; the
stone in which the gate posts fit, and they ought to fit
tightly, bas been worn away; the gates have worn away; the
beel points or pivots of the gates have worn away, and the
sockets in which the heel points rest, and which are made of
brass, have become enlarged, and consequently when the
gates are opened they sway and swing. They have not a true
pivot point on which to rest nor true sockets in which the
points can work. That is not all. There is not to-day in a
single lock a track on which any gate eau run, and run
with case and facility, or whib a man can move with-
out the exertion of more than fairly honest effort.
Why, Sir, on one of these locks we have had men
injured for life over and over again, because the gates
were so ont of gear that it was impossible for the men to
handie them. One man is lying to-day a helpless cripple,
with an injnred spine, and ho will be so for all time, having
been stricken down in the very prime of life in his attempts
to open a gate which two men could not open without diffi.
culty. His little lamily are dependent upon him for bread,
he is powerless to help them. Not far from the canal
is another man, a living corpse. In attempting to open the
gates. hoe so over-exerted himself that bis bowels were forced
out, h was at death's door, and for two years past ho
bas bad a living death. All these things might have been
avoided if the serviee of the canal had not been starved for
years and years. Every iepresentation that has been made
with the view of having the service improved has been met
with the answer: Wait until the canals are enlarged, and
then we will have this done. It is the old story over again :
Wait tilt the horse is stolen, and thon lock the stable door.
What I have said of the lock gates I may also say of the
foundations. The foundations of each lock are rapidly going
to pieces. At the foot of each lock, except lock 17-and I
will explain why itis not in the same condition in a moment
or two-I am speaking now of the old locks-there
is a hole fri m ten to twelve feet deep, and as much iri
diameter, under the foundationa, made by the constant
dripping of the watcr duiing all these years; and the
sarne would be fcund at lock 17, but that they found that
the bottom was going to drop into the bole two or three
years ago, a, d then they filled it up with stone. Is that a
condition in which a great pub!ic work like this ought to
be? And the mitre sis -well, the loss I say about their
condition the botter. That there is not a good mitre sill
on that whole canal-and I do not except those on the new
locks-is a fact that cannot be questioned. Now, Sir, let
me draw your attention to the method of opening the gates.
We all know that a few years ago the Chief Engineer of
Canais made a change in the gates. It was not an improvo-
ment, because most of the so-called improvements he was
obliged to change almost immediately after constructing
them. The valves did not work well ; complicated machinery
was employed, some of which is left. What I maintain is
that everything in the shape of machinery in connection
with the canal ought to be of the most simple character. It
ought to be of a nature that can ho comprehended by the
poorest intellect. You know the material out of which lock
laborers are generally made -not skilled men, machinists
or mechanics, but ordinary laborers; and therefore the
maachinery put into their hands to work with ought to be
of the simplest kind. But instead of that, the machinery
given to them was of the most complicated kind. Thon,
one would think that in putting in these new locks to im-
prove, as ho said, the Cornwall Canal, the chief engineer
would improve the method of opening the gates. But no;
he went back to the old complicated plan of capstan and
bars, which was in use when the canal was built. That
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i plan would not work, it would not open and shut a gate

and the engineer was obliged to resort to the old method
of opening the gates. He took the crabs froru the old loecks
and employed them on the new locks in order that the
gates could be opened and shut. The Chlef Engineer of
Canals knows all about that; I have gone with hi m to the
canals, and ho has seen all this; and will you believe it ?
-in the specifications for the new locks be proposes to build
on this canal, the same old method of capstan and bar,
which experience bas proven cannot work, has been called
for. This is the way in which the Cornwall Canal is being
managed, and it is time I should call the attention
of the Government and the country to the matter.
Why, Sir, the superintendent of the canal, the masters,
the lock laborers, ail are blamed for every littie
accident that may happen on that canali; but
the real master, the man without whose authority the
superintendent cannot dismiss auy man, is the man to
blame, and not the mon under him wbo have no control
over the canal except to carry out his instructions. You
have no idea of the difflculty I have bad in
obtaining information about this canal. I have
gone repeatedly to the engineers employed by himu
and asked for information, but I could not get it
without the authority of the chief engineer. I will show
you how important it is to the country that information
should be obtained and laid before the country as to the
navigation of the St. Lîwrence, and how impossible it lias
been for me, up to Ibis time, to get that information. We
have, Sir, on the Lchine Canal-I do not know whether
we have not also on the Beaubarnois Canal-a telephone
apparatus, which bas been found to be of immense service.
We have asked Mr. Page over and over again to
give us a telephone service on the Cornwall Canal;
but no, no matter what other canal gets a télephone
service, ho bas none for the Cornwall Canal. You can
well understand that once a break takes place in a
gate, or a weir is stopped, or a valve breake, or any acci-
dent occurs that requires immediate attention, should it
happen at thé head of the canal, a man bas to come, per-
haps in the dead of the night, twolve miles to the superin-
tendent to give him information, and thon they have to
travel back twelve miles again, so that fromtwolve to
twenty four hours is lost, to thé serious damage of the
trade of the country, before any repairing can b done.
All that might be avoided by the establishment of a télé-
phone, which would cost but a trifl 3. The Crnnwalt Canal
is lighted up, as it bas been for many years past, by coal
oil. Why can it not be lighted, as the Lachine Canal is.
by electrie light, and thus give extra advantage to mariners ?
We found the bonefit of the electric light during the breach
in the canal in the fall, when electrical apparatus was estab-
lished there, and work was done both night and day.
That would greatly facilitate the working of the canal,
and had we an electrie light of our ownu at the
time the break occurred, much time would have been
saved. Ail these drawbacks mean great delay in the
passage of vessels throngh the canal, and these delays have
been complained of time and igain. They have been fre-
quently brought beforo thé chief engineer, but he never
could seo his way to increase the facilities or to lessen the
time occupied in passing through the canal. Now, I have
pointed out to him a way by which hé eau make an
uninterrupted irland canal at less cost than by the maans
which ho proposes. By making the head of the canal
at lock 20, b will dimiinish the delay in passing through
the canal from the num ber of hours I have mentioned to four
or five hours All these things 1 have mentioned-the tele-
graph or telephone, thé electric light-will contribute to-
wards the saftîy of the navigation of the canal, I wish to
say a word or two as to the condition of the lock houses.
I uppose that the plans for these houses were submitted to
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the Chief Engineer of Canals. I know that the intention of
the Government has never been directed to the condition of
these lock houses, but now that they will of necessity be
obliged, in consequence of the change in the location and the
new entrance to the Cornwall Canal at the foot, and in con-
sequence of the floods which occurred, to build new lock
houses, I ask them at all events to make some little provi-
sion for the health of the people who occupy them.
These houses have two small rooms on the ground floor.
They are only one story in height. The lock laborers, al.
most without exception, are married men with families
-some of them very young, some of them almost at tho
full age, or, at all events, young boys and girls at the
age of puberty; and they are obliged to crawl in by a
little hole under the roof or else romain in the same room
with their parents below. Is that a condition in which
laborers ought to be placed by the parties having control of
the canal ? They ought at least to have a room or two, and
these roons ought to be of the height and size that would
give them-a sufficient quantity of air to breathe, to enable
them to live in health during the hot season, for we know
that, during the bot weather, people confined in small rooms
cannot possibly be in a good state of h alth. I think it my
duty, because these are little matters which have not yet been
brought before the Government, and of which they coul i
possibly know nothing, to bring before them now in order
that precautions may be taken to secure the health and
safety of these lock laborers. I have spoken strongly upon
what I believe to be the defects in the management of the
Cornwall Canal, and it may be that some of those who have
listened to me are under the impression that I have some
personal feeling against the chief engineer. Quite the
contrary. The only personal feeling I have for him is one
of very great respect. I believe his intentions are good,
but intentions will not remedy the evils of which I corn-
plain. He, no doubt, has upon his hands perhaps more than
he is able to attend to, and in that case help should be
provided for him. Having said so much about the Corn-
wall Canal, I think it only proper that I should say some-
thiug about the approaches to the (anal from the westward
of the river and to the eastwaid. The general impression
is that no vessel can reach Montreal from Kingston that
draws more than 14 feet of water. As the river is at pre-
sent, this is true; but if you will look into the reports of
Mr. Page, you will find that, at a comparatively small ex-
pense, a ohannel of 20 feet, safe and commodious-a wide
channel without any danger of collision-can be made, ail
the way foom Kingston to Montreal. Gentlemen who have
been in the habit of going to Kingston by the river from
Prescott and Brockville know what a narrow and tortuous
channel it is in many places. We ail know that at some
point between Brockville and Kingston the channel is so nar-
row that it is almost dangerous for vessels to meet, particu-
larly at Fiddler's Elbow, which is a point pretty well known
to almost everyone who travels over that route. Some
years ago, when I was at Prescott in command of the 59th
Battalion, I had occasion to come in contact with a corps of
engineers belonging to the United States service, who were
thon making a topographical survey of the lakes and
river. We had the honor of entertaining these gentlemen
at dinner one night, and during the course of conversation
the chief of the party informed me that ho had had a very
pleasant interview, a few days before, with our surveyors
in their camp on one of the islands above. He further told
me, to my astonishment, that our engineers had pointed out
to him several mistakes, and on going back to correct their
survey he found that everything which had been said by our
engineers was strictly correct, and that the fault had been
in hie own men, who had been careless in throwiig the line
and plummet. He said: We have been taught aiso a useful
lesson by your engineers, who employ long poles when
the water is swift, and in that way they get a more
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accurate measurement than by line and plummet, which
are apt to be carried away, and to make the water
appear deeper than it is, I bave looked over the
plans issued by the United States, and I find there
is a perfectly safe and wide channel of more than a
mile and a half shorter from Brockville than any of the
channels now employed by our people. I would like
to knGw what has become of the report of the survey
made by our engineers at that time. I have looked
in vap' for it through the publie documents. I have ap-.
pealed to Mr. Page's engineers, and they told me they
had no authority to give me any information ; that what-
ever report was made, was made to the chief engineer,
and that if he did not give it to the country they bad no
authority to give it; and they would not enlighten me in
any way. But the fact is aï I have stated. I have studied
carefully the plans of the United States engineer2, and I
find that we can have a safe, wide channel, comparatively, in
place of the tortucus and insufficient channel we have now,
in no place less than 20 feet of water, and in places even
200 feet. A survey of Lake St. Francis was made in the
year 1834 by Mr. Thomson, and the result of 1hit survey,
ma e under the authority of the Government of Upper
Canada, showed that all the way from Cornwall to Coteau
there was a channel nowhere less than 20 feet.
And to-day vessels are grounding every little while upon
the shoals in Lake St. Francis when within a few feet of a
channel 1,200 feet wide, no less tban 20 feet deep, and in the
majority of places 80 feet deep. Why is that? Because the
tbtt engineer has not issued a chart of that channel and
pointed out where the wide and deep and safe channel is.
I might go further and might keep on until 6 o'clock point-
ing out the laches in connection with this Cornwall Canal,
but I think I have shown enough to prove to the Govern-
ment and to the country that the closest enquiry should be
made before any money be expended upon the con-
tracts which have been let by Mr. Page. If I had been
able to get the information, if I had known that the con-
tracts were going to be made without proper enqury on
the part of the chief ergineer, I would have moved in this
matter twelve months ago, but I had no idea that the
contracts would be lot in that way though. I knew that Mr.
Page was obQtinately dotermined to parsue his own
course. When I took hin to the head ot the cariai, and
showed him the current which carried the ice inside the pier
and showed him that there was no such current through
Hooples' Creek to Archibald's Point, and that there never
could be an obstruction by ice if the canal were carried in
through there, ho refused on the ground that so much
money bad been expended before. 1 pointed out to him
that ho was in no way respon-ible for the location of the
original canal, that ho was not in the country at the time,
and that it would redound to his credit to remedy the
evils which were complained of. He saw those evils and
admitted them, but ho would not change them because so
much money had been already experie. le was de-
termined to send much good money atter bad, and the
result is seen now. I tell the Government that, if they
will issue a Royal Commission, as I hope they wili, I shall
be prepared to establish every statement I have made by
the best scientific and practical authorities in this country.
With the permission of the House, I desire to add to the
resolution :

And the plans, profiles and estimates made by Mr. Clewes in the
year 1886.

Mr. M ULOCK. I think the remarks of the hon. genotle-
man (Mr. Bergin) might more properly have been directed
towards the Department of Railways andOCanals than a more
ser vant of the department. It is a new doctrine to lay down
in the House that subordinates are to be atawerable on the
floor of the House while their chiefs go unconsured and r.

682



COMMONS DEBATES.
criticised. I thirk my hon. friend would have abopted a
more courageous course, had ha in this ca-e confined bis
observatiOns ar.d criticisms to the Administration, rather
than to an absent man. Ho las told us that the chief engi-
neer in the employment of the Governmentis not possessed
of the professional knowledge necessary to discharge his
duties. He bas criticised in various ways the shortcomings
of the chief engineer. I think those are observations which
cannot be accepted as absolutely accurate, coming, I think,
from a person who is not capable, from his lack of profes-
sional knowledge, to b aun infallible judge of what1
are, and what are not, the requirements of an
engineer. I think it was General Grant who
said, when be had closed bis great military career, that the
most ungenerous crities for military men who had been suc-
cessful, were those men who had been drummed qut of the
service because they were urable to acquire even the
elementary knowledge of the goose step. I believe 1 have
seen it stated by a learned ,writer, that it is necessary that
a man should serve bis time to every trade except critici-m,
for critics are ready made. I have not the pleasure of
knowing the chief engineer referred to, except by reputa.
tion, but we ali know that ho bas a professional reputation
extending far beyond Canada, and that the works he bas
superintended have deservedly earned for Canada the repu-
tation of bavirg the best system of canals on the face of the
earth. Bis reputation is not limited to Canada, or to the
western world, but great engineers, sent from Europe to
learn what is best and newest in bydraulic engineering,
have visited the great canais of Canada, have examined those
works, and have recommended them to their own country.
Knowing thi,, and knowing nothing whatever of the merits
or demerits of this particular question,I think it would be un.
worthy of this House to admit that this is the proper course
for any hon. gentleman to pursue, to appeal to the House
against a subordinate of the department, unless it can be
shown, beyond all question, that the chief of the depart-
ment, the responsible bead, has, first of all, beau appealed to,
and bas refused to listen to the appeal, and bas been in-
capable, for some reason or another, of redressing the
alleged wrong. The bon. gentleman says that this in-
competence, which ha charges bas shown itself in regard
to this Cornwall Canal, has existed for a term of years.
I think lihe bon, gentleman (Mr. Bergin) has had a seat in
this louse for fifteen or twenty years, but this is the first
time, at all events witbin my recollection, that ha bas
addressed himself to tbis question. I have never beard a
reference to this matter from him before. Hie tells us that
the incompetence of the engineer in regard to the canals,
and especially in regard to the Cornwall Canal, bas been
shown for many years. Was it not then bis duty, firet of
all, when he came to the conclusion that the engineer was
not fit for his work, to prevent further mistakes by laying
his grievances before the responsible head ? It appears to
me that would have been the proper course; perhaps he bas
adopted that course. I ask, bas he adopted that course ?

Mr. BERGIN. Go on, go on.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon, gentleman does not say. In
his address he did not refer to any such course as that. He
did not say that ha had appealed from time to time to one
branch of the Administration or to another, but he seems to
have laid by, all these years, and been making note of
grievances that have occurred in his constituency, and at
last, with indignation, ha bursts upon this flouse in a speech
extending over very nearly two days. Now, all that ha bas
stated may or may not be true, but I think it is due to the
Administration to adopt the responsibility of this case and
to disapprove of, and, if they have the courage, to protect
their officials from an attack of this kind. Those public works
have been conducted under the direction of a responsible bead.
I do not understand that an engineer can proceed with the

expenditure of money without first submitting his plans to
bis chief. Now. that was doue in every cie; it must have
been done. Every expenditure of money voted by Parlia-
ment must be made with the assent and approval of the
responsible head. It has to be done, it is on that theory that
we vbte money and place it at the disposal of the Adminis.
tration of the day, and if there bas been a waste of money,
not the deputy, being the agent of the Minister, but the
Minister, is responsible, therefor. It is a curious theory if
we can affirm tbat there bas been a waste of money and
that we eau only censure the agent who, according to our
the ry, at least, has been simply carrying out the directions
of bis principal, the bead of the department. For these
reasons I think that the speech of the bon. gentleman is
entirely out of order, from a parliamentary standpoint.
Ie bas adopted au entirely wrong tone. These complaints,
first of all, I think, should have been direcetôd to the
department, either privately or on the floor of the Parlia-
ment, I do fnot care which, but the charge ahouild be made
against the responsible party, the Government of the day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is, of course, no
objection to the granting of the papers which the hon gen-
tleman bas moved for. It is true, as the hon. gentleman
.ays, that the G,>vernment must and ought to see that their

subordinates in the different offices, the permanent offlcers,
should get fair play, and I am not at all aware that any
failure on that score can be attributable to the Government.
But members of Parliament are free men, and they are
here for the purpose of protecting the publie interest. If
they feel it necessary to attack the course pursued by the
subordinates, or by their masters, or by the ovornment, it
is perfectly open for them to do so, it is their duty to do so.
I have been called away a good deal, both when the hon.
gentleman spoke last weck, and to-day, and I have not
been able to follow him fully, although I heard a consider-
able portion of his speech on the first occasion. I under-
stand that ha bas reviewed fully thea system on which
canals have been built in the vicinity of the St. Lawrence.
It is quite open to him to do so. He bas a right to
reflect upon the skill, or the want of skill, in the
construction of these canals; ha bas a right to look
at the different reports made by the chief engineer, and
either approve or disapprove of them. The Government-
and a good many Governments have been concerned
in the constiuction of that canal-tbeGovernments all are
responsible for whatever was done during their existence.
The bon. gentleman who spoke last knows, of course, that
any government must be in the bands, to a considerable
extent, of the professional mon whom they employ in all
these public works. In very few instances are the
members of any political government profes'ional men, and
able personally to judge of the accuracy or otherwise of tbe
reports of their scientific employés. Every government
has got to consider whether, in the first place, a great work
should be undertaken or not ; then they are boun 1 to get
the best scientific information that they can, and they have
to rely on the reports made by their engineers, or their
professional men, and finally come to the best decision they
can as to how the work is to be carried on. I do not thin
that we can limit the power or the right of a member of
Purliament to serutinise fully and freely all such matters.

Mr. MULOCK. It is only a question of taste, that is all,
not a question of rigit.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man said it was out of order; ha used that expression.

Mr. MULOCK. I meant in that sense.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, every hon. mem-
bers, as long as his speech is parliamentary and does not
offend any rules, is to be his own judge as to the question
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of taste. The House eau agree with hlm in that, or some
of the House may not agree with him; it is a matter for each
member to judge for himself, and to be governed by his
own sense of propriety in using language. All the House
eau ask, or you, Mr. Speaker, eau insist upon, is that there
shall be no breach of parliarnentary orders or riles. I will
also say that I have aiways had a high respect for Mr.
Page, although certainly I am not a competent judge as to
engineering work; but I have always had a bigh respect
for the common sone, experience and professional ability
of Mr. Page. He bas been of late years, I think, the head
engineer ot the canal branch of the Department of Railways
and Canals. My opinion one way or the other would not
be of much value, but I know that it bas been corrobor-
ated, not only in verbal conversation with other professional
mon, but by reports and correspondence, from which I
gather, that his status as a competent engineer is high
amongst his professional brethren.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

EXTENSION OF THE FREE LIST.

Mr. PLATT moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee to consider the following resolution:-

That it is expedient to remove the duty on, and place upon the Free
List, all grains and seeds which do not ripen in Canada, but which are
now largely imported and sown for the production of food for cattle
under tbe system ot feeding calied Soiling and Ensilage, now largely
adopted by the farmerB of Uanada.

le said: This motion requires some slight change in our
Customs tariff. I am aware that our tariff is considered by
some, notably by hon. gentlemen opposite, to be a sacred
institution, wbich profane hands, at least, should not dare to
touch. I.am likewise aware that hon. gentlemen on the
Treasury bouches watch with peculiar care, and even with
a jealous eye, any attempted innovation upon that peculiar
institution, and are likely to regard with extreme care any
attempt to infringe upon that portion of the Customs
tariff which goes to make up the National Policy. But,
notwithstanding that this resolution does propose to
effet slight enanges in the tariff, I think it will tax
the ingenuity of hon, gentlemen opposite to interpret
it as meaning anything antagonistic to the National Policy.
On the contrary, I thing they will be forced to conclude
that the amendaient proposed is in strict conformity with
the principles of the National Policy as annouuced from
time to time and from place to place.' It is no conspiracy
against the National Policy, or even against the system of
piotection; it is simply an attempt to obtain, if possible,
from Parliament a recognition or the enterprise of the
fai ining community, and of their efforts to maintain their
calling at the highest point among the callings of people
in this country, which I hold it occupies at the present
tinie. In order to do this, I am asking Parliament for no
grant, no Government assistance, but simply for the re-
moval of an obstanie in the way of their riohly-deservod
progress. The branch of industry to which I allude may
be considered a new departuro on the part of the farmers of
this country, it is one of our infant industries, at least it is an
infant branch of one of our oldest and most important indus-
ti ios. I t has, huwever, already obtained to vast prospective
proportions, and I consider it is far-reacbing in its effect on
the future welfare of our agricultural industries. It is
well known to ait of us that agriculture, with the conditions
under which it is surrounded, in order to maintain its posi
tiun as an industry, must Of necessity seek different methods
of advancement from those adopted and pursued in the
ca iy history of the country. The conditions which render
this necssary are varied and, for the most part, unavoid-
able. Climatie changes, the . depletion of the soil, the
opening up of new territory, thereby increasing the extent
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of competition which our cereals have to meet with in the
markets of the world, are all causes which conspire to com-
pel the farming community to cast about lor some new and
botter method by which to attain success in their calling.
In this emergency the farming community have, I may
say, with a general consensus of the opinion of the most
intelligent and enterprising of the farmers, cast their
eyes towards stock-raising or dairy farming as the
most likely to be followed with success; and the result is
that it is almost universa)ly adopted, in some counties
to a large extent, and in others to 'a smaller
extent, throughout the Province of Ontario. In
order to make this departure successful new lnes
have been laid down by successful farmers, and they
have adopted new methods of keeping stock. It is well
known that'hay, grasses and roots bave been found by ex-
perience to be too expensive for stock-feeding, and resort is
now generally being had to what is known as soiling and
ensilage, which simply means this: the production of the
largest possible amount of nutritious and milk-producing
food from a certain acreage of land, and feeding the same in
a green and uncured state to sheltered animals both durîng
winter and summer. I need not explain the details of this
system; if this should be necessary, there are practical
farmers in the House who can do it more successfully than
I can. Suffice it to say that this system is very largely
advocated by the most intelligent farmers in the country,
and during the last year it has formed a great theme of
discussion at the annual meetings of the Dairymen's Asso-
ciation and the Farmers' Institutes throughout Ontario.
These discussions have led othor farmers to determine to try
this system more largely in the future than in the past.
The seeds which are used for the production of the cheap
food of wbich I am speaking have thus far been certain
varieties of corn of southern production, varieties which do
not, and cannot, I believe, b successfully ripened in this
country, but which are very largely used for the produc-
tion of this cheap food, large quantities being used through-
out Ontario last summer. I cannot give the flouse the
exact quantity, because I do not think the Trade and Navi-
gation Returus make any definite distinction between corn
imported for that purpose and corn imported for other
purposes ; but 1 know this fact, that a single importer of
this kind of seed received twenty-eight car loads which
came to London. This may be taken as an index of the
extent of this industry ; and I can assure the House
the prospect is that during the coming season much more
seed will be required in Ontario than has been used in any
previous year. Besides these varieties of corn of southern
growtb, [ have seen exhibited at meetings of Farmers'
Institutes varions other seeds, beans, peas and various
grasses, all sonthern grown, and which are now being
largely used in the middle and northern States, and whioh,
no doubt, will be largely imported by Ontario far mers during
the coming seas-n. I submit it can in no way be con-
sidered as any innovation of the National Policy to ask that
the Customs tax be removed from the seed of which I am
speaking. It may be said, of course, that it would be too
much trouble, that it would be hardly worth while to make
tariff changes for so small a matter. It may be considered
a small matter by some persons, but it is in the aggregate
a very large matter, and one of very deep interest to the
agri.-ulturists of the country. We know that in larming,
as in other branches of industry, the cost of production
must bo very carefully watched, in order to mahe that
calling a succes. We have heard very much of late about
the desirability of keeping our cattle at home and of
shipping to foreign countries the products thereof.
This, I grant, would be of very great bonefit to the
country if it could be successfully carried out; but it
cannot bo suecessfully carried out until we have
some improved system of feeding stock, and we can-
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not expect to have an improved system of feeding
until we have cheaper food, and we cannot have cheaper
food until our system of soiling and ensilage reaches a
greater degree of perfection throughout the Province than
it has reached up to the present time. We may consider
the fudder- fed to cattle as essentially a raw material, and if
we carry out this much advocated principle of the National
Policy, tot feed our cattle and retain thern at home while
we shlip the products, we would consider the feed as raw
material, the animal as the machine, and milk, butter,
cheese and~ beef as the products to ship. We cannot expect
to have cheap products until we have cheap raw material
for its production. Some time ago-two years ago, I think
-the author of the National Policy and the present leader
of this louse very con cisely defined what he considered the
National Policy to be, and I will read his short definition.
The right hon. gentleman said:

" That policy the Government adopted and carried out, in 1879-the
National Policy-was simply this : that it made the free list as wide as
possible of the articles which could net, for climatie or other reasons, be
produced or manufactured in Canada, and that raw material which
could be made up here would be imported free."
This, Sir, is the definition of the National Policy given by
the leader of this House, and if that be a true definition I
cannot-see how he or any of his followers can consistently
object to the proposition I am now making. If we are to
have raw materials admitted free, then I submit that what
I am asking kis that a raw material be admitted free. If we
are to have admitted articles free which cannot for climatic
reasons be produced here, I submit that I am asking the,
removal of a tax on an aiticle which cannot from climatie
reasons be produced in Canada. Besides that 1 am asking
for the free importation of an article which enters into
what I may say is the principal industry of this country,
and into the youngest branch of that industry. Last year,
when I brought this matter tô the attention of the House,
in a very few words tho thon Minister of Finance (Sir
Charles Tupper) informed me that he could see no possible
reason why my request should not be granted, and that if
any tariff changes were made the proposition should be
considéred. I leave it to this House to consider whether or
rot they can justify the refusal of the request which I am
now making on behalf of the farming industries of the
country, or whether they will grant it. I make no lengtby
appeal, but what I have said is as short and concise as
possible; I can assure the House that this is a matter of
very considerable interest to the farming community
throughout this country, and some disappointment will be
felt if the request is not granted.

Mr. McKILLAN (Huron). As the National Policy,
when first introduced, was for the purpose of promoting all
the different industries of the country, the agricultural
industry along with the others, and as this is a very im-
portant period in the history of agriculture in the Dominion
of Canada, I think we should consider what help we can
g ve to our farmers. One of the prineipal agricultural
jidustries, the manufacture of cheese, bas been in a rather
depressed condition during the last two years, from two
ca uses-first, from the large shrinkage which has taken place
in the produce of the country, and, second, the shrinkage
which bas taken place in the price, farmers in consequence
are compelled to look around to sec what can be done in
order to enable them to produce more cheaply. In this con-
Lection there is nothing that bas presented itself to the mind
of the practical farmer of the Dominion of Canada at the
present time, equal to the production of ensilage. I believe
ihat this is a very small boom indeed for the farmers to
request of Parliament. It is certainly made in the interest
of dairying both as far as butter and cheese is concerned
Our climate is continually changing and we find that
changes have taken place within the last few years
which makes it imperative upon every farmer, in order

to be successful, to provide some kird of summer fced for
their cattle when pastures f ail. There is no other feed that
we know of, which the same quantity of land will produce
to the same amount as this feed. But seed corn i' some-
thing we cannot get in our own country. It bas to be
bronght from the United States, and I hope, therefore, that
the Government will see their way to grant this request,
and to give us this seed frce ot duty, in order that we may
be able to raise cheaper feed for our cattle, While we have
not had the pleasure of any experiment in this direction
from our our experimental farm here, we must remember
that the farm is only young yet, and perhaps it has not had
the opportunity ofdoing so, but I hope that the Government
will see their way to give us the seed free, so that we may
experiment for ourselves. I believe, if they do so, it will be
the means of enabling the farmers of Canada to prbdnle
both beef cattle and dairy produce more cheaply than any
other system which bas yet been introduced into the
country.

Mr, HAGGART. In answer to the proposition moved
by the two hon. gentlemen opposite, I can only say that
corn introduced in this country pays 7j per cent. per
bushel. In the section of the country which I repre-
sent we use a good deal of it for the purpose of being
sown broadcast and being cAt green, for feedinig cattle and
for ensilage. We rnust all remember that that duty of
7j cents a bushel was put on corn coming into the country
for the purpose of protecting our own corn growers in
western Ontario. It is news to me that we cannot grow
tbis article for dairy and other purposes when it is sown
broadcast in our section of the country. I thought that
the corn which was used for that purpose is the corn,
or a similar corn, that is grown in the cournties of
Kent and Essex. There may be perhaps some of it that is
from a southern part of the States and a different kind of
corn, but as a general rule that corn is used in our section
of the countiy and it suits perfectly well for cutting and
for green purposes. No other seed has been mentioned by
hon, gentlemen which should be admitted free. They told
the Hlouse that there are a lot of other seeds which can be
sown broadcast and used for this purpose that ought to be
admit'ed free, but the only seed that they bave mentioned
is corn, and the du.y put upon corn wai for the purpose of
protecting the corn growers in our own pou tion of the
country. Their corn can be used perfotly well for purposes
of ensilage.

Mr. CHARLTON. 1 wi'h to say a few words'with
reference to this subject. I live in the corn-growing belt
along Lake Erie, and the kind ofcorn that is sown for green
feed there is known as the mammoth sweet corn, and which
does not mature in any of those counties. I believe possibly
that in some seasons it may mature in sorne extreme south-
western portions of Essex County, but it is very uncertain
whether it will mature there or not. The seed used by far.
mers is almo-t invariably irmported from the United States,
and my friend from Prince Edward Cournty (Mir. Platt) is
right in saying that it would be in th. interests of the farm-
ing community of this country to allow that particular
kind of corn in fiee of duty. There is perhaps not one
year in half a dozin when that corn matures in any part of
Canada. The cheese factories make a practice of importing
this corn and se ling it t) their customers for seed pur.
poses, at cost price. Of course, with the daty on, it costs
7j cents more to the farimer than if the duty were removed.

Mr. SOMIERVILLE. I endorse the remarks that have
been made by the hon. mem ber for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charltor) with regard to tho seed used for this purpose.
It cannot be grown ini the counties mentioned by the
Postmaster General. The corn grown in the vicinity of
Chatham is not suitable for the purposes referred to by the
member for Prince Edward County (Mr. P1att),and Izay
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say that I was present at a Farmers' Institute meeting, held
shortly before the opening of Parliament, when this
question was under discussion, and I can assure the House
that it is a question which has excitei a great deal of atten-
tion among the farmers of Ontario, who find that it is
necessary to provide some cheaper food for their stock in
the winter time. I think it is but fair to the farmers of this
country that they should receive some benefits in the
direction indicated by this motion.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. Postmaster General asks
whether there was any other seed than corn which did not
ripen in Canada, and which would be useful for the purposes
indicated. I think there is another seed which is imported
for the purpose of growing food for cattle, and wbich does
niot ripen, or, if it does, only under great difficulties, in
Canada-that is, millet seed,

Mr. HAGGART. It ripons here.

Mr. MULOCK, I do not know, of course, but it is stated
in the press that it does not ripen in Canada. But, whether
it does or not, last spring a portion of eastern Ontario, and,
perhaps, other districts, suffered very severely from drought,
and the grains that were sown in the early spring perished.
It was too late to grow the ordinary crops which farmers
use for fodder. At that time - well on in June- the only
thing they could do was to plough up the land where the
spring grains had been killed by the drought, and plant
millet. But there was no millet seed in the country. If it
does grow in Canada there was none to be found when it
was wanted last year; and it became necessary to import
large quantities of it. When tàe soed came to the Custom
house the Minister of Oustoms, interpreting the Customs
Act, held that it was a grain, a cereal, and liable to pay a
duty of 20 per cent. Of course, I am not criticising the
action of the Minister of Customs in making that ruling, as
he was simply carrying out the law; but it was a carrying
out of the law which operated very hardly upon the farmers.
They had to suffer enough; they had lost their crops, and,
,when they tried to help themselves, the Government taxed
them, in their distress and exigency, 20 per cent. ad valorem
upon the seed which they resorted to. Now, I do not think
it is in the interest of the country that seeds of the class
referred to, inported under the circumstances mentioned,
for producing food for cattle, should be taxed, and 1 think
it would be only doirg what is in the best interest of the
country to place them on the frec list.

Mr. BOWELL. Perhaps the strongest objection which I
can bave to the passage of this resolution id the imp'-ac-
ticability cf carrying it out. It states that we should place
on the free list ail grains and seeds which do not ripen iu
Canada, but which are now largely used for certain purposes
and imported from foreigu countiies. Well, it is somewhat
difficult, I should judge, to decide what seeds there are that
would cone under this designation. There has been but
one variety of corn rtferred to, so far as I am aware, that
has not ripened in Canada; that is what is termed the
large sweet or dent corn, called by some, I believe, the
horsetooth corn, principally grown in Ohio. There are
very few grains and seeds, and very few varieties of corn,
if any, that will not ripen in some portions of Canada. I
have a distinct recollection of certain varieties of corn
having been introduced in the section of country where I
live, and it was some years before they would mature so
that they could be grown successtully. But this corn, like
other seeds, becomes iii time acclimatised, and can be
grown successfully. I know that is the case in the section
of country I come fromn; and though not a farmer,
I have had some little experience, in connection with
agricultural societies, of the wants and requirements of
the yeomanry of the country. But apart from that,
beaides the class of corn to whioh I have referred, I
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am not aware of any other kind that will not ripen iti
Canada; and even assuming that this variety will not
ripen, how much of a tax is imposed upon the very Jargest
farmers in Ontario by the duty ? The dairy industry is
carried on very extensively in the oounty of H3stings.
We have someforty or fifty cheese factories,and some farmers
have from 50 to 100 cows on their farms ; but I am not
aware that any of them would sow for the purpose in.
dicated more than from six te ton bushels of seed. Sup.
pose I asume that the Iargest farmer would sow ton bushels
of this particular kind of corn; he would have to pay
a duty of 75 cents. That would be the enormous tax
which this iniquitous National Policy, as hon. gentlemen
opposite designate it, would impose upon him. But the
probability is that not one farmer in fifty would use over
five bushels of the corn referred to, for there are many
who use corn that will ripen in the country. The hon.
member for Prince Edward (Mr. Platt) spoke of grasses
which are largely used for feding purposes. All grass
seeds that come under that designation are free already.
Although the decision of the department was that millet
could not be ruled as grass seed, I confess that, after con-
sidering the matter, I have grave doubts whether the
ruling was right; and if after further investigation I find
that I have been wrong in that decision, I shall be happy
to change it.

Mr. MULOCK. The Postmaster General says millet
will ripen here.

Mr. BOWELL. That is another matter. Millet and
Hungarian grass will ripen in this country, and so will most
Of the articles mentioned hore. If the motion had been
for one kind of grain for certain. purposes, we could have
understood it; but the first thing for the Customs Depart-
ment to do in questions of this kind would be to decide
whether the particular seed imported was not on the free
list already, and most of them are. To decide whether they
would ripen in this country or not would necessitate an
investigation from one end of the Dominion to the other,
which would render it utterly impossible to carry out the
resolution without an immense amount of trouble and dis.
satisfaction from every importer in the country, and those
who imported grain which would ripen in the country, and
whichb had te pay a duty upon it. A moment's reflection
will show the hon, gentleman that his motion is impractic.
able and could not with any degree of safety or jaetico,
either to the revenue or the different importers, be carried
out. 1 question very much whether there is such an
agitation in the country as has been referred to. The
agitation bas arisen through the efforts of politicians who
are opposed to the whole policy of the Government and
desire to attack it in piecemeal. That may be legitimate
enough from a political standpoint, but I would advise the
House, befJre adopting the resolution, to reflect ae to
whether it could be possibly enforced. It would be much
better to say that all corn and seeds, and ail grains used by
the farmer, should be put upon the free Fst. Sncb a resolution
would be comprehensive and easily understood.

Mr. PLAT '. I will amend it that way.

Mr. BOWELL And I should have great pleasure in
voting against it if you did; but that would be a straight-
foi w trd and a manly way of attacking the whole policy,
and would enable those who are in favor of that policy to
defend it upon broader grounds than they can on a piece-
meal resolution such as this one. This resolution woull bo
applied, if adopted, to authorise the admission free of ail
kinds of seeds. [t would include turnips and potatoes, and
mangolds. In England, the turnip-tops, beet-tops, and all
green things of the kind are used for the purposes of
feeding cattle under the system called soiling and ensilage,
while the root itself is growing. That may som strange,
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but it is the case. In the agricultural sections of the old
country every possible thing is utilised which can be ob- j
tained f r the purposes of feeding cattle. Where labor is
plentiful the childien are sent into the fields to gather the
surplus leaves which would otherwise rot while the root
matures, but which, while in a succulent state, are preserved
and fed to cattle. It would apply to vegetables, to barley,
wheat and oats, and to winter rye, which is often sùwn in
the summer for the purpcse of being cut for the feeding of
cattle. I do not think, under the circumstances, the House
should adopt this resolution. If any particular quality of
corn can be designated which cannot and does not ripen in
any section of this country, and which is largely used for
the purpose indicated in the resolution, that would be a
question which the Governmeet would take into considera-
tion and deal with liberally, as we do in all cases where
articles have been brought under our notice which are used
in manufactures and are not produced in this country; but
the adoption of a resolution of this kind is altogether out of
the question, and if carried would be impracticable.

Mr. TAYLOR. I have the honor to reprosent an agri-
cultural constituency, ard one wbich is largely engaged in
the dairy industry. This resolution reads that it is
expedient to remove the duty on articles and place upon the
free list all grains and seeds which do not ripen in Canada.
The hon. gentlemen opposite claini there is a certain kind
of corn-which we generally designate horse-tooth corn-
which does not generally ripen in this country. This corn
is sown for fceding purposes, but at the same time it is as
good for feeding as the corn we grow in this country.
Place that resolution on the statutes, and what will be the
consequence? I deal largely in corn, and I import a cargo
of this corn free of duty, and sell it out to the farmers for
feeding, or sowing, or any other purpose. The practical
result would be to reduce the price of corn grown in this
country, and every other grain fit to feed our cattle with,
simply by 7j cents a bushel. If the corn does not
ripen in this country, the millet seed does. I have grown
it largely myself on an island near Gananoque, and I
have seen it grown and ripen in the North-West. But if
there is a corn that does not ripen in this country, and
which is required for raising green feed for cattle and for
ensilage, wby not pats an Order in Council, which the
Government, I am sure, will readily do, admitting this kind
of corn free when imported and sown for the purpose of
ensilage, but not to come in for feeding purposes so as to
ceme into competition with thegrain grown in the country.
There is not a farmer in my county who would favor
admitting this corn free of duty for feeding purposes. The
effect would be to reduce the price of coarse grains of all
kinds for feeding purposes.

Mr. SCRIVER. Like the hon. gentleman who has just
taken bis seat, I have the honor of representing an agri-
cul' ural constituency, and an agriculturat constituency
largely engaged in dairy farming. I cannot bu-
lieve that my hon. friend's c ,nstituents are not
as far advanced in modern improvements, with regard to
farming, as mine. If they are, they do not use generally
dent corn for leeding purposes. That kind of corn was
used some years ago largely for that purpose, that is for
summer feeding, but it has never been used for ensilage.
As the result of experiments, other varieties of corn-one
mentioned by the hon. member for North Norfolk (ir.
Charlton), the mammoth sweet corn, but more particularly
a variety of corn from the south-are used in the county I
represent and the Eastern Townships generally. Those
two varieties ere nw used almost altogether there for
feeding parposes, ai d especially for eLsilage purposes.

Mr. SORIVER. No doubt, but the reult of al experi.
ments in gr o ring that corn and attempting to ripen it,
have been to show it will not ripen, as a rule, in this
country. 1t is only in an exceptional season that those
var ieties will r'pen. The resuit of all experiments of those
varieties of corn, both for feedirg and ensilage purposes,
bas been to show they are greatly superior to our native
corn, or to that commonly imported from the Western
States for those purposes. It would be no invasion of the
principle upon which the defendursof the National Policy
now proceed, to permit the introduction of these varieties
of corn for that purpose. Tho Minister of Customs has
admitted that. While 1 agree with him as to the difficulty
of carrying into effect any such regulation as that referred
to in the resolution of the hon. member for Prince Edward
(Mr. Platt), it would not be difficult for the Government to
permit, either by Order in Council or by amendment to
the tarif, the importation of these particular varieties
which I have mentioned, free of duty. The hon. the
Minister of Customs is very much mistaken with regard to
the quantity of corn used for seeding. It may bu the caqe
in the county he represents that the farmers generally do
not use more than five or six bushols, and would only have
t > pay 75 cents duty, but even that, upon the whole of the
county, amounts to a co.siderable sum. In the county I
represent, however, and that whih the ho-. membir for
Brome (Mr. Fisher) represents, where a great many are
making experiments in ensilage, a much larger quantity is
used by individual fariers, and the tax might be a c.n.
siderable amount. I see no re tson, upon the principle
itself upon which the National Policy professes to be
founded, why the Govern ment should not oonsider seriously
and thoughtfully the question of permitting the importa-
tion of the varieties of cori now largely used for feeoing
and ensilage purposes Iree of duty.

Mr. SPROULE. I think there is only one or two kinds
of corn used for ensilage which are now imported and which
cannot be grown in this country: the B. and W. mammoth
southern sweet coin, the sorgbam and perhaps the red
cob ensilage corn. If we could admit these kinds of
grain into the country without mach trouble it would bceof
great advantage to the farmers, because it is being largely
sownii sema parts of the cuuntry, and I thiLk, in that
case, it would bu more largely sown. I have personally
had some experience in the last two years in regard to that
corn-the mammoth southern sweet. I have obtained it
and sown it, and only sowel one bushel to an acre. In the
western country, Mr. Pierce, who was the pioneer in intro-
ducing that corn, was the first to introduce it, and three
years ago be brought in only one car load. I think last
year h. brought in eight or ten car loads, but that is only
one kind of corn. There is a great diversity of opinion as
to whether that is superior to many kinIs of corn which
are grown in the country. If yo look at the journal pub-
lished in Hamilton, and the one published in Lotdon, in the
interests of agricuLure, you will see that there is a great
dfference of opinion as to the value of the different quali.
ties of corn for ensilage or soiling purposes. The largest
extent of ground which is sown for this purpose in Ontario,
as far as I know, by any one farmer, is about 40 acres. I
believe about three-quarters of a bushel to the acre should
bu sown, as a general rule, and that would bu au additional
expense of about 5 cents an acre to the farmer; but, if we
sow a bushel or a bushel and a quarter to the acre--because,
when sown broadcast, it would have to be sown thicker-
it would seem to be a more important tax on the farmers.
Hlowever, it is found to be a very valuable foed for cattie,
and, if it could ho brought in free without much diffi ulty,
that wouild be in harmony with the principle which we

Mr. TAYLOR. It would make good feed for fattening have been endeavoring to carry out in connection with thO
hogs. National Policy, viz.: to bring in free of duty what we can.
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not raise or maku in the country. No doubt, the Minister
of Cnatpis wàillike it into consideration. 1 do not tbink
muilletcpmes under this class of grains at ail, because it
ripes1 in almnost every part of tIh country. I know it doos
in the counties of Bruce and Grey, and there is no difficulty
whatever lu ripening millet. The only corn I know of
fbat abould be affected in this way is the B. and W. sweet
Fothèrn corn, and that is sown and is very valuable, and
now there is a duty of 7j cents a bushel.on it.

Mr. ROWAND. As a farmer, I desire to express my
opinion on this subject, and I am glad to hear that it las
been brought before the House. It is very interesting
to the farmers in the section of country from which I
come. We have not done very much in regard to ensilage
yet, but we find that, although Canadian-grown corn may
mature in this country, it dces not grow as well as we
desire. There is the horse-tooth corn, and what is called
the southern sweet corn, and those are the only two kinds
we have grown for ensilage or green fodder. In the last
two seasons *the failure of the grass in the months of
August and September bas caused us to fall back upon
green food to supplement the ordinary fodder, and we find
that corn is better than turnips for the land. If this corn
were admitted free, a greater quantity of it would be grown.
As a farmer, I express the opinion of my fellow-farmis
that we are anxious to get something that we can grow for
food which will be less exhaustive than-turnips and man-
gohis. We can grow corn much better than we can roots,
and the roots are not available in the dry season in August
ard Septen.ber. W3 use turiips generally for winter food,
but there is a feeling that we must abandon them and
substitute corn for them. We can grow an equal amount
of corn per acre as we can roots, and with less than
half the labor. We have heard from chemists, that two-
thirds of an acre of corn is worth more than an acre of
roots. We have heard a great deal about economising
labor, and about the product of farmers' stuff in this coun.
try. We can economise labor, and get greater advantage,
if the chemists are correct, and the tests they have
made are true, in the way proposed. We can get 30 per
cent. more food from corn than we eau from turnips, and I
eau testify that less than one half the labor wili produce an
acre of corn than that which is required to produce an acre
of turnips. This is not a very large matter, and 1 admit
the difficulty of separating corn for seed from corn im-
ported for othrr purposes, but, if the Minister of Customs
can see bis way to allow the seed to come in free, it will be
a great benefit. It is not with the leading farmers that the
difficulty arises. They do not care very much for 5 cents
or 10 cents an acre added to the cost of the seed ; but it is
desira blc to get the smaller farmers to follow our example,
and the best way to do that is to cheapen the cost of the
seed. I hope that can be done without wrenching the
National Policy. It must be a very poor policy that will
not stand tbat small wrench. As to the other classes of seed
whiçh are mentioned in this motion, I do not think there is
much importance in that, if we can get the corn free.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not advocate the raising of turnips
and man olds so that the farmers would have to pick tbe
leaves off them, but I merely referred to them to show the
length to which this resolution, if it were carried as it
stands, would go.

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

After Recess.
Gen. LAURIE. When the House rose at six o'clock,

we ad just heard a very able speech from the hon. member
for West Bruce (Mr. Rowand), a speech which, I think,
will commend itself to everybody in this fouse, a sensible
speech on a sul4ject which he thoroughly understande, and
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concerning which, he was able to speak pr actically. Now,
I believe that if the hon member for Prince Edward (%Ir.
Platt) had made his motion and his speech only for the in-
formation of the House and the farmers of the country,
that alone would have justified him in moving the resolution
that he has placed before the House; becau-e I believe that
the increased cultivation of corn, as food for cattle, would
largely conduce to the interests of our farmers. Ishàllnot
follow the hon. member for West Fruce, because I think he
bas very fully put the subject before the House. I am
particularly interested in this question, because I believe 1
am one of the largest growers of corn in the Maritime
Provinces, and I have followed out the practice of
storing corn in silos to a larger extent, perhaps,
than any other farmer in my neighborhood. But I
think several mistakes have been made by speakers
who have preceded me, to some of which I will refer.
I would call attention particularly to one point, and that is
the quantity of seed to be used. We find it necessary, as a
rule, to use one and a hall to two bashels per acre, instead
of from three-quarters to one bushel, as stated by my hon.
friend. Then, the corn we find it desirable to use is not
such as is produced in western Canada, nor that which is
produccd in Ohio and Michigan. I studied this whole ques-
tion of ci silbge in the New England States before I intro-
duced it at home, and I was advised to go south for seed
corn. When we examine the reasons for that, when we
study vegetables and vegetation, we shatll find tht if we
want a plant that will germinate and cmea to maturity
carly, wi must go north t,> get it, but if we want a plant
that will come to maturity late, we must go south for it.
In the case of ensilage we want a plant that will not come
to maturity at all ; we want a plant that will continue green
to the time we harvest it, that continues simply to make
stock and forage, that will not make seed, and that will
not, as I said, come to maturity at all. For that purpose
we have to go south, and for the last ten years, and
following the example of my New England tutors,
I have done so. I find it nécessary to import south-
ern corn from Maryland or Virginia, and I have
gone to Baltimore for it. We have found the
large white southern horse-tooth corn the only corn
suitable for forage and ensilage purposes. I do nt may
that there cainot be other uorn equally suitable, but I do
not know of any. I would like to sea the Department of
Customs make a distinction between corn introduced for
seed pui poses and corn introduced for food. Personally, as
this louse is aware, I am in favor of corn for food being
introduced free of duty, and I submitted that point to the
House, but the House was against me, and that was an end
of the question, at least for a time. At the same time I
infer from what fel from the Minister of Customs that he
may possibly be able, under the provisions of the Act by
which they aie empowered to deal with such questions as
these, to place this article upon the free list, or make such
arrangements as will secure its being used without com-
peting with our western grains. The Minister seems to
think that is possible, and in that case he could permit it to
be introduced on the free list.

An hon. MEIXBE R. What is the price of that corn you
mention?

Gen. LAURIE. We have usually paid a dollar a bushel
for it. Now, I agree with my hon. friend from West Bruce
that this is not altogether a question for the large farmers.
We want to see it more largély introduced among the smali
farmers, and the concession to them of such a boon as this
would encourage them to grow it more largely and would
conduce to the benefit of agriculture, I trust, therefore,
that the hint thrown out by the Minister of Customs will
bear fruit, and that he wiiI see his way to have this article
placed on the free list.
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Mr. FOSTER. Before the debato closes it may not be is ai that is necessary for the purpose mentioned.
amibs for me to say a word with reference to the resolutionT ho gentleman muet have a very peor ides, indeed, of
before the House. As bas been pointed out by my col- the farmers in bis section, and in other sections, if, when
league, the Minister of Customs, the resolution itself is a they can secure as good restit& by uîing corn ripeting here
very iridefinite and unsatisfactory one, and, in its present as by importing foreigu corn, they will psy 81 or $125
state, I do not see that it could pass at all, or that, if it par bashel for the imprted corn, white tbey eau geL
passed, it would be workable. I think the House has the home-grown at about half The Minister of Customq, of
listeeed with a good deal of interest to the discussion wrich course, says i is impracticable, that tbe proposition
bas arisen on this question, and the ideas that have beoe cinnot ho carried out easily. I suppose the interests
put forth by practical farmers and those who bave been inof the farner must always give way to, the cas
the habit of using this corn. After the discussion, I think and cemfort of the Customs Departient. We find tie
two things are quite evident: first, the unsatisfactory Minister bas ne diffIculty in arranging mtters in thc
nature of this resolution; and, secondly, the small amount department when ho sees fit te place a tar on good used
of duty which is involved on the corn which bas been un- by the. farmers, but wben a proposition is made to renove
der discussion; that is, if it could be confined entirely to the a tax it is a very difficult matter te carry it mb effent; and
purpose which the hon.gentleman mentioned, for seed only. I can assure the hon, gentleman that if ho cannetsee his
From what fel ifrom the lips of hon. gentlemen who have way cloar te mako snob arrangements in bis departmont
discussed the question, it would appear that this corn is a as te makoeiL practicahie te carry out snob a proposition,
valuable one for the purposes of silo, and that it is valuable he might just as weil give place te some ene who weuid
in itself for food purposes as well. I think I may say that take hold of the maucr and make the 0 istoms Dopartment
the discussion wdll not be without profit, and it is a matter a sucoess. At ail events, it is unfair te he farmn.ws that
which is well worth looking into; and if the Minister of their intosts shonld be sacrifioed te the comfort and case
Customs, after having lookcd into it, finds that it isone'bat ot the management of the Customs t)partment I know
he eau dea.l with in justice te ail parties concerned, and if thore are saie matters respecting whieb it la very diflleult
il eau be confined in that way, 1 am sure that ho aud my- tsce how they eau o managod, but the unrster succoed.
self willgîve, it ail the couTideration that we possibly can. lh even very aman unatters ideed to make bis dpartmeot

workable.r fe did net find any diffculty whabeor when
Mr. PLAT r. 1 I m very glad indeed te find that the the dty was imposed on peach baskets; and yet ho finds

resolutionhba drawn forth se much information upon the great difficulty in meeting a proposition fer the rm )vaof
subjeet frein practical farmerg. I ikewise arn pleased the Customs duties on the articles mentionod ln Ibis rosoîn.
te observe tbe favorable manner in which iLhas been tien. Wih regard te the varieties of seds that corne jute
roecived by the Minisber cf Finance, aud I trust that the question, 1m-r aay t haon. gentlemen opposite that fam
future ray prove that ho iis sincereiu bis desire te do suffcientl y acquanted with the fact te justify me lupstating
somthing iutbe direction laid dewn in this resolution. Ais what varietie d would b eaquired by the farmers for the
te the unaatisfactery character cf the resolution, I may purpose indicated. But the farmrs are exprimenting,
atate that iL was purposely made broad in order te cover nisdre long they will ce e telsotne conclusion as tewhich
the whole grouud. Thig, of course, is net te become law, variety is most profitable. The varietaesr bave mentio ed
and if the flouse considers the reseution unsatiisfacbory I will, during the present season, corne undr experiment by
eau see ne reasen why, if there ho a disposition on the part our farmers, and ifitis decided thatrruly eue variety shoud
of bon. gentlemen opposite te consider the question favor- bo admitted froc, then the BRouse, on gfoiug into cemmittee,
ably, the Blouse should net go into commilîco sudImake could nare the variety, and thoMiniator f Oustoms would
sncb ameudments te the resolution as would meet tbc case havew tlepriviloge f movingeschamenudient as horight
and make il workable. I do net think that the argument toink neiessary temake the rosolutin practicablo. The
cf its being a amaîl question is eue that eau at ail ho raised Minister cf justo s cousiders thi a very sma sd dtrifoing
with succes in t.his Hou.se. It May be amali at prebent, mater, sd bcause it s a very smail sud trifling mater,
but this la only tbc beginning. Altheugh the Minister cf iL must erejectod W beave asked large concessions in
Customa may censider lb à sinaîl mater, it is net se sinallinl the initerestas of the farmer aud these have:been rejected by
tho eyes of the farmers. The Miniaber cf Finance sud the hon, gentlemen opposite because they were large, and I
Minister f Castoins sein to have a strong suspicion that suppose if we should propose smthing that i8 dither
this la net asked for in the interalta cf the fariner, inas sinal nr large il attwudeorejected for a smilartreason.
much as the farers baver nt ptiioned for i, and that asth re is always a goed and sufficient excuse why anything
iL is the work cf a politicisu, therefore iLtles importance askd in ict interessof tig faroserishui d ho reaofd by
lu their eyes. I took carerlu my lewisg remaks t e ongentlemen opposite. The s meonbedir for Slu-
disabuse the faousef any scb ider as these hon. gentWe. Leed i(ir. Taylor), s w tiis a very groest inroad m itho
men enterbain. eau assure tbeàinister cf tustoM8 that I National Poicy. lie thon.ght crn intredced for soiling and
put this question upon thc paper witbout cousulîing ensilage purpeses eouid ho used for feod, sud ho told thc
any f my friendon th Iis side of e ihiouse.itwa il se, which lavry strangeedstatemcntforte hon. gentle-
placed there by s requiaidtion iecived from the vice- man to have made, thatwould bqabletoriemportcorn fo this
preido f the cff Creamry Association of Easeru character, und sit. Bt the farmers cf hie cexntry for pig
Otarie ad I have recived strong asd pressing lettorverad or seometheing l o t kind. doe not know hw thic

egrd toe it fron farier of varions part of tbe counry. on, gentleman could jstify scbh a proposition, for Isup.
an very sure that therst stin uns atisfactory h dposeb. would have e go t eo cuoms nse and make

resolution mentioned by hon. gentlemen opposite constsome dlaration as te the character of bis importation; but
sists, lu their eyes, iu the difficuiy wey ave in getting te hsame hon, gentleman toid us, I ethindkit Sassion, tiat
round it. i a impossible for the Ministerof Onstorn, witb seme years ugo ho imported bsrley frery tsmca rican aide,
ail his ingnuity, toe show that iLcsnetinuttes ay a mtack tr, ahipped lb back te t States as Canadian barly, ad
whabtever upon the National Policy. When ho states that bhereby made a profit. e huppsethe largentleman isnse
it is part eo a piece seal attack upon that policy, ho states apt incommerce, that ho could, bv some hok or crook, brig
thiat wic ho des not kn ; I arns possession a mf t grain lu for ensilage purposes and selit for pig faed. But
iacts, sud I eau aure bbcleuse thereo i sesc intention the farinerarf tss csuhtry wonld find out after ejtime, th t
en my part. Tho Postaster General, who toek part in i was rstber expensivete. pay feor snb food Si or $:.>5
tin debte Isee su think that cern ripenods this per bushel, who they cord obtain th homegrown for A
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very much smaller sum, notwithstanding the fact that the
Minister of Finance, as well as the Minister of Customs,
seems to look upon this question as one out of which some-
thing might perhaps grow for the advantage of the farmer.
I wish to state to those hon. gentlemen that the farmers
are expecting something at their bands. Last week the
farmers of Frontenac met in their institute and passed
a resolution, unanimously, in very much the
same terms as the motion I have submitted
to this louse, and the same occurred in the county of
Lennox. If this is such a very small matter, I do not
understand why the farmers of these counties have taken
up this question and passed such resolutions as I have
indicated. Farmers of that section of the country suffered
very severely from the severe drought of last summer, and
they have been put to their wits end to procure food for the
prement winter. The Minister of Customs gave relief under
those trying circumstances by placing a duty upon millet
seed. The farmers remember tbat, and the bon. gentleman
might make some restitution for the wrong done the farmers
on that occasion by graîting free seed for ensilage purposes
in the future. I have only to repeat that I cannot under-
stand why, if hon. gentlemen opposite are really anxious
that any portion of this resolution should pass, they are
unwilling to go into committee and see what would come
out of it. What is required to be done for the farmers
might as well be done now, and it is no use waiting until
next Sesion. A large quantity of seed is being now
imported and a larger quantity will be imported next year,
ad there is no reason why the farmers should not have
the advantage of immediate action on the part of this
House.

Mr. KIRK PATRICK. I was very sorry I Wvas not pre«
sent to hear the entire discussion on this motion, but from
the attention I have been able to give to this subject, I
consider that the question of ensilage is going to work a
revolution among the farmers in this country. During the
last few years great strides have been mae to that end,
and it is eminently in the interests of the farmers thatthey
should give more attention to this subject. The great
droughts in the last two seasons have placed the farmers in
such a position that they must obtain some means of ob-
taining more fodder for their cattle during the winter, and
everything possible should be done for the farmers' inter
ests. In my own district the drought was so great that
nearly all the hay was lost and there was a great scarcity
of fodder. The consequence has been that the whole
country bas almost become denuded of live stock. Thou-
sands of young calves and yearlings have been exported
from the country, and it will take us years before we
can make up the loss. I have been advising the farm-
ers to look more into the subject of ensilage, be-
cause it is by that means they are going to provide
against dry summcrs. Tbis fodder corn which is
the subject of the debate can be grown in dry
seasons, in fact the dryer the botter, and it is such a pro.
ductive crop that farmers can raise from 25 to 30 tons to
the acre, and five tons will keep a cow for 200 days, that is
to say, that the crop grown from each acre will support five
or six ctws. Anyone who looks at the subject in that light
will see how much more efficient it will prove as an article
of food than hay or straw or any other food, and that it is
a cheaper food than any that eau otherwise be obtained. If
this is the case, I think it is the duty of the Government to
assist the farmers and encourage them to introduce this
corn and ensilage system, and encourage them in try-
ing to grow the corn, and I repeat that in the next
five or ton years thero will be a perfect revolution
in our system of feeding in tbat respect. All through
Ontario now greater attention is given to dairy farming
than ever belore, and the dairy products of this country
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as we know have progressed in the last few years by
leaps and bounds, until to-day the exportation of animais
and their products is ahead of the export of the products of
our forests, which for many years stood at the top of the
list. If the Minister of Customs and the Government could
be induced to admit this corn free of duty they would be
doing a great service to the farming commuiity. I under.
stand the Minister of Customs bas pointed out some
objections to adopting this course, but 1 think those objec.
tions could be overcome. If twines and salt for the use of
our fisberies eau be introduced free of duty, I think
that corn for seeding and grain for fodder purposes
could also be introduced free, and a regulation of the
department could be made which would guarantee that
corn will not be introduced for feeding purposes but simply
for seedirg. Just as simple a resolution could be made in
this respect as is made for the intro laction free of duty of
other articles for the benefit of our fisheries and ship.
building industries. I submit that if the Minister of
Customs and the Minister of Finance will put their beads
together, they widl be able to devise, within twenty-four
hours, a resolution which will meet the object in view of
the hon. member for Prince Edward (Mr. Platt).

Mr. MoN EILL. This is clearly purely a farmer's question.
1 take it that the reason why we have a duty on corn to-
day is in order to protect our farmers. If the permission
to import this special sweet corn free of duty would on the
whole be of benefit to the farmer, I have no doubt that
those who are in favor of the National Policy, and who
have introduced this policy in reference to corn for the
purpose of protecting the farmer, would, as a matter of
course, readily agree to allow this sweet corn to corne in
free of duty. The simple question which we have to con-
sider in this House-those who are debating this question,
those who are themselves farmers, and those who desire to
benefit the farmers-is whether or not the admission of
sweet corn freeof duty would be a benefit or an injary to
the farmers of Canada. There is no doubt, as the hon. g(n-
tleman (Mr. Kirkpatrick) has said, that the question of
ensilage is becoming one of the foremost questions of agri.
culture. It is ind, ed likely to revolutionise agriculture,
and if the importation of sweet corn free of duty would
very much benefit the farmer who is engaged in grow.
ing green fodderto be cut down and put in silo, it would no
doubt be a good thing for us to put it on the free list. How
much would it be likely to benefit the farmers of Canada if
we bad this policy adopted which my hon. friend (Mr. Platt)
bas suggested ? Suppose a farmer grows, say, to the extent
of five acres of sweet corn and sows one bushel of seed to
the acre. If he gets his sweet corn free of duty it wonld
make a difference to him of something less than fortv cents
ail told. Five acres for each farmer, as I think my hon.
friend for West Bruce (Mr. Rowand) and my bon. triend
from Huron (Mr. MeMillan) wno have spoken in this de-
bate, will agree, is a very large allowance to make at the
present day. I think my hon. friend from West Bruce bad
probably not more than one or two acre- under thi-i crop
last year; but we will suppose each farmer grows five
acres and then the amount of gain would be less than forty
cents for each. If this sweet corn for fèeding purposes
should come in free of duty, the effect of ttiat upon the
farmera of Ontario woull be a depreciation in the value
of ali their course grains, and for the sake of a saving
of at most forty cents they would have a depreciation
in the value of their oats and of ail their coarse grains.
Therefore, I think that it is a very serious question
tion which we are brought face to face with here to.night.
We have not merely to see that it would be a benefit to the
farmer if he saved the forty cents, but we have to consider
whether in endeavoring to save that forty cents we might
not run the risk of injuring the farmer to a greaier extent.
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I think the hon. the Minister of Customs, who has told us
that the Government will take this matter into their serious
consideration, and endeavor to discover whether or not
this importaton of sweet corn free of duty can be safely
allowed in the interestof the farmer, is following the course
which wisdom would direct.

Mr. CASEY. I have only two or three words to say on this
question. It is nt one particularly concerning any special
locality in Canada but it concerns the whole country. As I un-
derstand the bon. member for Prince Edward (Mr. Platt)
he does not ask the free admission of any corn or seed which
ripens in Canada. Therefore, I think that the admission of
any kind of seed grain which is not grown in Canada cannot
in any way interfere with the protection which the National
Poliey is suppesed to give Candian farmers. On that
ground it seems to me that aIl the possible objections that
supporters of the National Policy can have to the putting of
those articles on the free liit, are swept away and it only re-
mains to ask whether this free admission of seed grain would
benefit the farmers of Canada. Tt seems to me perfe"tly clear
that this policv would not hurt the farmers and the onlv
question rernaining is would it do then any good ? I think
that every farmer will answer that question in the affirma-
tive. Nearly every farmer wants to grow corn of dif-
ferent kinds for ensilage, and every year some new kind
cf corn or forage crop cornes into use. It is clear that by
the admission of seed grain of a kind which does not
grow in this country free of duty would be of immense
benefit to the farmers ail over, and would b no detri-
ment whatever to the farmers in any particular locality
I cannot see any excuse whatever for refusing to pass
the motions put forward by my hon. friends from Prince
Fdward (Mr. Platt) and from Grey (Mr. Landerkin).
Unless the members on the other side of the House
are going to declare that they wili not under any cir cum-
stance show a favor to the farmer, even in the case where
no other farmer can be injured by the grantirg of that
favor, they must logically support this motion. I thirk that
these plain facts will comehome so strongly to the members
of the Administration that they will, on mature thought,
grant whae is asked on this occasion. I cannot conceý,ive
how they can do otherwise consistently with their professed
principles as supporters of the National Policy. one of the
principles of which is to admit free of duty raw mu-
terial for any industry wbere it does not come into c)m-
petition with existing industries in Canada. There can be
no pretence that this seed, which is a raw material for the
farmer who wishes to feed cattle, does come into competi-
tion with any corn grown in Canada, since the motion
expressly states that nothing which comes into such corn-
petition is to be admitted.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Judging from the tone of this dis-
cussion, many members of the House appear to think that
the passage of this resolution would be considerably in the
interest of the farming community. Several members who
support the Government have even held that something of
this kind is necessary. The bon. Minister of Customs,
while giving a quasi admission to the truth of this, sets up
the idea that it would be impracticable to carry the resolu
tion out. It does seem to me a little singular that when
the farmers ask for the adoption of any measure calculated1
to advance their interests, the objection set up by the Gov-f
ernment is that it is impracticable to carry it out. If the î

manufacturer of corn-starch desires to get free corn for thet
purpose of manufacturing his product, the Minister of Cus-f
toms bas no difficulty in giving it to him; if the distiller
desires free corn for the purpose of making whiskey, the
impracticable nature of the thing is at once forgotten by the t
Minister of Customs; but when the farmer desires free corn,r
some of the supporters of the Government say it is only a
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small matter, and why should the farmers ask it? WelI, if
it is such a small matter,why should the distiller or the manu-
facturer of corn-starch require it ? And these hon. gentle.
men hold up their hands with horror and say that if the farm-
ers require this measure so that they can fatten their cattle,
and produce more beef in the country, and ship it ont of the
cfuntry, the difR'ulty will be that it will lower the price of
their coarse grains. I bave examined this question to
some extent, and I find that the prices of coarse grains
aways stood at the highest point when we importod the
greatest quantity. The price of coarse grains bas been
very much lower since duties have been imposed on them
than it was before. Taking oats, we find that before the
duty was imposed in 1875, we exp)rted a large quantity of
oats, and we alsoimported a large quantity; andyet during
that year we sold our oats at 48 cents a bushel; in 1876 wo
sold them at 43 cents, and in 1;77 at 3, cents ; an average
price in those three years of42 cents a bushel. Hon. gen-
tlemen opposite got into power and placed a duty on oats,
-aying that they would obtain a higher price to the farmor
for his oats. Look at the result : In 1885 we sold them at
'37 cents a bushel, a falling off of 11 cents; in 1886 we sold
them at 35 cents, a falling off of 13 cents; and in 1887 we
sold them at 31 cents, a falling offof 17 cents a btshel, or
an average price of 34J cents during those three years; so
that the duty bas beeu a great disadvantage to the farmers
so far as coarse grains are concernel. This proves
that the greate-t bnefit the Govornment could do
-he farmer would be to strike o the duty on
these things altogether. rhe farmers are moving in this
que.tion. The farmers of Frontenac had an institute a few
woeks ago, at which they asked that the measuro now pro-
posed should be given to the farmers to facilittte the fat.
tening of sto:k; and I see by to-night's paper that the farm.
ers of Lennor have also passed a resolution unanimously
asking for the same thing; and if the Minister of Customs
is not able to administer the departmient so as to meet the
wishes of this large class and give them free corn, ho should
resign and allow a man to be placed there who w>uld do se.
[ think there are gentlemen on this side of the House, and
pet haps on the other side also, who could administor that
department so as to give relief to this large, influential
and important cla4s in the community; but under the pre-
mont system only the manufacturing classes are considered.
When a matter of interest to the farmers of Cinada is
brought up, hon. gentlemen opposite set up a bugabo, and
say it is an insignificant question, a mean question, although
exporience shows that the protective policy has been afailure
in raising the price ofeoarse grainsor any other grains in the
country. Wo have never known a periol in Canada when
coarse grains were sold at as low prices as they have been
since we have had protection, and it is only natural that it
should be so. That policy sets certain restrictions on the
trade, and creates difficulties of every kind. I hope this
matter will be seriously considered by the Government and
the House, and that the Government will seo their way to
granting this verv reasonable, just and proper request-
one calculated to do a very great benefit to the farming
community, and to bring about a system whereby failures
in the crops from dry weather,or anything interfering with
the grass production of the country, can be conpensated by
this system of ensilage which is being so largely adopted
by the farmers. In my part of the country the farmers
are growing a great deal of corn in this way for the purpose
of feeding to their cattle in dry weather; and I think it is
the duty of this House to do everything it can to benefit the
farmers and increase the general wealth of the country.

Mr. H ESSON. I do not think any hon, gentleman should
be allowed to get off a speech like that withont someone
replying to him. le evidently made a bold effort to show
that the price of oats had very greatly depreciated in
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Canada in conequence of the National Policy. If bis speech
meant anything, it meant that. If the hon. gentleman had
been disposed to give a fair statement of the case, which
both sides of the louse might naturally expect from him,
ho would have quoted the price on the American side at
the same time as the price in Canada. He loft the impres-
sion that oats had declined in price under the National
Policy from 11 to 15 cents a bushel. He will find that the
price of oats is very considerably greater in Canada than
in the States, and that ought to go to the country with the
hon. gentleman's statement-that oats are selling in Canada
at 7 cents a bushel to-day more than in the United States.
In Buffalo they are worth 30 and 31 cents per bushel, and
in Toronto 37 to 38 cents. Hon. gentlemen will see there
is a difference in favor of Canada of 7 cents a bushel. The
same remark will apply to Chicago, only the difference will
be still more in favorofCanada. If the dutywere removed from
oats to.day, I would ask whether the same state of affairs
would not exiet now that existed before, when oats were
cheaper in Canada than in the United States. I will not deny
that it would be an advantage to the farmers to have admitted
free that particular kind of corn which they require for the
purpose of ensilage, and if that could be done consistently
with protection to coarse grains, I would be strongly in favor
of doing it I feel that that concession ought to be made,
but if it cannot be made except at the cost of the coarse
grains and eorn, it would cost the farmer too much. I am
quite in aceord with the wishes of hon. gentlemen on both
sides, if it eould be done without injuring the policy that
has been adopted of keeping out the American oarse grains,
but it would cost the farmer too much to permit 2,000,000
or 3,000,000 bushels of American corn to come in here
free, possibly under the guise of coming in as seed. The
more you look at this question the more important it be
comes, because the enormous product of an acre of ensilage
is perhaps more important to the farmer than any other
crop he can grow. I believe thec Government can by Order
in Council manage to permit that to come in free. The
hon. the Minister will understand the strong feeling there
is on both sides in reference to this question; and it is after
ail a small concession to make in the interest of the farmers
of the country. If that can be done, I hope the Minister
will see bis way to allowing that special kind of corn which
cannot ripen in this country to come in free.

Mr. GILLMOR. I listened with a great deal of alarm to
nome of the speeches made on this question. The condition
of the farming interest must be very bad if the extremes of
this Dominion are as bad as hon. gentlemen state they are.
Why, in the North-West, pretty near harvest time, the
frost comes and strikes the wheat, and more than half the
wheat is destroyed; and in the county of my hon. friend
from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) the drought is so great
that the hay crop is all destroyod, and the cattle must be
in a state of starvation. Well, I was never but once in that
part of the Dominion, and if the cattle are poorer or any
more miserable looking now than when I was there, there
cannot be much of them left. I live in New Brunswick.
I sowed some red eared and horse-tooth corn from which
I expected to get a fine crop, but the frost touched it, and
nothing under heaven could est it. Part of my crop was
barley and buckwheat, and on account of rains i could not
get it housed for eight weeks after it was cnt. In the
meaitime, my buckwheat floated ail over 100j acres, and ail
I could save was what was stopped by the alders on the
shore from going out into the Bay of Fundy. I planted an
acre of barley too, and the rain came on before I got
that in, and the barley and the buckwheat were ail mingled
together in the Ireshet. I went over in a boat
to try and get my potatoes out, and to put my arm down
at whole length before I cooid sizie a stock of that edible,
and as to the barley I sailed right over it. It was four feet
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high, and the water was above that again. I mention these
facts to show what condition the country must be in when
you find the eastern end and the west and the centre in the
condition in which they have been depicted to-night. I
am not exaggerating about my crop at any rate, for it had
been eight weeks out under the rain. I wish my hon.
friend from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) had part cf that rain,
because then he would have had some hay and I wouli have
had some buckwheat. I do not rise so much to speak about
the crops as to refer to what the hon, member for Perth
(Mr. Hesson) has said. The other night, while we were
discussing something in which the National Policy was
concerned, he represented the National Policy as a most
beautiful edifice, and I thought I discovered a tear running
down his cheeks when somebody proposed to make a change.
Not one brick, he said, was to be taken out of that beautiful
structure, but now he wants a change made if it can pos-
sibly be done, but it cannot without taking a brick out of
that beautiful structure. I tried in my mind to look at
that edifice. In the first place I imagined an edifice which
s.heltered everyone who contributed to build it. But while
I was speaking, I thought of the different inter-
ests that occupy this edifice. In the upper storey,
with the most costly furnishings, I put the sugar interest;
and I saw Mr. Drummond there in all his glory, in his
purple and fine linon. Then I went over all the different
parts of the edifice, and I found the farmers down in the
kitchen, or out in the baro, or in the cellars, while ehe
cotton men and the sugar men and the woollen mcn had
all the comfortable apartments. All the others had nothing
to shelter them; the frosts in winter nipped them and the
rains in summer beat upon them. Ln regard to this corn
matter the on. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) was
willing to do something. But ho spoke like a man in mourn-
ing, and said it would not do to break into the National
Policy. L you are going he said, to break into this beautiful
structure to let in a few bushels of corn so that
the population of Frontenac, when the sun leaves them
without hay, will have something to feed their cattle,
why not let other things come in free. i have trespassed
too long upon your time, but I thirik this National Policy
has proved a complete failure, and it is simply ridicul-
ous to hear folks talk about it in the way tbey do, that it
is going to affect the price of oats, and the price of buck-
wheat, and the price of barley, and in regard to allowing a
few bushels of seed corn, which you caniot grow bore, to
come in without paying a duty upon it. It will come in
in any case. The duty of 7 cents is not much, and, if the
farmers are as rich as they are supposed to ho, and as our
Conservative friends say they are, they can easily afford to
pay that rather than bieak in upon this great edifice of the
National Policy.

Mr. BOWELL. It was not my intention to address the
louse again on the subject, but, after the discussion which

bas taken place, I hope my hon. friend from Prince Edward
(Mr. Platt) will withdraw his motion. I have already
stated that the discussion having been confined almost
exclusively to the one article of corn, and that of a particular
quality which does not ripen in this coudtry, and las not
been extended to the other grains and seeds mentioned in
the resolution, the subject will receive the attention of the
Government, and that has been repeated by my colleague
the Finance Minister. I do not hesitate to say that the
Government could not accept the resolution in its en-
tirety, but, if the on. gentleman does rot press it to a
vote, the matter will receive consideration, and, if the
Government find that it will not interfere with other
industries which we believe to be in the farmers' interests,
it will be dealt with. That is as far as I can go. I congra-
tulate my hon. fiiend from South Grey (Mr. Isanderkin)on
the facetiouà manner in whiohi he dealt with Vhe Subject,
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and still more on the manner in which hé répeated almost
every argument and every word uttered by the hon. mem-
ber for Prince Edward. If he was as apt a sebolar when
he was at sehool in repeating bis lessons as he is in this
House, in repeating what others say, I should not bé sur-
prised if ho stood at the head of his clas.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I beg to say that I was not in the
louse-

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman says he did not
hear the remarks of the hon. member for Prince Edward,
I must withdraw my compliment.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I say I was not in the House when
the hon. member spoke.

Mr. BOWELL. Then I suppose it is another illustration
of the saying that great minds run in the same channel.
I find, by reference to the newspaper, that, on 16th March,
at Chicago, oats were quoted at 21 cents, that they were at
that amount for the whole month, and that the highest
price and the lowest price during the month was 24 cents.
In Toronto, to-day, the 18th March, I find that oats con-
tinue easy Light quality are quoted at 33 and 35 cents and
the heavy quality at 37 to b9 cents. If the duty were taken
off, we would have the market flooded with American oats,
and that might satisfy the hon. gentleman.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I did not speak of the present time,
but took the three years comparatively.

Mr. PLATI. I have no disposition to antagonise the
hon. gentlemen opposite, or to make them do anything
which is noL in the interest of the farmer. Personally, I
would like to see this principle adopted by the carrying of
the resolution, but if the hon. gentleman will promise that
these seeds shall come in during the present season free of
duty, and not make saiy indefinite promise in regard to
the distant future, I have no objection to withdraw the
motion.

Motion withdrawn.

L'ARDOISE BREAKWATER, RICHMOND, N. S.

Mr. FLYNN moved for:
Copies of all correspoudence and surveys in connection with the

L'Ardoise Breakwater, in the County of Rihmond.

He said: In regard to this motion, I must go back as far
as 17 years ago, when the construction of a breakwater at
this place occupied the attention of the Government. At
that time, the late Mr. Levesconte represented the County
of Richmond, and the people of L'Ardoise were urging the
necessity of a breakwater there. The present Minister of,
Public Works was then in the same position, and le agreed
that a breakwater there was necessary, and promised to
place an amount of $30,000 in the Estimates to construct
that work. In proof of that, I will read from a letter
written at that time by Mr. Levesconte to a gentleman at
L'Ardoise. Ie said:

" I am now happy to inform you that the Minister of Public Works bas
juat come te a point with me on that subject, and has promised to place
in the Supplementary Estimates for this year the sum of $30,000 for that
purpose, and that the contracta will be offered to competition au soon au
the engineer of this Government can report."

I read that inorder to show that the Minister of Public Works
was committed to the construction of a breakwater at this
point, and, no doubt, if le bad continued in office, he would
have carried out his promise, but, the Government having
resigned in the fall of that year, he was uiable to do so.
When I came here flrst in 1874, I found a report in the
department from the engineer and a plan of stirvey in
regard to this place. It was estimated that the cost of this
work would be about 860,000, but the chief enjgineer,
roported that the work could be built b. setion and tho
monêy could bd-vôted for it a the sedtions were bûiit. Tite

Minister of Public Works it that time, the present hon.
member for Éast York (Mr. Mackenzie), agreed to build a
section, and in 1875 a sum of 810,000 was voted by
Parliament; anl, in the winter of 1876, a further
sum of $',000 was voted ; and in the following year a section
about 400 feet in length was completed. I need not say
that the completion of that seetion was a great accommo.
dation to the people of that district, and to the boats and to
the fishermen of that place until 1883, when the top of the
breakwater was carried away by onoof the heaviest gales
which had ever been known on that coast, except the
memorable gale of 1873. I think that it was the duty of
the Government to see from time to time whother that
breakwater, situated as it was in an exposîd place, required
repairs. We know that the action of the ice, the action ot
the worm on al those wooden structures, are continually
wasting them away, and they continually require repair.
I can show that, in this instance, the Govern ment are cul.
pable in not repairing that breakwater when its condition
was officially brought to thoir notie by the engincer of
their own department, who told then that the work was
getting weak, and unle.s it was it-immcdiatoly repaired it
would be destroyed. Now here is a copy of the report of
t be Chief Engincer of the Publi.a Wo ks Department, dated
Ottawa, 6th February, 1883. le snys:

"During 1876-77, a breakwater 400 feet in length was built by the
department at L'Ardaise, Rihnond Uounty, Oape Breton, Nova Scotia,
at a cost of $10,330. An examiuation of this structure lately made shows
that the portiçu of the work below the line of hall tide ha been badly
damagedby the sea.worm, and is in a very weakened ?sate, and liable to
serious damaga at any time by gales or ice. To prot-ict and preserve this
work which affard the only shelter for fishing boats and v. s4els on the
L'Ardoise shore, it will be necessary to place about 5,000 cubic vards of
heavy atone In the form of slopes al] around it, as shown in the plans
herewith, the cost of which will amount to $5,000, and I have to recom-
mend that the work be proceeded with as it is not in fit state to with.tand
aheavy gale. With respect to any further wor kaat L'Ardoise, I have to
refer you to rny report of the 14th October,1811, No. 35,468, which contains
a comprehensive scherne of whi h a part bas been executed, for the con-
struction of a harbor of refuge."
Now, here we have the chief engineer of the department
bringing to the notice of the Minister the condition of this
work in February, 1883, and informing him that, unlesit
was instantly repaired, it was liable to be carried away at
any moment. Sir, the Minister of Public Works did not
listen to this notice from his ergirecr, and the result was
that in the autumn of that year the top part of that struc-
ture was carried away,'and it bas not been repuired since.
In 1884 the Minister placed 85,000 in the Estimates for the
repair of that work, and that sum was voted by Parhiament.
Now, before I go any further in this matter, let me say
that although this may not be a matter that interests many
members of this House, it is a very important one to the
people of that town. Now, I believe, according to the
Rules of Parliament, at all events, according to common
courtesy, when a member is addressing the Bouse, bon.
members are supposed to keep quiet and not move about
the House. At least that is the rule that I lave seen
observed in the Provincial Legislature of Nova Scotia, and
I think it onght to be observed here. As I was saying in 1881
Parliament voted 85,000 for the repairof this breakwater, but
not a dollar of that sum was expended by the Government.
I have been told, unofficially, that the reason the money
was not spent, was that it would take 820,000 to build a
structure that would stand. Well, if it did cot 820,000, or
if it cost $40,000, I still think the Goverrment were bound
to build it. I have shown you that fifteen years ago the
thon Minister of Public Works, now the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) saw the need of building thar
work, and a sum was placed in the Estimates, and I believe
that hon. gentleman would lave carried out the work had
he remained in power. It is now over five years since this
breakwater was damaged, and you have made no effort to
repairit. Now Ibold tht a publie structure like that was of
suffilierit importance for th0Governinent to keep it in repair.
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You have a breakwater at Cow Bay and similar structures
in other parts of the Mai itime Provinces. They are from
time to time damoged or injured by the action of the ice,
but the Government does not allow them to go down ; they
are continually kept in repair, as the Government contracted
to do at the time of Confederation. If the Dominion Gov-
ernment had not undertaken this duty they would have been
kept in repair by the Local Government, but having come
under the control of the Government of the Dominion I say
it was their bounden duty to keep them in repair. Sir, I
am at a loss to understand why this money that was voted
by Parliament, bas not been expended. Is it because 1, who
represent that constituency, sit on the left of the Speaker
and vote with the Opposition? Sir, I hope that no such
unworthy considorations influence the hon. gentlemen on
the Treasury benches, but I am reluctantly forced to the
conclusion that there is no other reason for the conduct of
the Government, when I see, Session after Session, aper-
sistent denial of simple justice and fair play to those
counties who are represented in this House by members
sitting on the Opposition side of the House, Sir, I re-
member at the time of Coifederation we were told a
different story. We were assured that under Confederation
a broad and liberal-minded policy would prevail, free from
sectional influence. We were told that the leaudeis f the
Federal Government would take a broad view of public
questions, and that they would consider the interests of
every part of the countxy. I remember reading at that
time a etter written by a distinguisbed gentleman who
n-w ocerpies !hi poiton of IIgh Commisioner at Londoa,
addressed to Earl Carnarvon in 18t7. There was no class
of people who were urged mcre strongly than the fishermen
of Nova Scotia to enter Confederation, and to whom great
promises were made. It was pointed out to thcm that
their barbors were exposed to the Atlantic, that their ship-
ping had not adequate protection, and that if the people
entered Confederation the Federal Government would build
breakwaters, and give all the marine protection necessary.
These arguments were specially addressed to the fisher-
men of Nova Sootia, and they were induced to accept Con-
federation by means of the promises. I will read to you an
extract of the letter from Sir Charles Tupper to Earl
Carnarvon:

" No one in the least acquainted with political science can doubt, that
j nst ln proportion as you extend the field of enterprise, and the minds of
public men are occupied with large and important questions the moral
statue will be elevated and the intellect exalted above the narrow per-
sonal party, sectional and sectarian influences that often detract so
much from the character of those upon whom the conduct of public
affairs is devolved."

Now, Sir, these were the promises that were hel i out then,
but they have not been falfilled. We have seen that the
enlarged and liberal views spoken of by Sir Charles Tupper,
have not characterised the present Government of the
Dominion. If a breakwater at that point was neocessary at
the time it was built, it is much more necessary now,
because the population of that locality has increased ; having
once had the advantage of that breakwater during a certain
period, they have now lost that advantage through the de-
struction of the work. I am asking for the repair of a work
that was built by the Goverument, and I have a right to
know what excuse the Minister has to offer, when, on the
matter being brought officially to his notice, in 1883, no
action was taken, and hen at that time the old adage
would have proved true " astitch in time saves nine,"
and the work could have been carried out at much ess cost.
There is another important reason why this breakwater
should not be allowed to remain any longer in its present
condition. If the people of other localities failed to obtain
the construction of breakwaters they were at least free from
having a very long shoal created there. The situation is
easily understood when it is remembered that 400 feet of
breakwater)was built, and the top part of it at tide water

Mir. FLYNN.

was eaten by sea worms to such an extent that it was carried
away, while the remainder remains there as a dangerous
shoal. Those acquainted with our coast are aware that
during the summer months fog ocours almost every day.
Our fishermen have this dangerous ledge to contend witb,
a ledge formed by the carelessness and tack of attention on
the part of the Government in ropairing this work. Buoys
had to be erected there, and fishing smacks have been lost
and lives endangered. If there were nothing else, that fact
should induce the Government at once to have this struc-
ture repaired. I think if there is any class of our popula-
tion that deserves the consideration o the Government
it is our fishermen. This wll be manifest to anyone who
knows the hardships to which these men are exposed in
tbeir daily tdil, the limited period during the twelve
months in which they are able to work, because, taking the
fishing season as extending from lst June to lst November,
and excluding stormy days when they are not able to go
out, tbere are not more than five months in which a fisher-
man can work to provide for his family. Since the break-
water was destroyed at this place, the fishermen have been
compelled on the appearance of a southerly or south east-
erly storm to haul up their boats beyond the action of the
sea, and after the storm bas subsided they have launched
them again, in doing which a day is always lost. Thus it is
that the want of this breakwater in a completed and satis-
factory state is a very serious loss to the fishermen in
proseating their calling. I might speak further on this
subject, but it is not necessary. The Minister knowS that
1 am not asking for any particular favor. I would not ask
for a new structure ain that part of the county, for it would
be refused ; but I may tell. the hon. gentleman that it is
only right, it is only fair that this structure should be re-
paired, a structure on which over $10,000 has been expended
and in regard to which the hon. gentleman promised to
place $30.000 in the Estimates, while the leader of the late
Government (Mr. Mackenzie) recognising the necessity for
the work and having made surveys and obtained plans,
determined to carry ont the work at a cost of $60,000.
That hon. gentleman constructed 400 feet of the work at a
cost of $ 0,000, a portion of which bas been carried away
from the neglect of the Department of Publie Works, and
after it had been officially brought to its notice b the ugi-
neer, I hold tho Minister responsible for its presut uodi-
tion. But, had this matter never been brought to the notice
of the Minister of Public Works, had its present, condition
resulteJ from the action of the sea, or from the destructive-
ness of the sea worLn, or from any other cause whatsoever,
I maint ain that it was the imperative daty of the depart-
ment, on the condition of the work being reported, to have
made the repairs, just as much as it was ils duty to make
repairs at Cow Bay, or at any other breakwater in the Mari-
time Provinces. or on any public building erected by the
Government out of the money of the taxpayers. I have
brought this matter before the House and the Minister, I
have dischargel1 my duty to my constituents, and I trust
the Minister of Public Works will be animated by a spirit of
fair play, and, late though it be, that he will place a sum in
the Supplementary Estimates sufficient to place the break-
water in a proper state of repair.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It may be perfectly true
that Mr. Levetconte, I think the hon. gentleman's prede-
cessor in the representation of the county, may have said
and written that he had seen me and I had told him I would
submit a vote of 830,000 to my colleagues to be placed in
the Estimates. 1 do not remember the matter at this time,
but if Mr. Levesconte says that, no doubt he says what is
correct. But in regard to that proposed vote, what
happened has happened many times since in regard to a
public work, that while the Estimates submitted to the
Privy Council included such supplementary estimate, that

894



COMMONS DEBATES.

estimate remained there. The hon. gentleman will, there-
fore, admit that the Minister has no right to promise that
$30,000 would be voted; he may say that he will submit to
bis colleagues that proposition, but he cannot say more.
The hon. gentlemin, therefore, may be sure I did not, and I
do not at any time promise more than that. It appears
that, later on-I do not remember to what period the hon.
gentleman referred, 1872 I think-in 1876, under the
Government of my predecessor in office, there was a vote of
s 10,000 taken, and I think the hon. gentleman bas said
there was another vote of $5,000 taken the following year,
and the wharf was built to the extent of 400 feet.
The hon. gentleman finds fault with this Government
because that wharf after five or six years was so
damaged by the sea worms that a large portion of it was
carried away. The difflcuity in regard to wharves in that
portion of the Dominion is that the sea worms destroy them
in five or six years, sometimes in four years, and, therefore,
the department bas beon endeavoring to devise some means
by Wi0ich piers and wharves in that portion of the country
might be built to a certain extent out of the reach of the
sea worms. The matter was submitted to my chief engineer,
and at one or two wharves where there was a sufficiently
large sum of money voted, he tried whether by some process,
which I cannot now describe, the timber used might be put
out of the reach of the sea worms, and he succeeded I think
in two instances, but it was a very costly process. I was
speaking the other day to the chief engineer as to whether
we could not incur that expense in regard to other large
works, and thus save them for ten, twelve or fifteen years
instead of having to rebuild them every four or five years.
We cannot do it in regard to small works, but in rezard
to large works I think it can be accomplished. This
matter is now beirg investigated by my department.
The hon, gentleman said that I did not listen to the repre-
sentation made by my hon. friend. Well, I am afraid my
hon. friend speaks of what he cannot know anything about.
He draws his conclusion, because he sys that no action
apparently bas been taken. He says I have not taken any
action on that, and that my colleagues alter consider-
ing the matter have not thought that the matter should
proceed further. Of course i am responsible with my col-
loagues, and I take the responsibility with them, but I think
it is a statement against the Minister of Public Works that
my hon. friend might have avoided. The hon. gentleman
would wish that I should put in the Supplementary Esti.
mates this year an item for the purpose in question. All I
can tell him is that I will call the attention of my colleagues
to the discussion that took place here this evening. Be.
yond that I cnu tell him nothing more, because, of course,
we will have to take that into consideration. The hon.
gentleman in his motion, to which I think there will be no
objection if he only limits it, says that he wants,-

" Copies of all correspondence and surveys in connection with the
L'Ardoise Breakwater, in the Conty of Richmond."
Perhaps lie las forgotten that on the 13th of March, 1888,
ail papers on this matter were brought down in obedience
to an Order of the House of Commons. Therefore, I think
the hon, gentleman should add to his motion for a return of
ttie papers since the 13th of March, 1888.

Mr. FLYNN. Very well. 1 am perfectly willing that
that should be added.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Whatever representation is made
to the Government respecting the expenditure of money on
breakwaters, or other matters that come under the charge of
the Department of*Public Works, the Minister is always
F are to shield himself under the excuse he bas offered to my
fi ieî d to-night for having neglected assistance to a valuable
public work in bis county. The bon. Minister has in-
formed us, on more than one occasion, that he always pre.
kents these recommendations to his brethren of the Privy

Council with his own views on the subject, and he bas told
us that on this, as on many previons occasions, that when
those applications from his department came out of the
Privy Council, ho found very often and to his very great
regret that many of them are left out.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. JON ES (Halifax). It is a most singular coincidence

in connection with this bon. gentleman's recommendatious
that we always tind that whon those recommendations
made by that bon. gentleman to the Privy Council pass
through a final examination; that those that come out re-
commended are recommended for counties which are re-
presented by gentlemen supporting the Administration, and
that those which are rejected are thrown out bocause I must
assume they beong to counties, and are not intended to be
expended, which are represented by gentlemen on the
Opposition side of this Houe.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not so.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The bon. gentleman says it is
not so. I think he would fail to establisi more than perhaps
one solitary case during the last ton years, whore money
bas been expendol for the county unless it has bon repre-
sented by gentlemen supporting the Administration to
which he belongs. We r.ave had that question fully threshed
out on previous occasions and I do not propose te go into it
again tonight, but it has been proved here that county
after county represented by gentlemen on our side of the
House have f'ailed to obtain the slightest appropriation for
public works, enrely because they wero not supporting the
Adminiitration of my hon. friend. Take the County of
Shelburne for instance; iL was represented in this House for
a long time by Mr. Robertson, and year after year and
Session after Sesion that bon. member made application to
the Government of the day for a needed appropriation of
money for his county in the public interest, but thesc appli-
cations were all refused, and not a cent was granted. Time
went on and Mr. tobertson was succeeded by the present
worthy representative from Shelburne in this House, and
the first session we saw that hon. gentleman here, we found a
largo appropriation of money for that county. I do not mean
to say that those works were not roquircd, far from it, but I
do say that the same appropriation that hal been a,ked for
by the provious nember bad always been refused until Shel-
burne returned a membor to supp>rt the Ad:ninistration.
Take the case of my hon. friend from Guyst>orough (Kr.
Kirk). Year after ) car he has told us in the louse that ho
bas made a similar applica tion to the Department of the
Minister of Publie Works, but year after year ho bas been
refused in the saine way. In Queen's County it was the same
story, until Queen's returned a member to support the pre.
sent Administration, and then we fund a change and the
Government ail at once roalised the importance of Queen's
Coanty and granted an appropriation fer that county. Take
the County of Antigonish. Antigonish bad the misfortune
it would seem for a long time t> bu represented on the
Liberal side of the fouse here, and, of course, the repre.
sentations made by the former representative of that county
went in with the rest before the Privy Council and always
came out among those not granted. But time went on and
Antigonish was represented by the present bon. Minister
of Justice. Thon look wlaat a marked change came
across the dreamis of the Government. The very first
year the Minister of Justice Look charge of the affaira
of Antigonish we found a large appropriation for that
c unty, and each succeediag year it was the same
thing. I hold in my bands tbe return of the Minister of
Public Works for last year, and in that County of Anti.
gonih-a fine little agricultural county it is quite true,
and deserving I have no doubt of certain expeoses, and I
am not complaining on that head, but a small county il
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comparison to those others to which I have referred, and not only the revenue, but the whole country, and the publie
with not more than half the line of sea coast, and much less money mýst al be distéibuted for the bonefit of their own
in importarce so far as regards its commerce and shipping1frionds. 1 think it is a degrading position of affairs in this
interests-we find in the County of Antigonish figures in country, when any membor of this fouse should feol that
this return of the Minister of Public Works of this year for ho would ho loworing himself to go to the Government for
no less than eight appropriations for that county alono. a recommndation fora proper expenditare in this country.
I will not say they are not deserving, because I arn lnot But, Sir, 1 would fot tbrnk for one moment Of going to the
going through them all, but I have received a communica- Government witb a recommendation of an)exponditure in
tion bore from a very prominent citizen of Antigonish my own county, becauso I know vory well the. (ovornment
wbich, with the perrmission of the House, I will read would nt pay any attention to it. Every member on the

"A RISAIG-NEW PIER. Liboral side of the 1louse knows that the Govornment
"The Minister of Justice by way of gaining votes in the Parish wof uld iyneAeni ten renmondatincf tht

Arisaig promised large expenditures at Arisaig. The old pier was in ry
pretty good repair, no pretext existed for expending any considerable a singl
sum uf money on it, so a second pier had to be erected and the old one boon aflowed to become rained for the want of a littie
repaired.

" This new pier finished in the fall of 1887 is 380 feet long, 40 feet oneyto epit lhe repair. Thros intha gran
broad with an L of 40 feet, and with from 1 to 2 feet of water at its
outer end at low tide. The ordinary rise of tide there Io froin 3 to 4 feet. interost, but when a change took place, thore was a break-
It is rare to see even a small schooner there. There are neither ships nor water for that county. 1 say such things are degrading to
shipowners. The inhabitants do not own a single ton of shipping. Al- the country and the Government, because the monebe-
most the only vessel ever seen at Arisaig is a hooker of 15 tons subsi- a%
dised by the Local Government, which calls or comes to once a week on longs to the publie, and should ho distributod in the public
her route from 9ietou to Cape George. The new pier is entirely useless. interest. I repeat that ail these expenses in tho County of
Arisaig is a farming district ; some few of the farmers fish a little; this Antigonish may be strictly proper; but thora are ether
new pier is of no service te them. It is useless to dredge there. The :.
bottom of the end of the new pier is rock. One storm would throw countes of much more importance, and other points where
more sand into the cove than could be dredged in the twelve-month. It expenses are mucl more required; and 1 say that the Gev.
Is vain to attempt making a harbor at Arisaig, and a harbor there arnmont cannot properiy defoud such an expenditure as this
would be of little utility. It is not required." and deny tho applications made from coanties right aiong-

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Would the hon. gentleman side of it; and the hon. Minister of Publie Works will have
state what ho is reading from?to toit that tale over again a goed many timos before ho

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I am reading from a communi makes this Ridof the fouse betievo it is fot the settled
cation sent to me from Antigonish. policy of the Administration to ignore overy proposition

Sir OHN I:IMPSO. Yo wil no giv thwhich emanates from this side of the fl[ouse, no matter how
Sir JOHN THMPSON. You will not give the name, much itmay be iu the public intoreat.

I suppose ?
Ur.. JONES (Halifax). No; o will not give the name. Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I have no objection that the

hou. m tmbor for Halifax should doubt what the hon. Min-
Some hon. MEBERS. Ohr. ister of Public Works a degra do not suppose it is his prac-

Ur. JONES (Ilalifax). Hon. members need not ho tice or bis policy to give much crodit to explanations made
on this side n th mouse, however apparent thoir truthfal.
hess wou beowg. But 1 do obect to the statem ents ho bas

expendture at Arsag is t be takn as a sample f the xmadewf r o n t i hio
penditure being made at Bayfield Harbor, Bayfield WharfBisten while I reud aist cf tho works- mn ot aware of
Blue Rock, MNair's Cov and Moidart, al in theconty oth wiha edin e e
cf .&tigonigh, represonted by the bon. Minister of Jnsîtice, oar 'ris-iBh ildHoasfrod lt h siatf eci ast
I think the country wiii find that the Minister cf JusticeIo vem o isanco n, bcasel IRow veryiwell rhe ovnentai
rather an oxpensivo article. ,Theo annt ef the exporidi. tC onntlart sd Biedock. if thorkaIae ncudhe a It
tare at the different peints 18 not here given. Ail these &hollbn.gendtl en nameadi the o are anot hr,
may ho correct appropriations;1[ar nont sayiug îbey are shah lie sdthavon elmne the no e koh owh
net, fer 1 possess ne information on that point mysoif; 1 _man htoul o lit hn entlemn to tE ve ro ntat the
a ydrawig the attention f throusettha fact as e os w s y h on e
illustrating the extraordinary circumstance that these ro- number is six,.lie dîd not requiro te add two te the num-
commendations going into thePrivy Couneil! from the ber temake the oiuate imposing; and evento mako up six,

office cf the hon. Minister cf Publie Works shouldo s'O ho mado the works at Bayfied Harbor nd Bayfield Wharf

fortunately considered sefr as the County of Antigonish s ne two w brks, wherias th wharf and the harbor are oue.

concernod, white Richmond, Gaysb3rough and thercountie ll. JONES (califax). Ne, thoy are ntt.
ropresonted on this side cf the House are neglected. No Sir JOHN TIIQ rPSON. There was baen a breakwater
one would venture te say tîsat it is bocause the Ministercf under construction for a numb r cf years for the purpose
Justice is'sitting thorete consider these very daims, but it cf affording sb eter t Bayf od Wharf, and the wharf wouli
dees teck singular on the face cf . I wiwl not say that be utterly useha witho t th breakwatr. The great work
every applioation has been favorabty considered, bocaust which ho speaks cf l connection with the wharf was put-
wode net kinow how Many More appli'lationS the hou. ting i ome ballast and makiug some temporary repairs
gentleman may have made; but w firàd that oxponditures.whiteth. wrk on tho breakwater was going on. But the
are going on at eight diffrernt points in that ccmparatively, fionigentleman said that thesr might ho very preoer
small ceunty, and net ene cent can ho obtained for. the, works-the five cf them which ho made eighit; but ho
County cf Guysborough alongsideacf it, or for othor counties ftkc the painst mako frher tatements tthe fose re-
ropresented on this siecf thoeflouse. gardiug temu which, if they wer true, indicated that these

Sir JOHNT OMPSON. Would the hon.gentl nWe ofnet proper pubi n works. I have no objection t the

mention the eight places ? hon gentleman stating at ny timo what werks are being
doeabute1do objro tehis making te tis nouse state-

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I thought I did-Ariig, Bay-teMente with regard te the requirements for thework, and
fieldHarbor, Bayfild Wharf, Bine Rock, MNtr' Cove thnrembrersn for tHair sbirg mado, which are absolutelY
nd Moidart-seven places. Now, Sirsit jun cornes back contrary sto the facti u every particular. The hon.
Sthe old storyagain, that the Gverment tbkt on this sideo th aue howeer ap abut ri f,l a r e d. T h e y s e n a lhm au o o e t t o t h e
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and the reason I asked him to give the name of bis last year. This proves the statementof thehon.memberfor
correspondent, was that otherwise it would go upon Halifax to be not so far wrong after ail, but to be a faot
Bansord and into the press, and into the hon. gentleman's perfectly correct. The hon. the Minister of Justice says
telegrams in bis own paper, as if he were making these that the navfield Wharf and the Bayfield Breakwater were
statements on bis own responsibility instead of on the respon- not two different works. Perhape they were. But lot us
sibility of an anonymous correspondent, who, I ventura to say see what the Minister of Public Works says in his report:
if bis name were given, would be known to bo a liar where. "Bayfield, Antigonish County, is on the southern shore of St. George'iever the man himself was known. The statement that I Bay, and a harbor is formed by an island and an outlying reef.The
secured votes in the district of Arisaig by promising the construction cf a further length of breakwater commenced ln 1886.81
people there a publie work is absolutely untrue in every ascotinued, and at the close of this year was about three-fifths com-
particular. I mode the statement with regard to the public '
works which then required repair, as I did with regard to Now, what does he say about the wharf:
other works of the kind, when alluding to them, such as "The wharf is on the western uide of Bayfield harbor, ou@ quarter ofa
any other hon. gentleman would miake under similar circum. mile to the south of the breakwater, is 402 feet in length and varies in
stances, that I would make proper representations to the width from 22 to 5o feet."
Government and sec that the interests of my constituents The grant made was intended to improve the one harbor,
were attended to as far as possible. So far from its being yot there are two works which I believe are under two con-
true that in no sense was there necessity for a public work tracts. Therofore, the hou. momber for Halifax (Mir. Jones)
there, that there were neither ships nor shipowners there was right when he said there was an expenditure on seven
and that the new pier was entirely useless, the Arisaig pie. public works in Antigonish County. We know that it has
ie the only landing and shipping place on about twenty been the practice of this Government to ignore counties
miles of a dangerous coast, where a boat of any size, even represented by members of the Opposition and not spend a
a fishing boat, bringing or receiving produce, can land its dollar in them, and it does seem rather strange that the
cargo or receive anyproduce. It is theonly pier where the Minister wîll try to take oredit for acting fairly in regard
inhabitants can be supplied with fuel, and is the only to those counties. i remember distinctly the late member
possible place of shelter in that twenty miles of coast. The for Antigonish making motions in this louse and pressing
new pier that was built there-the old one had become use- upon the Government the necessity of expending money
less and so weak as to be shaken with every gust of wind even to keep the breakwaters in repair, and they refused
that blew, and it threatened dissolution at any moment- to do anythirng. The hon. the Minister of Justice has said,
was for the purpose of protecting the little harbor from in answer to the charge that there were two breakwaters at
being filled with sand; and everyone who has gone near the Arisaig, an old one and a new one, that the old one was
premises knows that it simply requires te complete that useless. But why is it useless? I have hoard the late
useful work, that the dredging shall be done inside of the member for Antiganish in this House urging with ail hie
old pier and the new pier, and a very useful harbor for force the Minister of Public Works to expend money there
shipping and boats will be formed. Last summer whon 1 and prevent the harbor becoming useless.
went there, after this expenditure had been made, I found Sir JOHN THOMPSON. An exponditure entirely un.it was a place of refuge for 30 or 40 fishing boats and that a necessary, according to the hon. momber.large flishing interest had sprung up there. I do not bold
mayself in any degree reprehensible for nrging, as strongly Mr. KIRK. As I said when I commenced, I know
as I could, upon my colleagues the neeessity of giving some nothing at ail about the necessity for those breakwaters,
kind of shelter to the fishermen on that exposed coast, but but I do know that when Mr. Judge Mlisaac represented
1 do object to the reason and to the necessity for that that counity, not one dollar was expended there towards
expenditure being misrepresented in the grossest way that either repsiring or building a breakwater, althonrh ho
any facts could be misrepresented before the Hfouse. pressed upon the Government continually, in this Houe and

out of it, the necessity of keeping in repair the breakwater
Mr. KIRK. I am glad this discussion bas come up under at Arisaig, which was being swept away, according to the

the motion of my hon. friend from Richmond (Mr. Flynn). hon, gentleman's statement, by the action of the sea, and it
This is a question which is of great interest to a great only required a few thousand dollars to keep It from being
many people in the Maritime Provinces, especially to the swept away altogother. And the Minister of Justice cormes
people of those counties represented by members of the now and says it was actually useles and was rendered use-
Opposition. It is generally believed, in the Maritime Pro. less in consequence of the Government carrying out the
vinces et least, and the Government and their frionds take polcy which they are pursuing towards the Opposition
care to leave that impression, that unless the people elect members of the House. Now it is fouud necessary to build a
members whosupport theGovernment, there can be no money new whr nat a very large coet to the people of this Domin,
voted for thoir counties. Wby, Sir Charles Tupper, in a public ion. 1 have said that the Government reftsed, at the request
speech at Antigonish, in 1882, in opposition to the late of the late member for Autigonish, either to repair tis
member, told the people publicly that they could not expect Arisdg breakwater, or to build a new one, but, when they
any money from the Government for publie works, because had a member supportiug the Government, a member of the
they did not send a Government supporter bore to represent Government, they did not repair the breakwaters in that
them. That is perfectly understood ail over Nova Scotia. county, but they swept them away and built new onuem
With regard to these breakwaters which have been built in I do not begrudge the people of the county one dollar thb
Antigonith I know very little. I know nothing at all of the they received, but Antîgonish is a srmali coanty. It in one
utility of the works, but that money has been expended on six of the best agi icultural counties fer its size-I bolieve the
Or seven public works in the county is true. List year's re- beat agricultural county-in the Province of Nova Søetis,
port of public works shows that to be a fact. The hon. mem- but it has not much sea fi ont. Guyaborough bas twice the
ber for Balifaz (Mr. Jones) bas said there were seven. If sea front of Antigonish, but it cannot get a dollar for #
hO includes the expenditure on the post office he i correct. breakwater or a harbor. i have stacke of letters in my
Hon. gentlemen will remember well that last year $600 were possession acknowledging the receipt of my application,
voted for the purpose of improving the post office in but that is ail. I have been pressing for the expenditure of
Antigonish. That money may have been expended or not, 1 money in my county, but no money as come yet, and I
but 1 do know that inl the report of the Minister of Public! suppose it will not come until wo have a change a Govern-
Worksthereis astatementof whatwas doneon the post office i ment, as I hope we soon wil have. ls that the way te use
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the people of this country ? Does the money paid into the
Treasury belong to the Tory party or the Government of
this country ? Have not the people I represent as much
right to a portion of that money as the people of any other
county ? I think they have, and I think the Ministers
will find out that the people of those counties who
have been robbed of their rights in this way will not
be coerced into voting for them. The members of
the Government have tried to bribe them without success,
and now they are trying to coerce them, but they will find
that those people are made of different stuff and will not be
coerced into voting for a Government of this kind under
such treatment as they receive. I have been pressing for
some consîderation in this matter, because I believe i have
some right to ask for it. I do not go on my knees to the
Govern ment, and I do not intend to. I do not beg for the
rights to which my county is entitled, but I pres for its
just rights and for whatever money it is entitled to, and the
Govern ment are acting dishonestly in retaining that money.
I bave asked time and again for money to erect a break.
water at Indian Harbor, where a breakwater is much needed;
for a breakwater at New lai bor also, but no money cao be
got for either place. I bave pressel for money to bauild
a small canal, three-quarters of a mile long, between
two harbors, whicb, according to the Government en-
gineer, would only cost $6,000, but I cannot get that. I
have not given it up in regard to that canal, because I hope
the Governmont will put an amount for that work in the
Supplementary Estimates this year. I have numerous
breakwaters and other things to ask money for in my
county, but for two years I have given up everything but
tbis canal, and surely I ought to get that emall sum. An
hon. gentleman says I would get it if I voted for the Gov-
ernment, but I cannot do that. I will vote, as I have
always done, for any proper measure the Government
brings down, but I am not going to sacrifice my principles
for the sake of a small breakwater or a canal. I have also
asked in connection with other members for a better ser-
vice between the ports on the coast of the Atlantic and the
terminus of the Intercolonial Railway at Port Mulgrave;
but, instead of obtaining that, I find that the usual grant
bas been reduced this year by 81,000. That is the way
in which the Counties of Guiysborough and Richmond bave
been served, those counties being the most interestod in
that improved service. I hope the Government are not
lost to alil sene of decency, but will do a modicum of jus-
tice to tlie Counties of Richmond and Guysborough in the
expenditure of the public moneys.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). My hon. friends from
Guysborough (Kr. Kirk) and Richmond (Mr. Flynn) com-
plain that sufficient amounts are not placed in the Esti-
mates for harbor improvements and breakwaters on the
coats eof those counties. I beg to aasure my hon. friends,
that, if the County of Antigonish and the County of Inver-
ness and the counties bordering on the Northumberland
Straits were so amply.-provided by nature with harbors as
are the Counties of Richmond and Guysborough, there would
not be much necessity for improvements in the way of
harbors and breakwaters in those counties. It is well
known that, from the borders of Pictou County all round
the oast of Antigonish, which is much more extensive,
taking the whole coast, than the coast of Richmond and
Guysborough taken together, there is not a single harbor
which will admit of ordinary vessels entering. It is there-
fore not unreasonable that the Minister of Justice would
secure a fair proportion of the expenditures for such ser-
vices in his county.

Mr. KIRK. He takes it all.
Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). My hon. friend knowa

well that the coast of Inverness requires public improve-
ment@ of this kind, and I have no hesitation in saying i1

this House, as i would state in the county I represent, that
if Inverness were so well provided by nature with harbors
as the Counties of Guysborough and Richmond, I would
never have asked for a vote in this Houpe for any such ser-
vice. Any person who knows the counties along tho south-
ern shore of Nova Scotia must know that they are studded
with harbors from end to end of the Province; whereas
those bordering on the Northumberland Straits have none.
Bat as reference bas been made to corrupt practices in c.On-
nection with the voting of money for public works, I think
it would be pardonable on my part to refer to a very im-
portant public work in my own county, which was trifled
with during the régime of hon. gentlemen opposite. I refer
to one of the most important works in the Province of
Nova Scotia. It was under the consideration of this House
in 1878. Attention was called to the necessity of that work
by Mr. Tupper, who then represented the County of Cum-
berland, in the following language:-

" Mr. TUPPER said he would like to ask the hon. the Minister of
Public Works if the Government had arrived at any conclusion with
reference to a work of considerable importance in Nova Scotia, which
had been under the consideration of the late Government, and which
had been brought to the notice of this Government from time to time.
He referred to the closing of the Port Hood harbor, Oape Breton.

" Mr. MAOKE NZIE said he was fully aware of the importance of this
work in question. At present there was great danger of this harbor
being still more seriously injured owing to the action of the sea Mr.
Pailey's lowest estimate for a substantial work, however, $360,000, and
owing to the state of the finances, this amount could not at preent be
apared. If $10,000 or $12,600 would be of any utility, however, this
might be voted. This work was rather required for general than for
local convenience."

After him spoke Mr. Macdonald, who then represented the
county. He said :

" This improvement was urgently needed in the interest of the ship-
ping, Vrovincial and American, that frequented the Gulf of St. Law-
rence.

He concluded by saying:
" He hoped that the Government would turn attention to this work

at once. It was one that could not be constructed piecemeal; but ho
thought a emall grant of $20,000 or so would be sufficient this season uin
order that the work would be initiated before another year elapsed.
Although the contract might not be entered into till late in the season,
it was desirable to procure such material as was necessary-"

This was in 1878, shortly before the general election. Mr.
Mackenzie said :

" The Government would have no hesitation at ail about a grant such
as the hon. gentleman had named ; but ho feared that it would be
utterly impossible to do anything with so small a sum. What ho pro-
poed was to have his plans, which were almost complete, and advertise
to get tenders and see minimum sum for which it could be built, thon
they would know exactly where they stood at the next Session of Parlia-
ment. He feared that a grant of $10,000 or $20,000 would be practically
useless, because it would be impossible to expend that amonnt with
advantage unless that work were continued. Any attempt to build
this by sections would be a failure. It would require to be carried on
extensively at once, in order to avoid the damage from winter in an
exposed condition of that kind. However, he would consult the engineer
of the department before the Supplementary Estimates were brought
down."

After this dis ussion in the House, and before the vote of
810,000 was placed in the Estimates of that your, advertise-
ments were circulated shortly before the general election,
and plans were shown and tenders asked for the closing of
Port Hood Harbor, which would cost $350,000, according
to the report of the engineer at that time. The plan and
specifications for the closing of the northern entrance into
the Port Hood Harbor, as the publie were misled to
believe, were deposited in the office of the Collector of
Customs, in Port Hood, on Friday before the election, which
was the second or third day after nomination. Particular
caro was taken that the plan and specifications sbould not
be placedc there before the general election, because those
who would examine them would find there, not the plan
and specifications for the purpose of closing the northern
entrance into Port Hood Harbor at ail, but a plan asking
for the construction of a small breakwater at Port Uood
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Island. The deception was unquestionably for the purpose
of securing the election of my opponent at that time. If the
Government of the day were sincere, after tenders were
asked for and the money voted, it was certain that the
contract would have been awarded. A few days before the
election and after tenders were in, the Government refused
to award the contract because they had accomplished just
what they desired, that was the return of a supporter in
Parliament. Now, I ask seriously, which is the most honest
course, to place a sum in the Estimates just on the ove of
an election -

Mr. JONES (lalifax). What is the date when the ten-
ders were in ?

Mr. CAMERON. I cannot tell the date, but it was
between nomination and election day, in 1878.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The Government were out of
power?

Mr. CAMERON. The Government were not out of
power before the general election, and the Govern ment were
not out of power when the last of the tenders were in. The
Government were not ont of power until I myself, as the
correspondence will show, asked the Minister of Public
Works to award the contract before ho left the Department
of Public Works. But they left the work in that state,
having accomplished their object, and it has been loft there
without any money having been expended upon it. Sir,
this was a deception of the grossest kind practiced upon the
County of Inverness for the purpose of securing a supporter
from that county. It is a custom of people, and I think we
can hardly help it, to judgo others by themselves. Those
who practice sncb deception as that for the purpose of secur-
ing elections, are those who are likely to suspect that others
pursue a similar course; but after ail, it is not a proper
criterion to go by in order to arrive at a correct judgment.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-THE 15Tu BATTALION.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Mr. BURDETT, I have a motion that I would like to
put in.

Mr. MITCHELL. As next Monday is a holiday, and this
is the only private day that we shall got this week, I think
the hon. Minister ought to give us a few minutes longer.
I do not think this a proper way to carry on the business of
this House. It is the only private night we shall have to
take up this business. I have three or four motions here, and
I want to pay proper tribute to the 'way hon. gentlemen
opposite have dealt with those motions, and the hon. gentle-
man should ho allowed to proceed. I think the House at
ail events might sit another hour.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before making this motion
I asked the leader of the Opposition whether ho would agree
to it, and I gave him as the reason that the House would sit
late to-morrow in accordance with the understanding ar-
rived at the other day that we would sit the discussion out,
and, in order that we may sit as littie after midnight as
possible, I thought it desirable that we should adjourn to-
night at a reasonable hour. I hope the hon. gentleman
wili agree to this, but, of course, we are in the hands eof the
House.

Mr. BURDETT. The reason I desire to move this motion
now is that I shall not be here the next day when such
motions are reached. I will undortake to discuss it as
briefly as possibly. I beg to move for:

Return of all correspondence between the Government and the officers
or mon of the 15th Battalion, respecting aid to construet a drill shed at
Believille, and for any reports made to the Government respecting the
desirability of granting such aid.

The object of this motion is to point out the nocessity as
well as the justice of placing a grant in the Supplementary
Estimates to aid in the construction of a drill shed at Belle-
ville. I submit that so long as the voluntear and militia
system is maintained, and considered desirable in the inter-
este of the country, we should have proper buildings for
drilling purposes, and these should be placed at the principal
centres in the Dominion, such as Belleville. The battalion
is located there, it being a central point in Ontario easy of
access by water or rail, and could in case of need be calted
together in a few hours, and is thus ready for service within
the shortest possible time. If it is right and proper that
volunteer system should be maintained, drill sheds and the
proper buildings for the storing of arms and equipments
should be constructed at places like Belleville. Moroover,
the spirit shown by the volunteers of Belleville and vicinity
should be encouraged by any Governmont which desires to
croate a patriotic spirit in the country. I will briefly state
what this battalion bas done, and why they a k this grant.
The battalion was formed in 1863 under the commaud
of Colonel Ponton, an old British officer, who brought the
battalion up to a groat state of efficiency and strength.
On bis retirement the commaind was given to Colonel Camp-
bell, a brother of Sir Alexander Campbell. On bis decease
the oommand was given to the present Colonel Lazier.
Were it not for some recent occurrences I would not trouble
the House with this motion. Last Sission wben [ brought
this matter before the attention of the Government, I was
kindly told to wait and sec the Estimates. At the beginning
of this Session I placed a question on the paper asking if a
sum would be placed in the Estimates for this purpose, and I
was again told to wait and see the Estinates. The answer
was more clear than it was satisfying, but, subsequently, I
saw a short article in the Mail, which indicated that a grant
would be made. I am not aware that the Mail at the
present time is the mouthpiece of the Government; some
time ago that was more clear than it is now. They may
be only sailing in different ships and in the end may come
into the same harbor. However honest and reliable news-
papers generally are, we may be sometimes disappointed
in their articles ; and, therefore, not relying on the Mail,
I bring the question before the flouse and ask for this
appropriation. The Belleville battalion has shown itself
worthy of being specially noticed by the Government.
In 1866 they were called to the front, and they went
to Prescott and served there with great efficiency and
success. The Minister of Customs, on that occasion, cam-
paigned with the others, and with glory. In regard to
their conduct in the North-West, great stress has been
laid by speakers on the advisability and utility of efficient
men guarding the supplies, and keeping open communica-
tion with the front. That is, no doubt, a very proper and
honorable service, but when a call was made for mon to go
to the North-West, among the very first to answer that cati
was No. 1 Company of the 15th Battalion, in whose bohalf
I am speaking. They joined the Midland Battalion, and the
hardships they endured can be botter imagined than de-
scribed ; at ail events, when the day of trial came, that bat-
talion was in the front at Batoche. The Midland Battalion
was there, and No. 1 Company of the 15th Battalion were
at the front and reached Batoche's house as quickly as any
one. They were first in battle on that occasion. It
is to their valor, it is to their couraga, because it is to
the mon who made that charge and to nobody elso that the
credit is due in my humble judgment. They rushed for-
ward and they put an end to the rebellion. What might
have been the result ? How much more treasure and how
many more lives might have been lost, had not those mon
rushed forward as they did and virtually put an end to and
stamped out this rebellion, we do not know and we can
only guese or imagine. At any rate they were there
and their breasts were decorated with ballets wbile othere
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got theirs decorated with the order of knighthood. I claim the skies above them, the volunteers will now know it,
that the men who presented their breasts to the bullets of and our military system will fail, and our battalions in many
the enemy are not to be ignored either in or out of Parlia. instances will disband. I ask earnestly, and I ask hopefully,
ment, when they make a just claim for a grant of a few that the Government will make this grant. I believe that
thousand dollars upon the Government. After they have if the Minister of Militia were in bis place he would at once
done what they dia, and endured what they did, and fought accede to it, but I am satisfied that when it is represented
as they did, and won as they did, they cught to be reason- to him by bis colleagues ho will give us a reasonable grant
ably provided for. If they are not to have any shelter for this purpose. If the Governmeut do so, the benefit will
under which to drill, and in which to keep thoir arms, accrue to this countiy from the valor of the volunteers should
what encouragement is there for young men to join any disturbance ever occur again in Canada.
the volunteers of this country'? What encouragement Mr. BOWELL. Ail that the hon. gentleman has said inis thore for them to maintain the volunteer system if no reference te the valor and the services of the 15th Battalion
facility is iven to men of this class, and of this character ? is quite correct, and ho might have, in ail trutb, applied theI am told that they have been knocking t the door of the same remarks to the other Belleville and County Battalion,Treasury bere for some years for assistance in this direc~ the 49th. The hon. gentleman could not with ail his elo.tion. Feeling that the Government would in the end yield, quence have said more in praise of the services and thethey have gone to work themselves and built a drill iLhed; worth of those battalions than they deserve. They have
they have purchased the ground, and have taken the land shown their valor in the field when they gave their timein the name of trustees ready to deed it to the Government and risked their lives in the services of their country.
when they receive the grant. The volunteers have gone There can be no possible objection to bringing downabout for ubscriptions, and they put their bands in their the papers to which the hon, gentleman refera. Having
owa pockets in order to build this drill shed, and they are said this rnuch, I can tel him that the claims of that bat.
now largely in debt for this fine building, which bas cost talion, and of the parties who have invested their money inthem many thousands of dollars. I subrmit that those volun- the construction of a drill shed, have already been fullyteers are coming forward with a just and an honest claim, brought before the Minister of Militia by bis colleague from
and with a claim which, I believe, this Government wilt Belleville who, I have no doubt, will second his efforts in
now acknowledge. I want tin form the Government that support of this object. The claims of that battalion havethis is not a dead or a dying claim, this claimis going to not been forgotten uin the past, nor do I think they will belive as long as I live, until it is eatisfied. It is going to be forgotten in the future. But, unfortunately for the city inpressed as long as I can press it, until we receive a reason- which he and myself reside, when I am out of official life,able assurance in the way of a reasonable grant. I believe that city has not done as many other towns and citiesthat, when the Government fully understand this, after of smaller size have, in voting surms of money toI have iu a humble way explained it to the Min. assist in the construction of drill sheds. If 1 am notlsters of the Crown, they will see the necessity of mak- misinformed Brantford bas appropriated for such a pur-ing grants of this kind to battalions of this character, pose $10,000 to aid their- volunteer force, It bas netin cities of this importance and situated as it is, if they been very creditable to our town that they have refusedwish to maintain our military system as it at present exists. to give one dollar, so far, to aid in the construction of a drill
In my judgment it is false eoonomy if they do not do so. shed to cover the volunteers who have done so much forIf the arms and accoutrements of the volunteers are to be their country as the lth and 49th Battalions of the countyscattered about and kept here and there they becurme spoiled of Hastings have done. The policy of the Governmentand useless to a very great extent. l the event of a in the past bas been, in most cases, where either thesudden call to arms it takes the men a long time to get land has been provided by the city, or an appropriation hasready, and -even then many of their arms are found useless been made by the city and county for the construction of aor past repair. I say that in building accommodation for drill shed, to come forward and aid them; and I doubt not
the volunteers it is not only a useful way to expend pubuic that the Government would have done the same thing inmoney, but it is au economical way as well. I strongly the case of Belleville had the same spirit been displayed ininsist that the Government may consider this matter in a the city to which we both belong. I hope, however, forfavorable light, and that when I come to see the Supple- the sake of the officers and the privates belorging to thementa)y Estimates I will se at least a surn of 610,000 or battalions, aun the private citizons who have come forward$15,000 appropriated to assist those men in wiping off the and put their handsin their pockets to assist in the con-
debt that they have contracted, in paying for the large, struction of this shed, that the corporation will do its sharecommodious and fine building which they have erected, and in the future, and in ail probability the Government rnight
which they will be obliged to pay for out of their own aid them in relieving them of their debt. However, that ispockets, and by the little subscriptions they have collected, a matter that must be for the future; and, although my hon.unlebs this Government cornes to their aid. I think the friend bas some fears of Supplenentary Estimates, ho mayMinister of Customs, who has always aided as far as ho nlot be, or he may be, disappointed when they come down.could the volunteers of this city and the County of This I can assure him, the claims of the battalions willBastings, can bear witness to what I have said in their recoive the fullest consideration which the Government
favor and cf their conduct lu the past. I have not had such can give to a question of this kind.intimate relations with the volunteers as that hon. gentie.caf
man in fact I believe hle is one of the oldest Belleville Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think my hon. friend has made
volunteers, having belonged te the early Rifle Brigade, and out a case favorable to the officers and men belonging to that
the Uovernmont in makiug this grant would not only be regiment; they at any rate have manifested a good spirit;
honoring the battalion but honoring as well a distinguished I was not aware of the position the municipality had Laken
colleague in the Ministry. It is hardly a right thing that in reference te the matter. I eau underatand tue difficulty
a Government like this, a Government which bas got money the Government have in determining grants if they have
te spend as we are told upon break waters and nearly every- many claims coming in. The hon. Minister has mentioned
thing else, should allow their volunteers, who have fought the city of Brantford, and is cognisant of the fact, I believe,
and won their battles, to go about with their hats in their that there is an application from that city for a grant for a
bands begging for a lew dollars to enable them to build a drill shed. I think the bon. Minister of Publie Works is
place in which they can drill. If we are going te leave aise cognisant of it, and I judge from what ho bas said that
them during winter and summer without any covering but ho i favorable to it, although there is a place cailed a
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Council where it must be decided. However, I would like
to state that some twenty-one years ago the city of Brant-
ford granted the use of a public square for a drill shed, and
I think, gave a considerable amount towards its construction;
I think it cost the Government only $2,500 or $3,000 ; I am
speaking from memory and subject to correction. The
lease expires in April, the city wants the ground, and
insists on the renoval of the drill shed, which is a very
unsightly building; so that the battalion will be left with
ont a drill shed at all. I cannot say that the battalion
has seen active service, but it is known to the Militia
Department, that it is commande-d by officers who have
shown the best possible spirit; and it will be disastrous
to the regiment, I think, if the Government should not
see their way to supplement the grant already made by
the city, towards it, of $10,000. I make these remarks to
emphasise the nature of this battalion's claim, and the ne-
cessity of its being given serions consideration bofore the
Estimates corne down, and not by any means to throw any
obstacle in the way of my hon. friend who moves for his
regiment. Whatever may be said, so long as we have this
militia system, everyone must know that the officers com-
manding the force are men who serve their country at very
great loss and expense to thomselves. I think this has been
shown in the case eof the officers of the hon. gentleman's
bttalion anTnd I am sure it is so wihhth e oicers in mv own

Resolve, That it ie expedient to provide that there shall be granted
to Her Majesty, out of any unappropriated moneys formin g part of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund, an annual sum sufficient to enable Her
M.jesty to pay the estimated amount of sessional allowances swarded
by law to Senators anI members of the Bouse of Commons ; and that
ail moueys expended for such purpose shall be expended and acoiunted
for in like manner as moneys are expended and aocounted for in respect
of the contingent expenses of the House of Commans under the Act
respecting the House of Oommona as amended by any subsequent Act.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Before the Orders of the Day are

proceeded with, I desire to bring to the notice of the Bouse
and the Government, a matter which I consider of very
great importance ut the presont time, as it affects the
action which may be taken on a Bill now before the House
(No. 68) respecting the Canadian Pacifc Railway. In
1885, a sum of money was granted for the construction of
a road-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask the hou.
gentleman to leave this matter over tili to-marrow. This
is a Government day, and we are under a sort of arrange-
ment to conclude the debate on the Budget to-night.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Certainly.

SUPPLY-THE BUDGET.
aULILD ,D U U- t 1 tiY M ql LV&3I M£y v L

city. I, therefore, take this opportunity to state what is fouse resuined adjourned debate on the prcposed motion
known to one or two Ministers in reference to the officers of Mr. Foster: That Mr. Speaker louve tbe Chair, and the
of that regiment, in hopes that it will strengthen their Iouse go again into Crnnitteoe Supply; and the motion
claim when it comes to be considered in the full council. of Sir ]Richard Cartwright in amendment theroto.

Motion agreed to. Mr. COJKBU RN. In viow of the tact thut iL bas been
arrangcd thut this dobate sbeuld close this ovoning, and

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the aise iu view ef the fact that this debate bas alroadybeen
House. protracted te a considorable ength and a number ef gontie.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 10:50 p.m. mon desire te speak on tho subject, the eb.ïorvationo whioh
I have te make wihl be as brief as posmible. I bad net

_____________intonded te deul with any statisticq on this3 occasion, as I
tbink we mnust ail agree that the flouse hus boon fairly

HOUSE OF COMMONS. flooded witb figu'es mnd stutistios, and we bave had a supplyof thcm us que ad nauseam; but, iu viow et the extraordinary

T AY, 19th March, 1889. atements th on, mmber who preeded me, the
TUESAYl9LhMarh, 189. bon. momber for Soutb Huron (Mir. MeMillan), I tbink it

The SPzAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.isstutomouts Iontaind in bis adro. Horte

PERAYB. stuting that ho is a tarmor, and that ho represents the fariner,
andPbss the farmer's inter.sts ut hcart. He poses as the

JESUITS' ESTATES ACT.repreentative of the agricultural intrests, and ho tlus
JESUTS'ESTAES CTOthat bis heurt is fairly wrung-whon ho sees tho farmers, net

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg to layon the Table indeed actually begging fror door tedoor, but in the miser-
the return to the Address moved by the hon. member for able pligbt te wbich they are reduced. 1 amnnt a farmer,
North Victoria (Mr. Barion). There may be some other but I have enongh syrpathy with the farmers ef Canada
communications, more or less regular, to bo received. If te unite with thom in the feeling ef woe dopicted by the
there are any, they will be brought down, but I thought it hon, gentleman if the poition te whicb tbey bave been
bet not to delay these papers. reduced la sncb as ho states; but I shah endeuvor te show

Mr.MLLS (othell. Teyshold . pintd u one.the bon. gentleman that some of the statements hoha
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). They should be printed at once.ddnced as t the miserable condition the frming popu-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly, they will be lution exist only in bis own fervd imagination. I tbink,
printed if that is wanted. I do not know that they can be in view of the bon. gentleman's position in the agricultural
printed in time for the discussion. community, ho 8bould have beon more cureful iu the state-

1fr.LAUIER.IL heui hoprined n tunemonts ho bas mado in regard te the condition of the farmers.
Mr. LAURIER. It should be printed in time.I ca imagine hat, if ho wred p as h did the other

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps the hon. gentle- ovening lu this flouse, bofore the agricultural audiences
man will look over the return before the order le made. 1 which ho bas been iu the habit et uddressing, the honest
do not think there is much necessity for it, but I will be furmors must have left the meeting under the impression
guided by my hon. friend. If ho says it should be printed, that they wore indoed a badly-treated people, though they
it will be. bad ne idea bofore that tbat tbey wore suffering in that

way. After snob a speech as that cf tho bon. gentle-

LEGISLATION EXPENSES. man, tboy must have foind thut they were under a load ef
bardens, griovieus te be borne, and thut they were

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved that the House, to- sufforinc, te au extont, which they nover understeod
morrow, resolve itseif into Committee to consider the fol- befere. as the bon, gentleman contented him-
lowinir resoltion solf with the old stale arguments cf blue min and api.
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cultural depression, I was contented to leave him alone, or more than enough to pay one-sixth of the annual interest
but when he descended to particulars, I felt it necessary to of the national debt. Then he comes to sugar, and ho asks,
say something in answer to him. He tells us that not every W hy should not the farmer sweeten hie poor cup of tea with
well-to-do farmer, but "every ordinary farmer'" pays to-day a little sugar? Will we refuse him that comfort, or will we
$29.50 per annum in duty on agricultural implements. He deny that the poor lone widow, after a day's lard labor, is
says that ho went to the Experimental Farm at Ottawa to entitled to put in ber cup of tea a solitary morsel of sugar.
ascertain the prices paid for the implements, and ho went I find the duty paid on sugar to be $3,433,333, but my hon.
to the Auditor General's Report and got the prices there, so friend says every farmer pays $8.50 per annum duties, so
that they muet be correct. He gives us the duty on two that the farmers psy $5,100,000. Again muet I call on the
ploughs, two harrows, cultivator, gang-plough, bob-sleigh, Minister of Finance to arswer what ho has doue with this
drill, souffler, roller, and so forth. These, ho says, are the surplus balance of $1,666,666 which bas been paid by the
ordinary requisites of the ordinary farmer, and he finds that poor farmer.
on these implements, the farmer pays a duty of $295. He Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He has handed it to
gives ten years for the life of these implements, and adds the refiners D83 a year for the duty on the article of twine, thus making t
the total duty 832.50 a year. I think, last year, it was Mr. COCKBURN. Then 1 come to coal oil. What is
allowed by both parties in this House that the number of the duty on coal oilt? I find the duty collected was $325,-
farmers in this country was between 600,000 and 650,000. 656, but we have 600,000 farmers, all gushing with patriot-
If I take the number of farmers at 600,000, and multiply ism, who, the hon. gentleman said, are paying a duty of 81.24
832.50 by that number, I find that the duty paid by the apiece per annum, or $744,000, thus giving us a surplus
farmers each year on agricultural implements is no less of 8i18,344. Why, in these three articles alone, of twine,
than $19,500,000. The whole revenue from Customs is only sugar, and coal oil, there is a surplus of $3,870,107. Under
some 822,000,000. God be thanked that our farmers are so those circumstances, Mr. Speaker, what is the use of our
very wealthy, that in these items alone, they eau pay analysing statements of that kind any longer ? They may
nearly the total amount of the Customs duties of the whole do for the backwoods constituencies of hon. gentlemen op-
Dominion. Not content with that, the hon. gentleman posite. They may do for people who have been duped by
says that the annual duty on clothing and groceries of their false statements, but they wilt not do to bring up
ordinary farmers is still more. Lot us see then what this before a bouse like this, where we have the means at our
poor, down trodden farmer has to pay on his clothing and disposal for refuting such statements. But I have no doubt.
groceries. We find that the duty on clothes for a family of despite the fiat contradictions those statements have re-
five persons, as hesays, amounts to 839 ; on a barrel of ceived, and received from authorities which cannot ho gain-
sugar, 88.5j ; coal oil, 10 gallons, 81.24 ; rice, corn, starch, said, the same old stories will be repeated again and again
spice, goda and raisins, 82 ; and o on, so that $54.84 duty as if they had never been nailed on the floor of this House.
upon clothing and groceries for the house, and $32.50 on Then the hon. gentleman says, Look at the exporte for
implements, amount to $83.34 during the year, according 1858 to the United States of $37,300,000, and of only
to hie statement. When I multiply that by the number of $33,600,000 to Great Britain, showing an excess in favor of
farmers, I find a total of $50,000,000. Jnder these circum- the United States of $3,700,000. Why, within a moment
stances I call on the hon. gentleman to impeach the Minis- after these words had pased from his lips he told us that
ter of Qustoms, I call on him to impeach the Minister of the exporte to the United States in 1888 were, not 837,-
Finance, and to demand what they have done with the 000,000, but $42,572,065, and that those to Great Britain
surplus $21,000,000 which have been paid by the agricul- were not $33,600,000 but $40,084,964, and ho told us this
turists of this country. Can it be that we have bore in the because ho wanted ta prove a different story. Ho told us
Conservative party a body of men, whose Minister of that in 1878 oar exports to the United States were 825,-
Finance has been able to wring the vast sam of $28,000,000 245,000, and in 1888, $42,572,000, showing an increase of
from the horny handed sons of toit and dispose of it without $17,327,000, or an increase of 75 per cent., while just be-
the knowledge of any one ? It is possible that there may fore that our exporte to the United States were 837,000,000
be some secret explanation of this, and I would call on the in 1888, or $5,000,000 less than his last statement. But what
hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. Me Iullen), for do $5,000,000 matter to a man liko this? ]lis great agricul-
once in hie life to soar above the minutia of details in which tural soul soars far above tigures-millions or billions are
he revels and endeavor to sole this mystery. Then there alike to him. fHe told us that in 1878 we exported to Great
is the question of the balance of trade. The hon. gentleman Britain $46,000,000, and in 1888, $40,000,000, eshowing a de-
from North Wellington (Mr. ieliullon) tells u there is a crease of 86,000,000, or 15 per cent., and thise, hesays,
balance of trade, as determined by the exports and importe, proves conclusively that the United States is our natural
against us for the period 1881 to 1888 of no less than $166,- market and that our trade with that country is increaeing.
420,104. Now, if the country bas been able to suifer this 1 thought it right to examine one or two points in connec-
supposed loss of $166,000,000 in eight years and stili stand tion with the United States being our natural market. The
in tue proud position it occupies to-day, all I have to eay is hon. gentleman took up the items of hides and wool, and
that we have the grandest and the most wonderful Govern- [1thought it best to find ont what was the real state of the
ment that ever oirected a country's affaire. Can it be that trade with reference to those items. I hold in my hand a
these $28,000,000, to which I referred to a moment ago, were letter froin one of the largest dealers in the Dominion, a
surreptitiously sent over in gold to help to offset this won- man whose word, I think, will be taken by hon. gentlemen
derfut balance of traie, which the hon. member for North opposite, inasmach as ho bas always been a constant sup-
Wellington cannot understand. The hon. gentleman is still porter of thoir policy and a steady enemy of the present
away in the backwoods of political science of over fifty Government. 1 refer to Mr. John Hallam, of Toronto.
years ago and wants to settle the accounts of the country ne says:
on the principle of the simple balance of exports and im-
prts. My hon. friend fromn South Huron (Mir. McoMillan) " Now allow me te state, that we do not import one, single pound of

pon ByLonkuttine. SthrnK.s 8 ga y a t wool which is the produce of the United States. It is quite clear thst
then says: Look at t wine. The f armer pays $3 a year duty the United Statea is not entitled to this part of the trade, as aIl the
on twine. I turned up the Blue Books Report Trade and wool is grown in other countries and shipped to the United states li
Commerce, and I found twines of all kinds paid a duty of bond, then bought by our dealersuand manufacturera rrom wool mer-

o0tp a r0kohante0in0Boston, New York and Philadelphia. In these cities ihere
$15,904.14, or 2 cents per farmer. I take these 60 0 e a number of very large wool concerne, which import largely from
farmers aud credit each with $3 apioce, and I get 1,800,000, àfrica, uouth America, England and Ausraia; they sol1 whatth

Mr. (;OCKBUiN,
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can to their own merchant, and then offer the balance to Canadian
dealers and manufacturers.

4 4 Under the head of Rides and Skins the figures from United States
are also misleading; seven-tenths, if not more, of all the hides imported
into this country are South America st>ck and are usually bought in
Boston or New York, and are sold by the pound, except sheepskins with
wool on, which are usually sold by the piece, but we import very ftw
sheepskins in this country, and when we do they are not the produce of
the United States but of Africa, Australia, Buenos Ayres, or Monte
Video.

We must thus credit, not to the trade of the United States,
but to the trade with foreign countries in those two items
alone of hides and wool, no less a sum than $1,743,000.
In the matter of lumber alone I am credibly infrmed
that we ship by the United States, through Boston, from
50,000,000 to 70,000,000 feet of spruce for the South
American market. Hence hon. gentlemen opposite will
understand, perhaps, the reason why the policy has
been brought forward by the Government to subsidise
steamship lines to foster that foreign trade which we
see has already assumed so large proportions. I may
tell my hon. friend from South Huron (Mr. McMillan),
with reference to the farming population, that I find from
returns just made that, in 1868, Canada exported to the
United States 61 per cent of ber farm produce, and to Great
Britain d4½ per cent. But 20 years later the exact reverse
took place, because we thon shipped in 1887 to the United
States only 35 per cent,, and to Great Britain 60 per cent.
In fact, if anyone will look at the tables which have been
prepared by Mr. Johnson, he will find that the trade in
farm produce during the last 20 years is steadily increa-ing
with Great Britain, and steadily decreasing with the United
States. Ourfriends tell us, Look at the United States, look at
the State of New York. Well, I live in Ontario, but
I know the State of New York, and I find that the
official returns given by the State authorities of New York
show that three-fourths of their farmas are under mortgage,
that 1-20, or 75,000 farmers are hopelessly in debt, that
the decrease in land value in ten years from 1870 to 1880 was
nearly as much as our whole national debt, or $216,000,000;
whereas the increase in land values in Ontario in four years
from 1882 was $66,750,000. I find by the Ontario statistics
of the total value of real estate, that the mortgages held by
the Land Companies amount to $80,400,000, or only 6j
per cent. of the actual value of the property, or consider-
aLly iess than one-half of the value of the firm implements
and live stock alone. Thon in New Yor k State, with a
population of 5,000,000, equal to that of the Dominion,
theret are, say, 1,000,000 wege earnere, who pay per
head $20 per year, or 4 per cent. on the enormous
sum of $500,000,000, for the support of paupers. This
is the report given Mr. Ford of the Congressional In-
vestigation Committee. In fact, we are told to look to
the United States for everything. I am afraid that our
friends, in looking to the United States, are simply looking
to a matter of dollars and cents; they are confounding
a plutocracy with an aristocracy-a plutocracy that will be,
and bas already become a curse to that country; a plato.
cracy whose names are not emblazoned in the glorious re-
cords of its country, but whose names are written in the
defalcations and crimes of the police and other courts; a
plutocracy whose names have never been associated with
struggles for their country's liberties, but simply with
struggles for- its boodle; a plutocracy whose names are
connected with no efforts to broaden the liberties of the
people, who have never wrung from any Parliament a
Magna Charta, but whose whole contest seems to have been
for railway charters; a plutocracy which seeks to become
master of every industry, which seeks to control the price
of even the bread of the people, of the sugar that sweetens
their tea, of the very light that lights them on their
Way, and whieh seeks to control the very coffins in
which they are to lie. W hy, Sir, look at that plutocracy,
and you will fid none of the kind relations that exist in

this country botween landiord and tenant, or that exist in
Great Britain between landlord and tenant; and you will
find that they ignore ail political duties, sneer at those who
attempt honestly te discharge them, and in their effrontery
they have even gone so far as almost to drive the
people of the United States into what we ean only call
one vast system of communism. But I wish to speak more
particularly with reference to the resolution brought for-
ward by theb hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). The resolution re'de:

" Thst In the rresent condition of affaire, and in view of the recent
action o! the House of Representatives of the United States it la
expedient that steps ehould be taken to sacertain nn what termsuand con-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States, for th
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
with."
He here alleges two distinct grounds on which ho bases his
motion ; first, the present condition of affairs, and second,
the recent action of the House of Representatives* of the
United States. Let us briefly examine these. I
am free to confess that, after the clear and lucid
statement of the hon. the Minister of Finance, and
the able addresses of those who followed in his support, I
am at a loss to sec why, in the present condition of affaire,
we should be justified in reversing the policy under which,
during the last ton years, Canada bas prosnered to so unex.
ampled a degree. I can only rerret that during the last
three consecutive Sessions so mneh valuable time has been
wasted in the reiteration of arguments and statements.
which, again and agrain, bave receive I their erphatic coi-
demnation from the eloctors at the poill. The constant
and increasing efforts on the part of the Opposition to
effect the most radical changes in our commercial and
political relations, naturally tend to frighten capital.
Capital, gentlemen, is always ehy. and is ready to take
flight at the least alarm. A more filsh of the electrie wires,
a more mote on the political boriz )n, may, in a few hours,
or a few minutes, effect the transfer of millions of capital
from here te New York or to London. Such being the
case, I ask why it is that, year after year, we are asked to
make these radical changes in the conditions under which
it is able te proteet itself. I feel that unless we have a
time of rest, unless we foel that we are te have for years to
corne the same beneficent policy pursued that has produoed
such good effects during the last ton years, we shall ex-
perience troubles that we littlo calculate on now. If any
person really and impartially desires to ascertain the pre.
sent condition of affairs, 1 can refer him to a tribunal, com-
posed of the keenest, the sbrewdest, the best informed mon
to be found in the world, to mon who have no direct or im.
mediate interest in Canada, to men to whom Canada is
merely a commercial or financial asset, who look upon
al these matters with a cold and calculating eye,
whose business it is to become thoroughly acquainted with
the internat and external resources of every country in
the world-need I tell you that I refer to the capitalists
of Europe, to the men constituting the Royal Erchange, or
the Stock Exchange at London. These men, when asked by
Canada for a loan of 4 million dollars, tendored her 12 mil-
lions, and they offered the money at a less rate of interest
tban they ever offered money te any other Province, the
lowest rate, either comparatively or positivoly, at which a
loan has ever been effected by a colony. Sir, 1am perfectly
willing, apart from ail political mquabbles, to pin my faith
to the calm and steady belief of those men who back their
bolief by the offer of 12 million dollars. As to the recent
action of the House of Representatives. lot no see, first,
what that action really was, and secondly, why it sbould
become expedient that stops should be taken to ascer-
tain "on wbat termesand conditions arrangements eau
be effected with the United States for the purpose of soeur-
ing full and unrestricted reciprocity " with tbem. I may,
in passing, state that action of a similar character to the
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joint resolution of Mr. Hitt, of Illinois, was taken over a
century ago, and that the following offer was incorporated
as article XI of the Federatioun of the thirteen states, in the
year 1777, and has been standing since that time. The
following is the offer :-

" Canada acceding to this confederation and joining in the measure
of the United States, shall be admitted into and entitled to all the ad-
vantages of this union, but no other colony except on agreement of
nine statesa; and in the address drawn up in French to the inhabitants
of Canada-who then stood loyally by the Crown of Great Britain, as
they were ever since (Mr. Dickinson says), 'Your Province is the
only link wanting to complete the bright and strong chain of union.' "

In reply tothe address drawn up in French at the time they
Ft ted they wet e loyal to the Crown of old England, as they
bave rcmained ever since, and as I am persuaded they will re-
main. These were the events of 1777, and the offer as stated
is still open to heon, gentlemen opposite. I must say that
I prefer the open, downright honesty of such an offer
as this to the underhand attempt te entrap Canada into
negotiations with the United States under false pretences.
Perbaps the word "false " may appear to be a strong term
and it may be unparliamentary; but let me read the words
of the joint resolution of Mr. Hitt, and then bon. gentle-
men will sec whether I am justified or net in using sucb
a term. The j>int resolition is in tnese terms:

" Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States of America in Congre.a assembled, that whenever it shall be
duly certified to the President cf the United States that the Government
of the Dominion of Oanada bas declared a desire to establish commercial
union with the United States, having a uniform revenue tariff, like
Internai duties to be hollected, and like import duties to be imposed on
articles brought into either country f-oui rher nations, with no duties
on trade betwten the United States and Canada, he shall appoint three
commissioners to meet those who may ha likewise designated to repre-
sent the Government of Canada, to prepare a plan for the assimilation
of import duties and internal revenue taxes of the two countries, and
an equitable division of receipts, in a commercial union; and said com-
missioners shall report to the President, who shall lay the report before
Congress."
Mr. Speaker, there is not a word bere about that hybrid
monstrosity, unrestricted reciprocity. Let me read also Mr.
Ritt's own explanation of commercial union, as given by
him only a fortnight ago when speaking te the resolution.
He said :

" What le commercial union with Canada ? It means, se set out in
this resolution, the adoption by both countries of precisely the same
tarif of duties, or taxes to be levied upron goode coming from abroad,
abulishingaltc.gether cur line of custom huses on h Wnorth by which
we collect tariff duties on goods comIng from anada, ablishihg their
custom bouses alorg the same line by which they collect duties upon
goods we send into Canada, and leaving intercourse as unrestricted be-
tween ibis country and Canada as it is between the States. The line
of custom-houses would follow the ses and include both countries.
Trhe internai-revenue systems of taxes on liquors and tobacco in the
two countries would also have to be made uniform in both countries.
The proceeds of taxation thus ccllected would be equitably divided,
and the fairest way would seem toe hin proportion to population."

And thon further on ho says :
" Undoubtedly they (the Canadians) in being subjected to the same

tarif with us, would in ail fairness be consulted as to its provisions;
but we, sixty millions, would in all fairness generally have the prevail-
ing voice in determining what the rates should be. The particular
methods In which questions of detail should be treated need not now be
discussed."

No, Mr. Speaker, I think tbey had botter not. We had bet-
ter first be inveigled into the net and thon we shall feel, in
all its force, the "prevailing voice of the people " who, in
" all fairness," have overreached us in almost every transac-
tion, wbo cheated us by false maps out of the State of
Maine, dishonestly pocketed millions of dollars in connection
with the Alabama award, and who recently applauded the
infamous threat of the Retaliation Bill by a President who
had, only a few days before, declared publicly that Canada
had done everything that was fair, just and honorable. This
Bill of Mr. Hitt calls for commercial union, not for unre-
stricted reciprocity; that is a mongrel which no self-
respecting citizen of the United States would for a moment
tolerate. Well do I recollect, Sir, during my recent pleasant
vmiit to Washington, when casually introducing this reaolution

Mr. Ooosuai.

into an assembly of gentlemen there, I was asked: "Do you
imagine we are such fools as to keep a back door three thou.
sand miles long open to yon to fiood us witlh British goods V"
I said: "Gentlemen, no doubt we shallh be ab!e to arrange
everything bonorably, so as to proteet you against an on-
slaught of British and foreign gôods." They looked at me.
There was first a look of inquiry, and then a look of pity
stole over their faces, and I could read the impressions pass-
ing through their minds: "Poor fellow, there is something
wrong withb his head." The hon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton), in defending bis friend the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) against
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, said:

" It is not commercial union that is advocated by my hon. friend, it
is not commercial union that is asked for by this resolution, but un-
restricted reciprocity, and unrestricted reciprocity would leave in our
hands the entire control of our own tariff, except in so far as relating to
imports and exports between this country and the United States.

That is to say, Messrs. Hitt and Butterworth.
"--are truly patriotic in their efforts to promote the interests, not
only of the United States, but the interests of the Anglo-Saxon common-
wealths upon the continent of North America.'
Now, if it is unrestricted reciprocity with entire control
of our own tariff, with the preceding modifications, and
not commercial union, that the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) desires, why does he
base bis motion on the recent action of Mr. Hitt, and of
the Ur ited States Congress, when Mr. litt emphati.
cally tells him that all the Custom bouses in the north
would be abolished, that the Custom bouses would follow
the sea and include both countries. It suggests to my mind
a little incident that occurred in this Chamber this morning.
I asked the member for West Toronto, if ho had a copy of
the Toronto directory at hand. He replied, he had not.
An Irishman, sitting at bis right band turned round and,
with that wit for which bis countrymen are famous, offered
me a copy of the Quebec directory, asking if that would not
suit. I think the two cases are very much on a par. One
party asks for commercial union and the other offers unre-
stricted reciprocity with the United States, The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in the course of
bis address, also said:

" The feeling in the United States, I saw it evinced in Washington
when I visited there, is an unmistakeable desire on the part of ui' n
public men teocultivate friendly relations with Ganada, to impress upon
Canadians who visit their capital, their deuire te treat us fairly and in
a friendly spirit, and te show that they are ready te enter into a reci-
procity treaty on a fair and equitable basis. There can be ne doubt we
can get it if we desire it, and the assei tien that we cannot get it is net
borne out by the fac's."
I appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, if the terms of Mr. Hitt's
resolution and the explanations I bavé read to this House
are such as to confirm the statement of the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that the United States
aire ready for a reciprocity treaty, however great we may
acknowledge to be their kindness and hospitality to
Canadians visiting their capital. But, happily, we are
not left to decide this question solely by the words of the
joint resolution and the subsequent explanation of Mr. litt;
we bave the public declarations of Sonator Sherman, the
leader of the Republican party in the Senate, to this effect,
that if we wish to trade with the people of the United
States on equal terms, we must join them politically and
bear all their burdens as citiens of the United States ; and
that no uncertain touad may be given out in this matter, a
few months ago, while addressing bis constituents in Maine,
the present able Secretary of State-the actual head of
60,0O,000 of people-said :

" You pay your taxes in Maine ; you pay your taxes in the United
States ; ye yield obedience ; you owe allegiance; yon observe the
laws, you live under the fiag. You stand ready to fight for the national
union, as you have already fought. Beyond the frontier, acros that
river, our neighbors choose another Government, another alliance.
They are ubjecte of Queen Victoria, tliey are loyal to Her Majety.
They live unader a foreign fag. They 4o exaoy as they have adghto1e
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do. I neither dispute their right nor envy their situation. It is their
right to choose fur them'elves, as it is our right to choose for ourselves.
But I am opposed, teetotally opposed, to giving the Canadiaus the senti-
mental eatisfaction of waving the British fiag, paying British taxes, and
the actual cash remuneration of american markets. (Great applause.)
They cannot have both at the same time. If they come with us they
can have what we have, but it is an abgolute wrong against the rights
of American citizens that millions of men who owe the United States
no allegiance, and who have no part nor lot with us, who are not of us,
but choose to be foreigu to us ; it is an absolute wrong for a Demo.
cratic congress to say that they shall have exactly the same share in
our markets and the same privileges of trade under our flag that we
have."

We have seen within the last few weeks in the large daily
journals spread broadcast over the land, from New York,
Chicago and other large centres, maps in which our fair
Dominion is parcelled ont as so many states, and I have had
sent to me to-day a large print from one of the New York
papers in which the glorious old flag of England is repre-
sented as being trampled under foot and the flag of the
stars and stripes bas, forsooth, been hoisted. Here you see
on one side stand the Prince of Wales and other members
of the Royal family, while on the other side stand President
Harrison, Vice-President Morton, and the other members of
the Cabinet. This and similar representations on the part
of the American papers are simply attempts to familiarise
their readers with the annexation of our great Dominion.
I a-k hon. gentlemen opposite if they are prepared to
pay their taxes to the United States ? To whorn do they
owe their allegiance ? Whose laws do they observe ? Un-
der which flag do they live ? They have taken the oath to
be loyal to our Sovereign Lady Queen Victoria, and I
ask, in the name of common sense, if loyalty ean lead to
language such as we have heard from hon. members on the
opposite side of this House ? I say if a man is truly loyal
and should find that lis words are unfairly constraed into
such a shape as to be considered disloyal to England
by sixty milions of people in America, it is time for
him to alter bis course, and try to observe the oath which
he took at the Table before lie was allowed to occupy a seat
in the House. I ask such men, are you subjects of the
Queen ? Are yon loyal to Rer Majesty ? Do you wish to
live under the (ld British flag ? Or do you wish to register
yourselves under the stars and stripes ? Already have you
done too much to lead people to think tnat you wish to
purmue that cour-se? Come out like men, and say in a
straightforward way, as Mr. Blaine said, that when 'ou
go in for unrestricted reciprocity you go in for annexation
to the Uiited States. One wouid think the declaration of
Mr. Blaine explicit enough to set at rest all hopes of our
having unrestricted reciprocity with the United States,
unless we deserted the British flag for the stars and stripes,
and so we are treated by the member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) to a picture of the easy conquest of Canada, as
follows:-

"In cae of war with the United States, England would be utterly
unable to place an armed force upon the frontier between these two
countries, adtquiate to the defence of Canada. The United States, with
no grea'er exertion than was put forth in the rebellion of 1861 to 1864,
couid pace in the field an army of 3,000,000 men, and it is folly to talk
of England being able to cope with such a force, in British North
America, so for from her base of operations."

Mr. Speaker, my recent visit to Washington led me to very
different onnclusions from those of my friend. I know we
shail never get unrestricted reciprocity, but I know also
that the people of the United States will never knowingly
provoke us to war, or wantoDly commence war upon us,
and that for very good reasons. The Republican and
Democratie parties are so very nearly equal in numerical
strength that they cannot afford to pursue a policy leading
to the forcible annexation of Canada, for, in that event,
their action would serve to consolidate Canada, and when
it entered the Union, under the title of eight or nine
new states, these new states would, for some time, at least
so long as they smarted under the sense of defeat, vote for
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the opposite or Democratie ticket. Indeed, they would
temporarily hold the balance of power between the con.
flicting parties, and for similar reasons we may rest assured
that the Democratie party will not, with their eyes open$
force us into the arms of the Republican party. We may,
therefore, bear with equanimity the hon. member's threat
of the invasion of Canada by 3,000,000 of stalwart Yankees.
The United States know too well what has been the cost to
Germany of the forcible annexation of Alsace-Lorraine; to
England, of Ireland; and to Russia, of Poland; and we
have ample proofs in the manner in which they recon-
structed the Southern States after the surrender of General
Lee that they do not wish to hold any territory subjeot to
conquest. If ever Canada becomes part of the Union, it
will do so by its own free will and consent. I can only say
that I sincerely hope that I, for one, shall never live to see
that day, and I hope, Sir, also that I am expressing the not
uncharitable hope that gentlemen on either aide of the
House will never hive to see it either. It is said by hon.
gentlemen opposite that England will not object to our
forming a commercial treaty with the United States. Why,
Sir, what does such a treaty involve ? It involves a common
tariff; it involves a common commercial law and a common
court of appeal for the interpretation of that commercial
law; it involves a power behind to enforce the decisions of
that court; it involves, I almost think, power on the part
of Canada to make posce with a nation at war with England.
And what is England to do? England the mother from
whose loins we have sprung ; the mother of arts and civil-
isation ; the mother who has nursed us so tenterly in our
infancy, who has stood by us in many a hard battle. What
is she to receive ? She is to be treated as a foreign power;
she is to assume all the responsibilities of a parent; bse is
to guarantec us from invasion, to protect our trade, and to
assure us at the same time all the rights and privileges of
British citizenship; and yet she is not to utter a word of
control or even of remonstrance, Why, the whole proposi-
tion of commercial union is simply too absurd, unless politi.
cal union is to accompany or fillow it in the near future.
In short, Sir, the United States cannot grant us unrestricted
reciprocity, as such action will be in direct violation of the
numerou.i commercul treaties that country bas already
made with f rigrn nations under the most-lavored-nation
clause. Hon. gentlemen opposite will teli me that that
matters not, that the United States would trample under
flot those treaties and obligations. Well, Sir, l tell you
that if the Uuited States are prepared to break their word
with a foreigo power, if they are prepared to trample their
honor in the dust, we are not prepared to associate our.
selves wiLh them. But finally, Mr. Speaker, Canada is not
for sale. We love our country dearly, bir; we are proud
of its past, we are hopeful of its future ; and come weal or
come woe, we are determined, with God's help, to work
ont our own destiny, and we refuse-aye, indignantly,
scorifully refuso-to exchange the proud title of citizen of
the groat British Empire for that of any other nationality
under heaven,

Mr. DAV IES (P.E.1.) Mr. Speaker, I shall endeavor
as far as possible to emrulate the gool example which the
hon. gentleman has just set in one respect-I shall endeavor
to be brief in the remarks [ have to make to the House, and
to recognise that at this late stage of the debate it would
not be proper to submit very large masses of figures or to
occupy very much of the time of the louse. bir, we have
had a speech from the hon. gentleman the larger part of
which consisted in expressions of bis loyalty. Sir, I am
not going to challenge the hon. gentleman's loyalty,
but I notice that in this instance, as in many others,
those who are too prone to flaunt their loyalty in the
face of the country are very of en found wanting when
the time comes for putting their loyalty to the test.
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Sir, ho bas charged the Reform party with disloyalty.
His idea of loyalty seems to be loyalty to the particular
policy which the hon. gentleman now at the head of affairs
bas promulgated. Sir, we are loyal; and the hon. gen-
tieman forgets that in charging with disloyalty a party
which represents one-half of the population of Canada, he is
charging those who sent us here with di4loyalty. But
Sir, we are not disloyal ; we are loyal to the Queen of
Canada; we believe in promoting such a policy as will ad-
vance Canada's intereets; and it is not by shouting loyalty,
by professing allegiance to the flag, and by repeating
eloquent statements that people are ready to die for their
couritry-it is not by such expressions that we shall be
enabled to ascertain whether a man is really loyal or not-
whether he is advocating a policy best calculated to pro.
moto the best interests of that part of the Empire in which
bis lot is cast. I do not yield to the bon. gentleman
in my loyalty to the Queen; but I will give the answer
whieh was given in the House of Lords by a gentleman
who was taunted with disloyalty fHe said that while he
was loyal to fHer Majesty the Queen, it did not follow that
he was bound to be loyal to her man servant and ber maid-
servant, to ber ox and her ass. So what the hon. gentle-
man desires to be understood as loyalty is not loyalty
to Her Majesty the Queen, but loyalty to the policy which
he uppoits, and which was advocated and promulgated a
few years ago by the hon. gentleman who leads the Govern-
ment, even though the result of it might be to sever our
connection with Great Britain. The hon. gentleman remem-
bers the phrase, that they were prepared to support the
National Policy, and if the National Policy in its effects
would weaken the tie that bound us to the mother country,
so much the worse for British connection. That was the
cry, and the bon. gentleman is prepared to support that
policy now; and I doubt not that if it ever came to the
test, his allegiance to his party would be found superior to
bis allegiance to his Queen. The hon. gentleman made one
reference, and one only, to that branch of the question
which we are discussing, comprisei under what we cail the
Budget, which, as I understand il, deals with the condition
of the affairs of the country. That reference was to a
statement of the hon. member for South Huron (Mr.
McMillan) with regard to the taxes paid by the farmers of
this country. I bave not examined in minute detail the
statements submitted by that hon. gentleman to the House,
But I will undertake to say that in a matter relating
to the farmers of the country, and the taxes paid by
them, 99 out of every 100 would prefer the carefully
prepared statement made by my hon. friend to the jocular
reply made by the bon. member for Centre Toronto. The
hon. member for South Huron is in the position of a man
who knows what h is talking about, and we know that
statements made by snob a man are generally to be pre.
ferred to the haphazard statements of those who have not
a practical knowledge of the question. The hon. gentle.
man tbought ho scored a great point when he alleged that
the total taxes paid by the farmers, amounting to *28,000,-
000, were not to be found in the Treasury of the country,
and ho called on the Minister of Finance to produce the
funds that were in default. It is all very well to trifle, and
the hor., gentleman can afford to trifle, with the statement
of great import made by the hon. member for South Huron;
but the hon. member for Huron represents that class that
pays these taxes. My hon. friend did not say that they
were paid into the exchequer of the country; if they had
been, this country would be so much richer, and the evil so
much less; but what he said was that this 828,000,000 had
been abstracted from the pockets of the farmers and trans-
ferred to the pockets of the manufacturers-that while the
farmers lost, the exchequer did not benefit; and while the
hon. gentleman was able to prove that a statement my bon.
friend never made was not true, ho failed to show

er. Day1Es (P.E.I.)

that there was the slightest inaccuracy in the state.
ment ho did make, that the farmers paid, on the
several articles the hon, gentleman mentioned, and
in the proportions ho mentioned, every dollar he alleged.
1 do not intend to go into this trade question at very great
length, but coming from the Maritime Provinces I propose
to discuss for a few moments the phase of the subject which
bears more pertinently on that part of the Dominion than
on the western part. I want to call the attention of the
House to the statements which have been made with refer-
eEîce to the interprovincial trade, and more particularly to
statements made by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
when addressing the House with reference to this line of
railway by means of which the interprovincial trade is
carried on. That hon. gentleman made a violent and fierce
attack upon my hon. friend from Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), and with that attack I have nothing to do. I
have no doubt my hon. friend felt very deeply the severe
castigation which the Minister of Marine and Fisheries gave
him; but I was surprised and I was sorry that, iin the heat of
bis argument, the hon Minister should have allowed himself
to use figures ostensibly taken from the blue-books of this
country but which were very inaccurate. I wish to read the
statement which the hon. gentleman made on that occasion.
He charged that the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) was a deadly enemy to the Maritime
Provinces, that ho was always saying something adverse to
their interests, that ho had made an error in telling this
House that there had been an enor mous deficit in the working
of the Intercolonial Railway last year-a deficit larger
than it ought to have been by many bundreds of thousanda
of dollars, and larger than it was in the year his party was
in power. The hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
challenged that statement, and denied its truth, and said ho
was prepared to prove by figures that my hon. friend was
far astray, and that the deficit on the working of the
Intercolonial to-day was greatly less than it was when the
bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
had charge of the finances of this country. In order that
I may not ho charged with having in the slightest degree
misrepresented that gentleman, let me read to you what ho
said as reported in Ransard:

I.'The facts are that, in 1878, Government railways, including the
Prince Edward Island Railway, and the Intercolonial Railway, consisted
of 913 miles, whereas in 1888, they consisted of 1,185 miles The facti
show that the traffic carried in 1878, was 561,633 tons, while in 1888,
owing to the expansion of our internal trade, as pointed out by the
Finance Minister, it amounted to 1,348,426 tons. Now, I ask the House
again to note that the principle enuaciated by the hon. gentleman is
that when there is a lois on working that road, itie due to political cor-
ruption. In 1878 the loss on working the smaller system and carrying
a much smaller quantity of traffic, was $716,083, whereas in 1887-88 the
los wau only half, being $363,043. The. bon. gentleman hau un wittingly
given me an opportunity to testify to the ma!'ked success in the manage-
ment of that road and the economy practiced under the preaent Admin-
istration, as contrasted with its management under the Admi istration
of which the hon. gentleman was a member."

That is the statement which the hon. the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries made with regard to the canyy og power of
the Intercolonial and its earnings in 1878, as compared with
its mileage and earnings in 1888, and this statement was
greeted with vociferous cheering by bis friends behind him.
I think that the bon. gentleman claimed that it was
unanswerable. I am bore to tell the hon. gentleman that I
examined bis statement, that I examined the blue-books and
that I cannot find the slightest shadow of foundation for
the figures the hon. gentleman bas given. The hon. gentle-
man is hundreda of thousands of dollars astray as regards
the loss on the working on the Intercolonial in 1878. Ie
must have let bis imagination run away with him, but I
hope it was not for the more purpose of eiciting a few
plaudits from bis friends behind him. I do not believe ho
is capable of that, and I cannot understand -how he could
have allowed himself, for the mere purpose of making a
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point in a debate, to fall into such a grievous error. True,
there was a larger mileage in 1888 than in 1873, but what
deduction should be drawn from that ? Sbould we infer from
that that the loss should be greater ? Not at ail. If the Inter-
colonial, which was incomplete in its connections in 1878, bas
since been completed in its connections, its working should
show a larger surplus in its favor in 1888, when it had all its
connections completed, than in 1878, when it was incomplete.
What are the facts? I find that the bon. gentleman, in tbe
first place, when ho gave the loss upon the intercolonial
Railway, said he was giving it upon both Prince Edward
Island and the Intercolonial Railways, but he omitted
the loss upon the Prince Edward Island Railway, alto-
gether, in 1888; but when ho came to give the loss in 1878,
he added the Intercolonial and the Prince Edward Island
lines together. Let us look at the statements carefully. In
the year 8l78, the total mileage of the Intercolonial and
Prince Edward Island Railways was 952 miles. The capital
expenditure on both was 839,500,984; the working expen-
diture, 81,832,873. The earnings that ycar were $1,514,846,
showing a deficit in 1878, on tbe working of the road, of
8318,026. The hon. gentleman bas told the House it was
8- 16,000. Hie was only 8400,000 astray. During that year,
an arrangement was made by the Government, by which the
sum of 8543,000, which had been spent the previous year,
should be charged over a number of years, and $20,000
was to be charged to 1878. These sums hon. gentlemen
now charge to capital accouDt. I have given the figures
without adding that $200,000, because it was not expended
in that yeur, and had noLhing to do with the working
of the ioad for that year. Suppose you put in the 8200,-
Û00, and add the money which was not spent, and which-
according to the system of bookkeeping inaugurated by
the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), when
ho was leading the Government-was to be charged to
that year, you would thon have only 8518,000 as the
loss upon the year's working instead of $716,000, as stated
by the hon. gentleman. Now, if yon add to that the loss
upon the working of the road, the interest upon the capital
invested in that road-and I have calculated it at four per
cent., one half below what it should be-the total loss on
the intercoloniai Railway since 1878 was 81,918,000. Add.
ing the loss in the working expenses and the interest on the
capital expenditure paid in the construction of the road,
the lose will approach very nearly $2,000,000. We will
see wbat it was in 1888. The hon, gentleman says they
made such great improvements, and mind you, he says,
whilst the loss was so much in 1878 and so much less in
1888, that shows less political corruption under our regime
than under yours. If the reverse were the case the hon. gen.
tieman must necessarily acknowledge more political corrup-
tion under his Government than under the previons one. lu
1888, the mileage of the Intercolonial had increased
to 1,110 miles. The capital expenditure, leaving out the
Eastern Extension of the road altogether-because I did
not take that into account in the statement of the expendi-
ture, in other years-but including the Prince Edward
Island, was $48,887,153, or an inerdase in those years of
89,337,000 upon the capital expenditure. Hion. gentlemen
know well that from bession to Session, capital expendi-
ture-sums of hundreds of thousands of dollars have
been charged by hon. gentlemen opposite to capital expendi-
tur e, which should have been chargel to more working ex-
penses. Sums which were charged by the Government of the
hon. member for East York (gr. Mackenzie), when they
were in power, in regard to works of a similar character, to
working expenses, are now charged to capital. The gross
expenditure in 1888 of these two roads amounted to
83,506,081 ; the earnings were $3,076,146, leaving a deficit
during that year of $430,935 upon the working of that
system of railway. The hon. gentleman stated, when ho
addressed the Hlouse, that the loss in that year was only

$343,000, so that ho is more than $80,000 astray on that
one point. Take thon the deficit in 1878 at 8318026, and
the deficit in 1888 at $430,935, and you have an increase in
the deficit of 8112,908 under the Government of these hon.
gentleman compared with the previous Administration.
And this is notwithstanding the fact that they have a
completed road, running in all directions, with connections
everywhere. If you add to the actual deficit in the work.
ing expenses of the road the interest upon the capital
employed in its construction of over $48,000,000, at 4 per
cent., you make a total loss on the Intercolonial roads,
of $2,3t6 421, or an increase in the loss in 1888 over that
in 1878 of nearly half a million of money, or, to be
accnrate, $46 3,395. That is the result of the workiug of
the Intercolonial Railway under the management of the
bon. gentlemen. That is the amount which it has cost the
country more than it cost under the economical manage.
ment of the Government of my hon. frierd from East York,
and those figures are the most damning evidence of the
mismanagement and corruption which exists in every
branch of that road, centering in that centre of corruption,
Moncton, and extending all over the line. It is known that
the road is run as a political roid, run in the interests of
the political party to which the hon. gentleman belongs,
ran not to develop the resources of this country, but run to
put money in the pockets of the Spring Hill Mines share.
holders at the cost of the farming community of this
country. I wish hon. gentlemen, when they reflect on
these figures, to remark that I do not charge one dollar in
the statement of these sums which we say is improperly
charged to capital account, and should be charged to
working expenses We take it simply as they have charged
it, to working expenses, and, on that ground alone, there is
a deficit during last year in the running expenses alone of
over $430,000. What is the hon. gentleman doing now?
ie speaks of the increased tonnage carried over that road.

Why is there an increased tonnage ? Do they pretend to
say that they are carrying coal and other stuff at paying
rates ? iNot at all. They are charging paying rates, accord-
ing to their estimate, for everything the farmer bas to
cairy, but, when they carry the coal of the Spring Hill
Mines, they are charging only three-tenths of a cent per
ton per mile, instead of three-fourths of a cent, which is a
paying rate.

Mr. TUPPER. Would the bon. gentleman advocate the
raising of that rate ?

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I advocate that, if you reduco
the rates on the Intercolonial Railway in the interests of
one class of the community, you mut reduce the rates as
far as the farmer is concerned in the same proportion. This
only accentuates still more the difference between the
policies of the two parties. We are determined, a.d always
have been determir ed, that the publie works and the public
policy of ibis country shall be so conducted as that it shahl
bring about the best results to the whole farming and com-
mercial interests of the country. These gentlemen say :
No, our policy shall be devoted to enriching a particular
class, to granting favors to that clas in order that they may
become rich, at the expense of whom ? At the epense of
the great tax-paying class of the country. That is the
difference between the policies of the two parties. It comes
again to the classes againat the masses. We are for the
masses; they are for the classes; and this is a very good
instance of the difference. It is most interesting, when you
comider this question of the Intercolonial Railway, to
review for a lit tle while the policyof the present Govern-
ment in regard to that road. We have had for a little
while the hon. gentleman the Minister of Marine and
Fieheries, who represents the county of Pictou, through
which county a branch of the Intercolonial Railway runs.
When the last general election took place, my hon. frien4
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did not feel very secure in his seat. Just before that elec-
tion took place, the hon, gentleman's friends introduced a
Bill into this Parliament to authorise the expenditure of a
large sum of money to build a branch of the Intercolonial
Railway through his county, in order to save the hon.
gentleman's seat. What is the fact ? The Intercolonial
.Railway runs from the town of Truro to Fishor's Landing,
which is just opposite Pictou and the terminus of the boats
from Prince Edward Island. The then Minister of Rail.
ways introduced a Bill to run a line from Stellarton,
on the Intercolonial, to the town of Picton, one mile
from Fisher's Landing. That Bill was introduced on
the 9th April, 1886. The Minister of Railways told
us that the distance would be 18 miles, and that the
cost of the branch would be $300,000. Whon that
Bill was introduced, I combated it. I said it was not run
in the right place, if they wore going to build it at all, and
further, that, from information I had received from those
who underetood the character of the country through which
the road was to run, it could not be built for anything like
the money. The Minister of ]Railways told us then-and
I am now using his own words-that we did not know
what we were talking about. I asked, if they had had
surveys made or proper estimates, and they did not
answer and could not tell. They passed that Bill through
the House, and pledged the country to its construction,
stating that it would only cost 6300,000, though they had
not taken the ordinary procaution to have surveys made or
to ascertain what it would really cost. Well, now we have
had surveys, and we find, although you are not through the
expenditure yet, that already this road has cost 6535,603;
and it will cost upwards of $600,000. Aud for what ? In
order to build a line to compete with our own lino, and run-
ning for its whole distance nearly parallel with it, a line 14
miles in length to roach the town of Pictou. Does the
hon. gentleman hope that this line is going to pay or that
it is going to develop any trade? Not at ail. I believe it
was introduced from the estimable view, from a Tory
standpoint, of securing the seat of the hon. gentleman from
Pictou. 1 desire to show the House, by some other illustra.
tions, the absolute recklessness with wbich the Govern-
ment of the day have proceeded in regard to the Inter-
colonial Railway, in building branch lines everywhere. In
1882, they determined to build a branch at St. Charles. It
was to be 15 miles long, and we were told it would cost
$536,000; and one half of the sum that was appropriated
was for the cost of a steam ferry to carry the cars from
the whai f across to Que bec. One of the inducemtents ton-
dered to this House to induce it to vote that money, in 1882,
viz, the steam ferry, never has been constructed, not a
dollar bas been laid out upon it. ln 1883 the Minister of
Railways came down and stated that the steam ferry was
practically abandoned, but ho wanted the House to grant
him 80,000 more to build the St. Charles Branch. The
House having voted 8536,000 the previons year had to
finish the work, and they gave the Minister the money.
Sir, he gave the House to understand then-for I have
turned up the Hansard and looked at his words-that the
money he was asking was sufficient to enable them to finish
the road. The other day we put a qu'stion a-ross the
House and asked what the St. Charles Branch cost, and
that road, which was estimated to cot 8336,000-8W00,000
besides was voted for the steam ferry which never wam
built-under the management of hon, gentlemen opposite,
has cost this country 81,375,890, for a length ot fitteen
miles. Sir, the hon, gentleman came down a few years
ago stating ihat the Government had a great scheme for
the construction of another road, another branch of the
Intercolonial Railway, but this time it was not to
eleoct the hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
it was to elect the High Commssioner, and the hon.
gentleman who is now Governor of Nova Scotia. Well,

Mr. DAvas (P.E.L)

they came down and wanted to build a road,
and I want to charge bore that Parliament has not been
honestly dealt with in the statements submitted to it to in-
duce it to vote money for the construction of that road; I
want to charge, not only that they have voted in ignorance,
but that they have voted under direct misrepresenta-
tion-for I say there was a misrepresentation-it was on
a misstatement of the facts of the case that this House was
induced to vote this money. Now, Sir, what is this Oxford
and New Glasgow road ?-this road running from Oxford
to New Glasgow, a distance, I suppose, of some 70 odd miles
-I am speaking generally. In 1882 Sir Charles Tupper,
who was thon Minister of flailwayo, proposed to this flouse
that they should vote a subsidy of $224,000 to a company
which was going to construct that road. The road was
called the Montreal and European Short Lino, and it was to
be built by the end of 1883. When Sir Charles Tupper
moved this House to vote that subsidy ho declared solemnuy
that ho had looked into the matter very carefully, and ho
pledged himself to the country that the proposed subsidy
of 83,200 per mile would enable that road to be built. Sir,
the hon. gentleman was very positive in bis assurances.
He was asked time and again, was ho perfectly certain
that the money would do it-because the House was
pledging itself to a very large expense ; and ho pledged
himself ho was certain ho had taken every precau.
tion, and hon. gentlemen know the positiveness with
which ho can make assurances. Well, in the summer of
18j3, that company that theb on. gentleman had assured
himself in 1882 was going to construct this road with
$3,200 a mile, burst up and became bankrupt, and the road
stopped. In 1885, this House was asked to vote $125,000
to pay unpaid claims of sub-contractors and workmen on
that road. The flouse voted the money, and in 1b86, just
before the general election, when it was necessary to cap-
ture votes in Cumberland and Colchester Counties, they
came down and got another 845,000 to pay the balance
of some claims which the hon. gentleman presented to the
House. Well, after paying all this money, the road was
not built. But in 1887, just before the election, the Govern-
ment proposed a resolution to constract that road as a
Government work, stating the supposed cost to ho a million
dollars in addition to the appropriation already made, and
making the total sum to be paid by this country one million
and a quarter of dollars. On what statement was this House
induced to vote that money ? Tüe flouse was induced to as.
sent to that on the positive and reiterated assertiol, fnot only
of Sir Charles Tupper, who was thon inister of Railways,
but of my hon. friend the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
that the distance between Oxford and New Giasgow would
be shortened from 40 to 45 miles. Not once, not twice, but
four or five times, drinng the debate, in ariswer to questions
put upon this side of the flouse by those who had reason
to believe that the statement was incorrect, the h ýn. gentle-
man repeaed it over and over again; and this Uouse, on
the solemn assertion of the hon. gentleman, and under the
full belief that they were voting mnoney for the construction
of a road which would shorten the great Intercolonial Rail.
way down to the sea by 45 miles, voted that million and a
quarter of dollars. Well, Sir, last Session a vote of 6750,000
was passed, and when the then Minister of Railways pro-
posed it, I asked him: "Do y>u persis" in the ntatement that
it is going to shorten the lino by 45 miles ? " The hon.
gentleman said ho did not know. I aid to him: 1 was
informed ihat it would not shorten it four miles. The
hon. gentleman said ho did not know, but that ho
would bing down the papers. Now, what is the fact?
The distance from Oxford to Truro, upon the present
lino is 46 miles, and from Truro to New Ulasgow 43
miles, making in all 87 miles. We have a fully
equipped road, paid for, running between those two places.
This road from Oxford to New ilasgow is a paralel
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road. The distance is: Oxford Junction to Brown's
Point, 72 miles; from Brown's Point to New Glasgow,
15, making 81 miles, or a saving of two miles alone
on the length of this road, for which this country

as been asked to pay a million and a quarter of
money. Sir, hon. gentlemen talk about Nova Scotia
sending a contingent to support the present Govern-
ment. Do they think that it was because the people of
Nova Scotia believe in their policy ? The bon. gentleman
knows better. He knows they have secured a network of
roads all over these counties; he knows that they have ex-
pended millions in the past four years in the construction
of those roads-and I have mentioned to you one at an ex-
penditure of a million and a quarter, for a road parallel to
our existing roads, and not shortening the distance more
than a nominal quantity-for the purpose of spraading
money through the district to elect mon to support the
present Government. Why, Sir, do I make such statements
as I have made-for they cannot ho contradicted, I chal.
lerge contradiction-but to open the eyes of hon. gentle-
men opposite ? They saw this great European line that
was going to be constructed with the object of shorten-
ing the distance 45 miles. Hon. gentlemen had dust
thrown in their eyes. The distance was not shortened, but
they were voting money to build parallel lines to their own
road. Sir, it was the same way with another expenditure
they wanted us to make, the Ghignecto Ship Railway.
In the first place, a commissioner was apppointed to
consider the feasibility of constructing the canal from
the Bay of Fundy to the Gulf of St. Lawrence. That com-
missioner reported that the canal could be constructed for
five or six millions, and I believe that the Government for
a moment did entertain the idea that it was possible to con-
struct it. But on examination it was found that it would
cost over ten million dollars and the project was abandoned.
Afterwards they decided to go on with this ship railway
scbeme, and Sir Charles Tupper came down here and in-
duced the House to agree to a subsidy of$15),000 a year for
21 years. Subsequently we extended the time and altered
the terms to $175,000 for 20 years, or in other words, the
credit of this country has been pledged to the tune of three
and a half millions of money for the construction of the
Chignecto Ship Railway, and mind, the Maritime Provinces
are charged with that expense as if it was some benefit con-
ferred upon them. Well, Sir, I wonder if the hon. gentle-
man ever discovered a practical shipping man in the Mari-
time Provinces whodid not donounce this scheme as afraud.
What benefit is that going to be? What ships are going to
carry on trade between St. John and the Gulf of St. Law-
rence ? The hon. gentleman knows that the whole thing is
dore that the Government may have the expenditure oi so
much more money, and the hon. gentleman has never yet been
able to find a practical ship-master or ship-owner who was
not prepared to denounce the whole thing as a fraud. That
is where the money goes, and we in the Maritime Provinces
thoroughly understand it, and by letting this light in we
can better understand the enormous deficits that annually
occur in connection with the Intercolonial Railway. I will
now leave that branch of the case, and will refer for a few
moments to some statements made by the hon. gentleman
with respect to the commercial proqperity of the country.
Sir, I am not going to present many facts or figures to the
louse, but I will submit a few figures, and I do so because
they show to my mind that the charge made on this sde
of the House of reckless extravagance on the part of the
Government, bas not been made without adequate founda-
tion. Sir, we have had Estimates brought down by the Fir-
ance Minister this year showing that ho intends to tax the
peeple to the tuneof $31,025,000; $23,900,000 ho expects to
obtain from Customs, and $7,125,000 from Excise. In 1878,
the total taxes taken from the people were 817,841,000 and
if you add the deficit of that year $1,128,000 you find the

taxes required to carry on the Government of the country
amounted to 818,969,001, and yet hon. genîtlemen to-day
reluire $12,000,000 of extra taxes for the coming year.
They told us then when we went to the electors that
too much money was being expended in administering
public affairs, and yet this year they require 812,-
000,000 more. They have raised the duty on goods
entered for consumption from 14.03 per cent. in 1878
to 21,57 per cent. in 1888, and have raised the expen-
diture from 824,455,381 to 036,718,491 last year, or
an increase of over 812,000,000. These facto are suffloient
to satisfy me that they require some more explanat ion than
bas been given by hon. gentlemen opposite. Shouts of
loyalty are not going to answer figures of that character.
But lot us see whether the condition of affairs in the Mari-
time Provinces is as satisfactory as hon gentlemen opp
site contend. We have had most rosy pictures paintedby
the bon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) and other
hon. members of the commercial prosperity of that and
other portions of the Dominion. I was astoundod at the
bon. gentleman's statements. Has the hon. gentleman
been in St. John ? Does ho think there is commercial pros-
perity there ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The Minister of Finance is the

only one who can find it. I have been there, and I have
been told by gentlemen resident there that the very oppo-
site is the came, thit thre is commercial atrophy, that com.
mercial depression exists thore as it exists in the other
comniorcial citios of the Maritime Provinces. Does the
hon. gentleman find it in Halifax ? Doos ho find it in
Charlottetown? fHas the value of real estate increased in
those centres ? Are our warehouses filled with goods as
was the case formerly ? Are our ship-building and ship-
owning interests increasing year by year? The report of
the Minister of Marine did not contain this year the annual
statement of the tonnage built and the tonnage on the
registry books of this country; but I was enablel by his
kindness on muking personal application to him to obtain
tie figures, and I will trouble the I >use for a moment in
regard to this matter of shipping in the Maritime Provinces.
I find, in 1888, there were upon theo rogisy books of the
Dominion on 3 aist Decormber, 7,142 vossels, of the tonnage of
1 089,642; in 1887, 7,17 vessels of the tonnageof 1,130,247
tons, or a decline of 40,601 tons in one year. Lut me com-
pare 1878 with 1888. I n 1878 we had 7,469 vessels, of
the tonnage of 1,383,015; iii 1888 7,142 vessels, of the
tonnage of 1,089,642, or a decline of 293,373 tons,
Estimating the tonnage value at $30 per ton, the loss
in the value of shipping owned by Canada in ton years is
$8,801,190. In 1878 we built 106,796 tons of shipping
which, at 815 per ton, gave 84,815,000. This year we built
the paltry tonnage of 2.,691 tons, of a value of $1,021,000,
or a loss in the production of shipping in 1888, as compared
with 1878, of 83,790,000. Do these figures show nothing ;
does the hon. gentleman preteund that these particular in.
terests have increased in value or have improved, or have
they gorne back ? Lot the hon. gentleman point ont the
branches in which prosperity prevails in the Maritime Pro-
vinces. It is true that one or two more sugar refineries
have been establisbed ; but I doubt if that is any great bene-
fit to the community, and I think many people who thought
they would be a bunefit are now b3ginning very mach to
doubt whether such is the case or not. The hon, member
for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) drow a parallel between the
prosperity of the Maritime Provinces and the prosperity
of the State of Maine. H1e said tbat the Maritime Provinces
were more prosperous in somc respects than was ithe State
of Maine. Well, I have this to say with regard to the com-
parison the hon. gentleman made, that I do not think it is
a fair one in this regard; I claim that the Maritimo
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Provinces are more fruitful, that their resources-
either mineral, agricultural or fishing-are greater
and more valuable than those of the State of
Maine, and that, accordingly, they should be more
prosperous. When you consider the fishing interests
of the Maritime Provinces, the wonderful mining industries,
the fertility of the soil of Prince Edward Island, and the
Annapolis Valley, and other parts of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, we should, with sncb rich Provinces, and Pro.
vinces so favored by nature, have improved and progressed
more rapidly than the State of Maine. But the fact of the
matter is that the bon. gentleman took good eare only to
make a comparison in some respects. I am not going to
allege that the State of Maine is improving more than are
the Maritime Provinces, but I will give the hon. gentleman
one item that he may think over. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have alleged that the savings banks deposits afford an index
of prosperity; I am not going to say whether that is a true
index or a false one, but hon. gentlemen opposite have
always adopted it, and I suppose they are prepared to adopt
it in this instance. Ifind in the State of Maine in 1886-87, the
amount deposited in the savings banks of that Statewas 837,-
215,071, or $57 for every man, woman and child in the State
of Maine, while in the entire Dominion of Canada, if you
choose to put the population at 5,000,000, the whole amount
was $40,832,000, in both the Dominion savings banks and
the Post Office savings banks, or 88 for every man, woman
and child in Canada as against 857 in the State of Maine.
I am not adopting the argument that the amount of de-
posits in the savings banks is ai evidenee of the prosperity
of the country; but hon. gentlemen opposite never cease
to adopt and proclaim it. I give them that fact in answer
to the figures the bon, gentleman has quoted with reference
to ihe relative prosperity of the State of Maine and the
Maritime Provinces. We have had the statement made
bere from time to time, that this country is very prosperous
and gentlemen on the Opposition side of the House have
said that we are so prosperous and so happy and so con.
tented that we do not want any change at all. Let us go
to the North-West for a moment and see the condition of
things there. The other day the hon. member for Selkirk
(Mr. Daly) gave us a most glowing account of that country
and of its possibilities.

Mr. DAVIN. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon, gentleman opposite

from Regina gave us the same account of the undeveloped
resources of that country, and ho pictured what the future
was going to bring forth. The bon, gentleman from Sel-
kirk told me that ho was going to give me a shot across
the floor of the flouse and 1. waited very patiently for the
shot to come, but the only shot that he gave us was the
statemcnt that some firm in Ontario bad suld $30,000 worth
of buggies to Prince Edward Island. 1 do not see anything
in that, but I want to ask the hon, gentleman how much
Ontario bought from Prince Edward Island in return ?
What we are interested in in the Maritime Provinces is to
know how to dispose of our surplus products. We are look-
ing for a market and we do not find it in Canada, and that
is wby we support the policy embodied in the resolution of
tha hon, member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright). In this great North-West with its magnifi-
cent resources of ail kinds and descriptions, its wonder-
fui climate, its illimitable possibilities, to use the words of
rny hon. friend opposite, how is it that it does not im-
prove ? What is the reason it does not fill out with popu.
lation ? I am prepared to accept fully aLd unreservedly
the statement the hon. gentleman bas made, for I believe
that Canada bas in that great North-West a wonderful pos.
session. I believe, Sir, its resources can hardly be exager-
ated in the Erglish language. I believe they are great and
vst. I believe its elimate is fin. but I want to know why,

Mr. DAvas (.E.L)

in the name of common sense, with this railway running
through that territory and with all its wonderful resources,
that population is not going in there ? I want to know aiso
why it is that when population goes in there it does not
stay ? We, on this side of the House, have charged that this
sad result is in a large measure due to the false policy the
Government of this country adopted a few years ago. They
bad grand opportunities as bas been pointed out time and
time again with which to lay the foundations of a great
country, if they had proceeded as they ought to have pro-
ceeded with prudence and caution. But they proceeded
with abzolute recklessness, and it is on record to this day,
and I do n)t think that any bon. member will deny it,
that the manner in which they attempted to open up the
country bas proved a failure, and that their pnlicy was
based on false lines. They wanted to make this fine
country the great hunting ground of the capitalists and
the speculators, while we on the other hand wanted
to make it the home of the millions. I understand that
there are only 118,000 white people in the whole of
Manitoba and the North-West by the lastcensus taken.
I want hon. gentlemen opposite to tell me what is the
cause of this failure? It is not because of want of natural
advantages in the country, and it is not because of the
climate, for both are all that can be desired. Then it must
be the fault of the Government. It is not many years ago
since they brought about by their misgovernment, a rebellion
in that country, which cost us some six or eight millions of
money, and whicha threw back the country eight or ten
years, if not more. What do I find to-day ? They talk
about the policy of this Government developing that
country, but I will take a picture of its present position
from their own blue-book-and, remember, I am not going
to hazard any statement of my own, because I would be told
by bon, gentlemen opposite that I was decrying the country
-but I take the statement published by the Government
itself, and spread broadcast over the world, which is to the
effect that the emigrants they are paying to bring into that
country are leaving it by the thousands, if we can believe
the statement of their own agent and representative. What
says the agent at Winnipeg, Mr. Graham3, in his report to
the Government Emigration Office, which, to give it
greater prominence, they embody in the report of the
Minister of Agriculture, and circulate all through this
country as well as abroad. He says:

"Many will be surprised te learn, that the umber of actual settlers,
in our Province and Territories, hai not beeT as large as expected,
neither has the amount of wealth brought in by those who have come,
been as considerable as that of former years. This may appear strange,
when we consider the many efforts that were put forth by the different
organisations, to induce immigration to the Province and neighboring
Territories, but it is nevertheless a fact, that, out of the many thousands
who left the Mother Counatry, ostensibly for the North-West, a large
number of them found occupation and homes on the Pacific coast, and,
I regret to say, a large majority of these are on the American side.

" 1 came in contact with great numbers of people, who were, as
they said, pushing through to British Columbia, having been advised by
British and continental steamship and transportation agents, that work
and opportunities for investment were never greater than during the
present year. On arriving at Vancoa ver, a very active thriving young
town, but, owing to its comparatiNely recent origin capable of supply-
ing employment to a limited number, hundreds of these people were
disappointed, and s ,oner than remain there in idleness, took the steam-
boat for Port Townsend, Seattle, Tacoma and other points in Washing-
ton Territory, Oregon, Arizona, and Northern California. During a
visit to these territories, I saw hundreds of people, that I had met while
they were en route through Winnipeg, many of them old Canadian resi-
dents, and others new arrivals direct from Europe. When I questioned
them why they went over to the American, instead of remaining on the
Ganadian aide, their reply was, in substance, what I have already
stated, namely, that on their arrival at Vancouver and Victoria, they
found the demand for labor limited, the facilities for active agrical-
ture, with amall capital, few, and, not caring to return, they went
farther west, as they found it cost les money to do so. I took a keen
interest in this matter, and interviewed the pursers of the local steam-
boats trom whom I gathered information that would lead me to believe
that the steamboats plying between Vancouver, Victoria, San Francisco
and the American ports a the head of Puget Sound, carried very little
les than ten thousand immigrants, most of whom left Europe with the
Intention of reunaining in British ossessions.
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" Strenous efforts have been made both by myself and stafas well as

others who are interested in immigration, to cause these people to remain
but they preferred to follow out their own plans.

i [ merely mention this as an illustration of the fast increasing dim-
culties attending the efforts of your agents to aid in the successful
settlement cf t large area of vaesat landa in this Province and adjoi-
ing Trritories."

Sir, that is a sad page in Canadian history, and I can tell
hon. gentlemen opposite that they would be giving more
evidence of their patriotism if they devoted their energies
to determine why it is that such a sad state of facts exist,
rather than by pouring out torrents of vituperation at hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House. That policy of theirs
with regard to the Opposition is child's play. The day has
gone by when you can make the electorate believe that
those thousands of people fly frou this country because of
any statement made by the members of the Opposition.
It is nonsense, it is not true, and it is opposed to the facts,
as your own agent reports them. There is something wrong
in the political management of the North-West and it bas
been wrcng for the last 10 years. You have tried to make
the North-West the happy hunting ground of the boodier,
and the result is you have driven the settlers out of the
country. You have brought about a civil war which, as I
have said, has -retarded the country for ton or twelve
years, perhaps, and youb ave squandered millions of
money in paying the cost of that war, which ought
to be paid properly out of your own pockets. Sir, I
believe that if a more liberal policy to the North-West
were adopted, a policy which would allow its great resourcez
to be developed-if tbe policy proclaimed by the hon. mem-
ber for East York (Mr Mackenzie), when he was in power,
had bcen continued by hon. gentlemen opposite-instead of
there being only 100,000 people in the NorthWest today,
yon would have had nearly, if not fully, half a million.
lon. gentlemen crow and cheer, but let them place their
finger on any phase of their policy connected with populat-
ing the North-West or developing its resources, which will
redound to their credit. It is a sad chapter in the history
of the North-West, and I believe it wiil not be written in
proper linos until the Liberal party come into power. Now,
before I sit down, I want to say one word with reference to
the atnendment submitted by the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). Lit year, Sir, a similar
-amendment embodying the policy of ti.e Liberal party,
was submitted to the House; and I notice, this year, some-
what of a change in the language and the arguments used
by hon. gentlemen opposite with reference to the proposi-
lion. Last year, Sir, the burden of their song was that we
could not get what we asked, and there was no use
in our asking for it. This year they say, they do not want
it. We have had speeches made by the hon. member
for Welland (Mr. Ferguson), the hon. member for
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), the hon. member for Kent
(Mr. Landry), the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule), and other hon. gentlemen opposite, proving what ?
Proving tiat this country would be better off without ex-
tended trade with the United States, that we bad botter
trade among ourselves, that we had botter swap jack-knives
and we will get rich, and that we do not want to extend
our trade beyond the border at ail. These gentlemen pro-
phesy dire effects from the policy we propose, and they tell
us that we are all wrong as to the blessinge which occurred
to this country under the old Reciprocity Treaty. They
devoted themselves for hours to minimising the blessings
that flowed over this country during the period that free
trade in natural products existed between Canada and the
United States; and they said: Even if you do get recipro-
city, you need not expect that the good times will come
again. The bon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood),
who, I regret to see, is not in his place, stated that the fact
that men's views differed very widely depended very much
on whether they were supporting or oppouing theGovern-

ment. Sir, it is true; and there never was a more notable
instance of that than is afforded by the hon, gentle.
man himself. I think I remember wben le sup.
ported a policy and a party almost diametrically op-
posed to the policy and the party ho supportA now.
He takes a most roseate view of the condition of affairs in
the country to-day ; and why should ho not? Ho is presi-
dent and the largest shareholder in a railway running from
Shediac to Cape Tormentine, which bas been subsidised by
the Government to the extent of 8113,000, and it is no
wonder that he takes a roseate view of the country with
that subsidy in bis pocket; but the people who have not the
subsidy do not take the same roseate view. He says our
condition is sufficiently prosperous, and we should not de-
sire any change ; and ho threatens, and so does the hon.
member for Kent, an exodus of loyalists, if we bring about
a commercial union with the United States. These gentle-
men are so loyal that they do not want to romain in this
country an hour after commercial union is brought about.
I do not think the country would snffer; there is not one
of them that would not go to the United States tomorrow
if ho could botter his condition. Hundreds of thousands of
our people, unfortunately, have gone to the United States
to botter their condition ; they are going every day, and we
propose a policy embodied in the resolution before the fouse
-for a disloyal purpose ? Not at aill; but for the purpose
of bringing aboutcommercial prosperity in ihe country, and
keeping our people at home. But Sir, it dors not at ail
follow, because these gentlemen are so very strong
in their denunciition of our policy tr-day, that they wiül
not whip round and support that policy if they get the
word of command from their leader. We have had instances
of more extraordinary changes than that. I remember,
last year, when we were diseussing the statutory offer made
to the United States, and when it was contended that in
trees and fruits which had been admitted free of duty by
the United States, we sbould reciprocate under the statu-
tory offer, a debate arose in this House; and what did we
bear ? We heard hon. gentlemen opposite denouncing that
policy with more vigor than they denounce unrestricted
reciprocity to.day; and we beard their sentiments cheered
to the echo by their friends behind them; even Ministers
rose in their places and said that it was preposterous. I
remember very well a speech made by no less a person
than the Minister of Justice, in which ho denounced the
proposition as almost a disloyal one. I will read to you
f rom Hansard what ho said-I am quoting from his speech
on page 492. This speech was made in answer to a pro-
position, emanating from this side of the House, that this
country should reciprocate to the same measure as the
United States had gone under the statutory offer:

" Now, the hon. gentleman has spoken of this asi being a statutory
offer, au offer on the part of this Parliament which Involves a breacb of
faith if this Government should fail to carry it out to the full extent.
Does the hon. gentleman meau to contend-because his argument goes
that far-that this statutory offer-not only including the clause which
bas been brought to the notice of the Bouse, because what is called the
statutory offer embraces half-dozen other ofers, ani looke to the ad-
mission of free fisb, coal and varions other products into ihe United
States-does the hon gentleman mean ta contend that it is a breach of
faith on the part of the Government of Canada, even as to that part of the
statutory offer, to decline to allow the United States to say: '' You
have made that offer; we will take portions of it, auni enact those whieh
please us, and which appear favorable te our people. and we will shut
the door in the faces of your people in respect to ail the o ber portions?
I can only say that, in my humble juigment, if the Orown, having dis-
cretion, uses it in that way, it would use it to betray the interests of the
people of Canada."

Sir, one week or a fortnight afterwards the hon. gentleman
came down, as a member of a Government, tendering to this
flouse the very policy to adopt which ho had declared a
week before, amid the plaudits of his followers, would be a
betrayal of the interests of the people of Canada. I do not
at ail fear that because the hon, gentleman was ferce and
loud lu his denunclatios eof our policy to-day, he aa no%
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be one of the loudest advocates of it if he gets the word of
command. We know that it has been so in the past, and
history will probably repeat itself. The hon. gentleman,
as I said, attempted to minimise the effects which flowed
over this county from the old Reciprocity Treaty; and one
after another hon. gentlemen declared that the enormous
increase in the trade between Canada and the States was
due, to a very large extent if not altogether, to the civil war
which prevailcd in the United States; and they said, there
is no civil war now, and it does not follow, because
you had an enormous increase in your trade before,
that if you have reciprocity again you will have a
Pirailar increase. But the hon. gentleman ought to know
that for the first eight years under the Reciprocity Treaty
of 1854 there was no civil war in the United States at
all, and that the trade between thýs country and the United
States during those eight yeîrs leaped up by bounds from
the pitiful sum of $13,000,000 or 814,000,000 at which it
stood when the treaty began to the sum of S84,000,000
when the treaty expired. We were told by the hon. gen-
tiemen opposite that the Hon. George Brown was a patriot
and that we would do well to imitate his example. Well,
I find the Hon. George Brown was the man who attempted
to negotiate a treaty with the United States to bring about
reciprocity of trade, not only in the articles to which the
old Reciprocity Treaty extended, but in one hundred and
twenty oti:er articles besides, and in advocating that treaty,
the Hon. George Brown who is now held up as a patriot-
and I may remark in passing that all Liberal statesmen are
canonised as patriots by the Tories rfter they die, though
denounced during life-the Hon. George Brown called at-
tention to the advancement and the prosperity of this coun-
try, during the existence cf the old treaty, in the following
words-I am now quoting from his memorandum:-

' The grand fact remains that under the operation of the Reciprocity
Treaty of 1854, the aggregate interchange of commodities between the
Republie and the Provinces to promote which the treaty was concluded,
rose from an annual average of $14,230,763 in the previous eight years
to $33,492,754 gold currency in the first year of its existence ; to $t2,-
942,754 gold currency in the second year of its existence, to $50,339,770
gold, in its third year;,and to no less a sum than $84,070,955 at war
prices, in its 13th year."

Why, there was no war during the first three years of the
existence of the treaty, and the traffic had risen from
814,000,000 to 850,000,000 in that aco of ime ; ye t the
hon. gentleman dares to say that we cannot hope for a
recurrence of that prosperity or an increase similar to the
increase then. Perhaps not to the same extent, but no
doubt when one looks at the occasion of that increase of
tariff, when one looks at the enormous increase of popu-
lation to-day compared with then, one must conclude that
if we could have unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States, prosperity would flow over this country in a ratio
equal at least to that during the exister ce of the old Recipro-
city Treaty. It is of no use for hon. gentlemen to state
to those who were alive at the time, and remember
the prosperity that existed between 1854 and 1866, that
free trade relations will not bring about prosperity to the
people of this country. Why, in the Maritime Provinces he
would be laughed at. I can remember, when, in the little
Province from which I come, during the existence of the
treaty, every creek and harbor was filled with small vessels
to carry away the produce of the Island to its best market,
and bring back the cheap goods we required. The barter
and exchange was profitable to us and to those with whom
we exchanged, and the same result will take place to-
morrow under similar circumstances. And the same rule
which applied to the Island will be found applicable to all
the Provinces of the Dominion. I have no doubt about the
rapid development of the North-West, if the barriers which
restrict its trade with the country lying to the sonth were
removed. I have no doubt that the prosperity of Ontario
would be duplicated if it could get freer trade with the

Mr. DAvirs (P.I.)

United States, and the same effect no doubt would be felt
by the Province of Quebec and the others. What are we
told by hon, gentlemen opposite ? We are told, you are
not likely to get this. Why? Because Mr. W. H. Mur-
ray-Adirondack Murray, as he is popularly called-has
published a pamphlet in which he says the people of the
United States do not want reciprocity but want po.
litical union. Who is Mr. Murray ? Is he a represen.
tative of the people? Is he responsible to the people ?
Io he authorised by the people of the United States to
speak for them ? No; it is absurd for the hon. member
for Kent (Mr. Landry), and four or five others, to quote
the ipse dixit or opinion of Mr. Murray, a private citizen,
as representing the opinion of the American people. fie
is in no sense a representative man. If we want to know
furthcr whether it is possible or probable we may get
free trade relations with the United States, we must go to
those who hold responsible positions in the Legislature of
that country and in the presidential Cabinet. We know
what the late Secretary of State said. His letter has been
quoted time and again, this year and last. He said ho was
in favor of freer interchange of products between Canada
and the United States, and that his intention was not in
any way to affect the political independence of Canada.
He wanted free trade unrestricted. He did not propose
that our political freedom or independence should be al.
tered or endangered, but ho wanted a freer interchange of
products between both countries. And why do we not get
it? Why was ho not able to carry that out? Lot
me give you the answer, not in my own words, but in
those of the High Commissioner. If you had not driven
the people of the United States to the mood in which they
were when Sir Charles Tupper went down to try and carry
out the offer that Mr. Bayard made him, you might have
had that offer carried out, if not to the full extent, in a
modified degree. But Sir Charles said we could not carry
it out. Why ? Because our poMey towards the people of
the United States, instead of being a kindly considered
policy calculated to dovelop kindly feelings, had driven that
country to desperation. They were in no mood for a treaty;
and much as Sir Charles desired to promote this unrestrict-
ed reciprocity scheme, we were powerless in the face of
60,000,000 irritated people.

Mr. FOSTER. Did Mr. Bayard say that?
Mr. DA VIES (P.[.) Sir Charles said what I am goinix

to read to yo, and the hon. gentleman will see whether I
have not quoted him fairly.

Mr. FOSTE R. What did Mr. Bayard say ?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am pointing out what Sir

Charles said. He said :
" They said, secondly, that not only was that the case, but such was

the expression of public men in regard to Canada, and the treatment
by Canada cf their fi-hermen. that if to-morrow any relaxation of the
commerce of the Unit States was made by an Act of Congress, it
would contain a clause e1cepting Canada from its operations. so as to
deny us its advantage. But they say our policy is proclaimed on the
housetops, you will read it in the President's speech, you will see it
everywhere, our policy is as far as we can to make the natural products
that come into the country free, and what lies in the way Of that policy
is this irritation connected with the fishery question. If we can solve
that, if we can take that out o1 the way, you will find at once that our
own independent policy, the policy of the United States on this ques-
tion of commercial intercourse will be such as to produce the most in-
timate commercial relatione again with the Dominion of Canada."

When youe can remove the irritation which these gentlemen
opposite, by their mad, insensate and insane policy, have
created during the last ton years, the result will be to pro-
duce the most intimate commercial relations between
Canada and the United States. I do not suppose that Sir
Charles Tupper came here retailing that which was not
true, and if we did not succeed, these hon. gentlemen can
charge the want of success to their own policy and to the
results of that policy in producing ill-feeling and irritation
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among the American people. We are to-day differently
situated and occupv a different position from that we occu.
pied last year. We were making, then, a proposal to the
people of the United States. Up to that time there had
been no response, .at any rate from the legislature of that
country. Congress hsd fnot expressed its views on the
matter, but since then Congress bas reciprocated and passed
a resolution which hon gentlemen correctly call Mr. Hitt's
commercial union resolution. Although the lines upon
which Mr. Hitt would like to proceed are altogether
different from the lines oq which we would like to proceed,
the end which he seeks to obtain-unrestricted free
dom of commercial intercourse-is the same end as
that which we are seeking. The means are different,
but the end is the same. If two great legislatures like the
Legislature of this Dominion and the Congress of the United
States bave the common view of obtaining that which
would be a boon to the people of the two great countries,
and only difler as to the means, what would be the course
that any onlooker would say was a reasonable one to take?
It would be that those two countries should send cmmis.
sioners to meet and consider the situation, and consider
whether any course could be adopted which would solve
the diffieulties existing between them. Perhaps, if our
resolution were adopted, and commissioners were sent to
Washington to meet commissioners appointed by the
United States, having the same end in view, our scheme in
its entirety might not be adopted, and it is possible that
their seberne in its entirety might not be adopted ; but
what I charge the hon, gentleman with is that they are
opposed to the end and not simply to the means; that they
are opposed to the obtaining of reciprocity at all because
that may damnage the special interesta that they have been
put into power to protect. They will not even appoint
commissioners to find a way by which the great object we
have can be obtained as between the two countries. Mr.
Hitt, in bringing forward his resolution, and referring to
the resolution which was lost in this House last Session
but was supported by 67 members, said :

facts and figures before the Rouse, and I muet compliment
him on having kept his word, as he bas made up for the
want of facts by a great number of figures and assertions.
As someseventy speeches have been delivered in this Rouse,
last Session, on this question, followed by a large number
during the pr, sent Session, the arguments pro and con are
pretty well exhausted, but, as I did not contribute to the
septuagint version of last Session, I trust the H1ouse wiIl bear
with me for a short time while I refer tosome points but lightly
touched on by previous speakers. The terin unrestrioted re-
ciprocity seems a misnomer, for although not restricted to
natural products, it is the most restricted reciprocity possible
-f ree trade restricted to the United States, with a tariff bar-
rier against the rest of theworld. I see virtually no distinction
between 4lcommercial union " and " unrestricted reociproci-
ty" as to resuits. With commercial union, our tariff would be
fixed at Washington, at the dictation of Americans,and on the
same basis as their tariff against Great Britain and the rest
of the world. Our people would be subjugated to the dic-
tates of a foreign power, and the tics which bind us to the
mother land would be severed. Unretricted reciprocity
would bave the same effect, for altbouuh in that case, Cana-
dians would arrange the tariff, 1 bat tariff would have to be
as high as the tariff of the United States, otherwise the
United States would have none of it. They are toc astute
not to understand that if our tariff against foreign goods
was even 5 or 10 per cent. lower than thoirs, foreign goods
would seek Canadian ports and replace American goods in
Canada, or.pass over with Canadian goods into the United
States f ree of duty to the loss of United States revenue, and
they would not tolerate that for one moment. The principle
adopted by our American neighbors is that w cannot have
commercial reeiþrocity without political union. In Senator
Sherman's interview publisbed in the Toronto Globe of
3rd December last, ho says:

I studied the proposal et commercial reciprecity only to be oon-
vinced that it wsa ilnsory :ud impracticable."

And he gocas on te say .

"It l time we gave some assurance that such powerful movement of " It is of no use te discuus the theoretiosi advantages of .Reciprdcty.
such immense cons' quences interests our people, and will be conuidered The American people won't have it and the question may just as well be
in as liberal and practical a spirit on our side." dismissel at once. Political union is another thing.

It may be that, in the absence of negotiation and in the
absence of means to thoroughly understand our view of
that matter, they have adopted a policy of commercial
union. is it fixed for ail time that they will not modify
that view, that they will not adopt the views which we
have in favor of unrestricted reciprocity as against c znmer-
cial union ? This country has not heard, and it will not
hear, from hon. gentleman on the other side one word in
favor of, or in sympathy with, the end which we seek to
obtain, or in 1avor of any other reciprocity than a recipro.
city which the hon. gentlemen themselves say can never be
obtained. Therefore, I charge them with being opposed to
any freer trade relations with the United States, because
they think these freer trade relations will interfere with, or
perhaps hamper some of the special interests which they
have to advance. Representing, as I do, a district of 60,000
people, I am in favor of this resolution with both bands,
and a large majority in my Province will support it antd will
vote for it at the next election. The people of Prince Ed-
ward Island know very well that, if that is adopted, com-
mercial prosperity will take the place of the commercial
atrophy which now exists throughout that Province.

Mr. MADILL. I shall only deal with one remark which
has been made by my hon. friend on the other side (Mr.
Davies), leaving the questions of the Intercolonal Railway
and other matters of that kind to be dealt with by the
members from the far East. I was struck very much with
the remark that he made, that ho woald place very few

90

And ho goes on to- discuss tho bonefits of political union.
That is the position of the American people, tand, although
tbey may be encouraged by some of the speeches made in
this louse by our friends oppsite, I fel satisfld that a
Canadian national spirit with lové foi thd hiotherland Is
stronger in the bearts of the danadian pebple than Mer.
The Americans threatened to puinish Canada With à retalia-
tory measure becausetheSenate of the United Statesrejected
a treaty which the President decláred honorable. And the
only effect those threats bad was to stir up the national spirit,
and Canada became a nation in a day. The United Statés bas
been always hostile to Great Britain and to Canada, and Jèa-
lous of our progreass i mdlting a great nation on their onrth-
ern border. The United States have always been hostile to
Canada and our progress has bôen so rapid that tiey are jea-
lous of the great nation to the north of them on this contident.
They have always been hostilo and aggressIve They wanted
Floridaand they took it, Louiàiana an IAlaska they annexed,
California and Mexico they conquertd and Texas they stole.
They wanted the Stabe of Maitie and they swindled à ott
of it by a false map. In 1775 they attempted to capture
Canada and again in 1812 and were defétèd bbth tîmes.
In 1812 Canada had only A populitlun of 100,00, the
United States 10,000,000, yet the Ainericdns a'ft& three
and a-half years effort to capture us gvé it up a à bad
job. With unrestricted reciprocity-a proference fbr the
United States-a discrimination against England, the ties
whicn bind us to Great Britain would necessarily be b-oken.
We would not have her protection and thé moment the
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United States Government desired to break up any business
relations with Canada we would be heipless, alone and un-
protected, and there could be no other result than annexa-
tion, or a political union, and Canada would be blotted from
the lists of nations. Would it not be preferable to extend
our trade to nations producing products that we need and
do not raise ourselves; and who require our goods in ex-
change and place no tariff against us ? The United States
produce similar goods as Canada, so that the 60,000,000,
our Reform friends speak of, would be simply rivals in our
market. England does not produce sufficient in breadstuffs
to support ber people. She must import-she exports
goods so cheap that the United States dare not allow thom
into the country, and so shuts them out by a bigh tariff
The United States produce a large surplus of breadstuffs as
we do in Canada, and such surplus must find its way to the
English maket, the market of the world. If then you
allow American breadstuffs to come into Canada free, our
already over-stocked market will be glutted, and we would
be forced to export the more; so that as producers
of similar products tho 6(1,000,000 of people would
be rivals in our market, and our farmers would
suffer by it. We have heard so many speeches in
this House derogatory to Canada, and in praise of the United
States, that it is an interesting subject for examination
to dispose of the declarations of our friends opposite as
t-> the ruinous condition of Canadians as compared with the
the people of the United States, and the gloomy pictures
drawn respecting our own country and our abject depen-
dence on the United States for commercial union, as
advocated by the hon. member for South Middlesex,
unrestricted reciprocity as contended for by the bon.
member for South Oxford, or the doctrine of veiled
annexation preached on the floor of this House by the
hon. member for North Norfolk. So many speeches have
been made, arguments advanced and proofs given by mem-
bers on this aide of the IIouse, that I ahall not take up the
time of the House on that subject ; sufficient to say that I
wish now to say a few words in reference to the prosperity
of Canada, in opposition to the declarations made by hon.
gentlemen opposite, Our prosperity is attested by our
numerous and valuable public works, our assets of 45
millions in reduction, of our gross public debt, the increase
of exports of animals and thoir products of over 10 millions
in ton years,the increase from half a million to 5½ millions
on our cattle exported to Great Britain in ton years. The
inorease of our exports on wbeat and floor from 3,181,187
bushels in 1877 to 7,141,191 bushels in 1887. Our exports
in apples increasing from $195,573 in 1877 to 8846,795 in
1887. Peas froin 81,479,945 in 1877 to $2,358,019 in 1887.
Cheese, from $3,742,604 in 1877 to 87,096,658 in 1887. A
decrease on money borrowed from chartered banks from
84 45 in 1877 on every $100 to 81.61 in 1887. A decrease in
amount of business failures from $25,523,000 in 1877 and
$23,908,000 in 1878 to $16,311,745 in 1887, a decrease of 9
millions froin 1817, or over 6 millions from 1878. An in-
crease of $12,000,000 on issue of bank notes and 4½ millions
of Dominion notes froin 1877 to 1887. An increase in the
peoples' deposits from $66,503,757 in 1878 to 8107,154,483
in 1887, or an increase of $40,650,726. An increase of 9
millions in savings' branches, building societies and loan
companies. An uincrease of over 36J millions in deposits in
savings banks by the people from 1878 to 1887. An increase
of over 3 millions in money orders, and so on, give a complote
answer to the statements made by our opponents respecting
our statua. In population also we eompare more than
favorably when contrasted with the New England States to
the south. From a statement published in the St. Johns
Telegraph of 22nd November, 1881, then under the control
of the late Mr. Eider, an able writer and a sound Reformer,
we glean the following:-

Ur. MADILL,

Maine............. ...................
N.w Hampshire..... .....
Vermont...... ....... . . ......
Massachusetts.. ..... ..... . ......
Oonnecticut. ......... ...... .......
Rhode Island......... ....
Ontario........ ................ .....
Quebec........................ .....
New Brunswick.
Nova Scotia.......... ..............
Prince Edward Island..

1830-3.

1,953,717

1,065,215

1881.

4,010,025

4,141,424

. Increasein 50 Years.

2,056,369

3,076,209

Whilst the New England doubled their population in fifty
years, the older Provinces of Canada have nearly quad.
rupled theirs. Take Maine as against the Maritime Pro-
vinceQ:

Increase Per1830-1. 180-1. in 50 cen
Years.

Maine .,....... .. .............. 399,455 618,436 218,981 62
Maritime Province...... ..... 275,379 869,195 584,116 212

Or exclude Prince Edward Island, and take twenty years.

lncrease
1860-1. 1880-1. in 20 Per Cent.

Years.

Mfaine......... ......... 628,279 648,436 20,157 3
N. drunswick & NovaScotia 582,940 761,714 178,774 30

Maine, which had 45,000 more people than New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia, in 20 years had 113,000 less. Dropping
Ontario, let us compare Maine, New Hampshire and Ver-
mont, the States that lie immediately on our borders,
soil and climate are similar to ours, with Quebec and the
Maritime Provinces:

1830-1. 1880-1. Increas.i50 Yearu.

3 New England States..... ...... 919,435 1,327,713 378,278
4 Canadian Provinces..............828,513 2,227,964 1,399,451

While the increase of population in three New England
States on our borders in 50 years has been only 38 per
cent., the increase in the four Provinces was 169 per
cent. Figurea like these require no comment.

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

After Recess.
Mr. MADILL. Mr. Speaker, our opponents are conti.

nually speaking about the magnitude of our debt and en-
cumbrances. Let us make a comparison with the States
who have enjoyed the alleged benefits of commercial union
with each other. We find the lands of the Dominion
encumbered to the amount of $81,000,000 or 9 per cent.
whilst it is :

In Ohio..... .................. .................. ...... $761,000,000
llinois................... ............ .................... 620,000,000
Michigan......' . . ................. ,........ 350,000,000
Dakota, with 600,000 inhabitants............ 45,000,000
Iowa............................ 351,000,000
Kansas................................200,000,000
Minnesota........................175,000,000
New York ................. .............. .................. 35 per cent.
10 states encumbered to the extent of 3,422,000,000 and an

approximate estimate at 9 billions for the United States.
Now, let us compare the products and prices as obtain in
Canada and the United States. The Province of Ontario
ecmpares favorably in cereals with the United States.
Take fall wheat for the years 1885 and 1886 and the net
result bas been as follows: The average price bas been 77J
per bushel in the Province of Ontario, and the average pro-
duct bas been 22.4 bushels per acre. During the same
period in the United States the average price was 72·9
instead of 77½ cents and the product 11.4 as compared with
22.4 or 9.17 in favor of the Canadian as compared with the
American farmer. Take barley, during same two yeais ln

714



COMMONS DEBATES.
Ontario the average was 53-2 cents and the average pro.
duct 27-1, and in the States the price averaged 56 cents, but
the product was only 22 or a difference of 2-11 in
favor of the Ontario farmer. In oats, in Ontario, an aver-
age of 36 bushels per acre, at 31-7 cents per bushel as
against 26-55 bushels at 25-33 cents, on the other side of
the line; therefore both in quantity and in price the average
is in favor ot the home farmer. In rye, the quantity with
us is 16.2 bushels per acre as compared with 12 on the other
side, or 25 per cent. more in our favor, and the price with
us was 53 7 cents while that on the other side is 57-9 cents,
a resuit favorable to us to the extent of $1.80 per acre,
compared with the other side. In corn our product is ot
large, but our product is 66J bushels per acre to
24 on the other side, and the price 27 cents on
our mide against 24 cents on the other side, meaning $10
per acre in our favor. There can be no comparison in peas
as they are not grown to any considerable extent on the
other side. Hay aveiaged $9.77 per ton in Canada and in
the United States $8.71, showing a difference in favor of
the Canadians of $1.06 per ton. Potatoes 43 cents in On-
tario and 44 7 cents per bushel in the United States, the
average product here 123 bushels to the acre; in the
United tates only 77 bushels-the difference in our favor
being the erormous favor of $24.40 per acre. But compare
the prices in Ontario with New York and Michigan. Whoat
is 820 per acre in Ontario, in Michigan it is $Ib.17, in New
York $14.76. Rye, $8.96 in Ontario, $6.67 in Michigan,
87.37 in New York. Barley, 815.Z7 in Ontario, 813.98 in
Michigan, $15.62 in New York. Potatoes, $51.27 in On-
tario, $29.58 in Michigan, $25.20 in New York. lay
814.12 in Ontario, 812.85 in Michigan, 813.39 in New York.
Corn, 817.b6 in Ontario, $11.00 in Michigan, 817.00 in New
York. lu fact there is not a single article for those years
of which the value to the larmer was not greater in the
Province of Ontario than it was in the neighboring States
of New York and Michigan, according to the returns of
those two States. Now let us examine the benefit that
would accrue to the Canadian farmers from unrestricted
reciprocity or commercial union by the abolition of duties
on American produce imported into Canada. And here
let me say that if it i doue for the purpose of giving our
own people what our opponents cali the cheaper goods of
the manufacturers of the United States, don't you think
they should be in favor of extending the same principle to
British goods that are made so cheap that the manufacturera
of the United States dare not allow them in their country
but keep them out by an adverse tariff-the highest
in the world-so that we would get not ouly the
cheap goods of the States but the still cheaper
goods of England ? But no ; they lay down a
principle and chase the devil around the stump to avoid it.
Our opponents continually compare the energy business en-
terprise of Yankees and Canadians to the detriment of the
latter. The United States has been filled up and settled,
and even wealth and capital went into that country from
the whole civilised and uncivilised world at the time when
Canada had no special advantages to offer, no great North-
West, no help to settle her country by railway speed, and
stili we compare favorably with our cousins over the bor-
der in energy, purchasing power and business capacity.
Take the volume of trade of both countries for the year
1887:

United States Importa............$683,418,980
do Exporta.....................725,733,263

Total..... ..... , 1,409,152,243

Divide that sum by the population, 60,000,000, and we find
that the United States average $22.00 per head of their
population. Now, take the voume of trade for Canada for
thesame year :

Import............ ..... 112,892,236
Exporta........ ....... 89,515,811

Total ..... 202,408,047

Take our population at 5,000,000, or $40 per head of the
population, that so far as business energy, capacity and
purchasing power is concerned, we stand Mnu for Mnu
nearly one hundred per cent. ahead of our American
cousins. Now let us examine the benefits that would ac-
crue to Canadian farmers by the abolition of import daties
from the United States. The Americans exported in 1887,
$5.:3,073,774 of agricultural products, of which $184,-
000,000 was domestic merchandise, over and above what
they consumed. With such a showing what chance would
our farmers in that market already glutti d with a
surplus of the very products our farmers have to seil ?
Now what was the trade of our farmers in 1887 with the
Americans, on animals and their products ? We exported
to the United States $7,291,369, and of agricultural
products, 87,9,6,248. Taking the population of Canada at
5,000,000, or 1 000,000 families, or 600,000 farmers as the
gentlemen opposite say, the whole trade of each farmor
would bu about $25, less 86.25 duty or 818.75 per farmer,
not profit but the whole of bis trado out of which he makeî
either bis profit or bas a loss; but $,669,000 worth already
goes in fru of duty and a large portion of tbis trade would
cease as American similar products would come into
Canada on the duty being taken off. And for this are wu
to give up our present advantages and break up the ties
which bind us to the mother land ? This is not the sale of
a birtbhright, but the sale of a nation for a mess of pottage.
If the United States retaliate against us we are not at their
mercy. Wu can find other channels and other markets in
the mother country, in the colonies of the Empire, or in
foreign countries. In trading with countries that produce
goods required by us and which countries require our
products in exchange, it is to the mutual advantage of both.
For example, take those articles which we to so large aun
extent export to the United States, barley, cheese, butter,
horses and other animals, eggs, poultry and apples.
Great Britain imports of these $133,000,000 worth and
Canada now supplies but 815,000,000, leaving as free a
market to the Canadian as to the foreign farmer of 8118,-
000,000 worth a year. Of barley Great Britain
importe 33,200,000 bashels, Russia supplies one.half and
Canada supplied 7,000 bushels. The Dominion raises
23,000,000 bushel, consumes about 14,000,000 bashels
of barley, leaving 9,000,000 bushels for export each
year, nearly all of which goes to the United States.
Why is this ? Simply becauso England uses and requires
two-rowed barley for brewing purposes, and Cana-
dian farmers grow six.rowed for the (Jnitod States market;
and Russia, France, Norway, Sweden, Germany and Rou-
mania supply the English market. The United States
require 11,000,000 bushels more than they produce, and
England 3 1,000,000 bushels, and our farmers, by raising
two-rowed barley (as two-rowed and six.rowed barley cau.
not bu mixed for malting purposes), could have entrance
into a market three times as large as that of the United
States. As the price in England is one-third higher for
two.rowed barley than for six-rowed in thq States, and two-
rowed barley is more prolific than six-rowed, the product in
Carada, averaging 26 bushels to the acre, as against nine
busbels per acre in Russia. Of eggs Great Britain imports
$91,000,000 worth, but Canada sends ber not a dozen. Of
horses, Great Britain importa $1,000,000 per year, Canada
ouly supplies 853,000 worth-and so on with other articles.
Canada is not at the mercy of the United States; Canada
ie a prosperous country-the brightest gem in Britain's
Crown,-a country larger than the United States, with
illimitable resources; with untilled millions of acres,
capable of relieving Europe of her burdened millions, with
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her Provinces united into one grand confederation, banded
together by an iron band from ocean to ocean, under the
flag and protection of the greatest empire the world bas
ever seen. Canadians, if true to themelves, have before
them a glorions future. I will leave this subject alter
reading a despatch to the New York Tribune of 8th Febru-
ary, copied intp the March number of Massey's Illustrated
Journal, whose proprietor is certainly not unfriendly to
gentlemen opposite. It says:

I Instances are constantly cropping up which, in themselves, refute
the statements made by chronic grumblers, that farmers in Ontario are
worse off than their brethren in the States. Last month we referred to
the great distress existing amongst the farming population in Dakota,
and now it seems that the farmera in New Jersey are in a very bad way.
A despatch to the New York Tribune, of8th February, says: ' Many of
the best and oldest say they cannot make both ends meet, and that the
outlook is not encouraging. Many farmers have made assignments, and
others are in the bands of the sheriff. To add to their discomfiture, the
tomato crop, which has been their main stay, bas proved disastrous,
both as to quantity and price. For two seaqons the farmes have tr ed
to form a trust. Last year they were indifferent, and but f-w could be
persuaded to enter the combination to demand a higher price from the
cannng factories. and now the second season's meeting for that purpose
has proved a dismal failure. They sny they wili make their own sales
for whatever they can get. The cinners are consequently jubilant, and
are contracting with small farmers for $6 per ton and lets, this being
even a luwer figure than was obtained last year.' With a fine soit and
excellent climate it is difficult to understand why New Jersey farmers
shuid be in such a so.ry plight, when it is also taken into consideration
th t they have a market of 60,000,00) at their command. The condition
of farinera in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Wisconsin and oLher states is not
much better than that of the farmers of New Jersey. In view of these
facts well may we ask : What's the matter with Untario ? "

Our frieinds on the other side are continually crying out
agaitst what they term the extravagance of the present
Governmcnt and theincreusein the publie debt, and promise
retrenichment and economy if they succeed in carrying a
policy of unrestricted reciprocity, so as to avoid to some
extent recourse to direct taxation. We know what to
expect from those gentlemen, when we consider their
extravagance and wantof ecûoomy during the fivoyears they
were in power. Let us compare the iorease in the public
debt under eaci régime:
The net public debt......... ........... ..... ........................ $236,000,000
Deducting provincial debts a ssuied.. ................ ,...... 106,000,000

$130,000,000
Of which in 5 years under Reform régime it was increased.. 40,000,000
In 16 years uner the Conservative régime.................... 90,000,000
That i@, at the rate of 8 millions per years under hon,
gentlemen opposite, and 5Ô millions per annum under the
Conservative. And when you come to compare the public
works constructed by the present Goverrment with the St.
Frances Locks, the Kaminietiquia jobs and the Neebing
lotel, a standing or falling monument in the wilderuess
to-day of Reform economy.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is worth to-day five times the
sum paid for it.

Mr. MADILL. It is occupied by the rats and the bats.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). You are using it now.
Mr. MADILL. Therefore we may know, what to expect

in the shape e1 retrenchment at their hands. But they ex.
cuse their increase of the public debt on the ground that
they were carrying out the contracts made by their prede-
cessore, but as tbey cancelk d contracts, made and retendered
on their own responsibility, they cannot evade the charge.
Therefoie unrestricted reciprocity would bring us face to
f4ce with direct taxation. And although, of late, our
friends opposite seem to avoid eaying mucti about it ; is it
not the policy of the party and their organ up to last Satur-
day ? Wby, only in July last, before the Privy Council in the
Ontario lands case, the bon. member for West Durham, the
ex-leader ana the ablest r.nember of the Opposition, expressed
hie conviction in these words:

"These revenues are mainly provided froma one potential and two
actual sources The actual sources arethe Oominion èubsidy and the
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revenues from the lands. The potential source le the power of direct
taxation-a power which was not expected to be much exercised, which
it was thought would not be required, and which, in faet, bas hardly
been used ; partly from an ignorant impatience of direct taxation, and
partly from an uninformed conviction, that whatever the Province
could secure by Dominion subsidy would be clear gain to the Province.

Surely his convictions must be very strong for direct taxa.
tion when he calls the impatience of those not in favor of
it as ignorant, and their convictions uninformed. In the
Globe of 14th August, 1888, we find also an article in favor
of direct taxation. Commenting upon this article, the
Monetary Times says:

" The price of land in the old settlements of Ontario, except in the
neighborhood of the cities, when not retrograde is stationary. Under
any circumstances it would be equally preposterous and injust to talk
of throwing all the taxes of the country on the land, in the actual con-
dition of things, it is little short of insanity."

Upon this the Globe says:
" About the greatest nonsense that can ha talked on the taxation

question is to say that the placing of all the taxea on the land would
incrase the burdens of the farmer. The farmer is beginning to under-
stand that, under our indirect taxation system, there is stolen from him
by the Goverment, and by Government authorised monopolies, about
three or four times as much money per annum as any Government would
dare to impose were the taxation direct, and collected in cash from ttue
landowner. No class of the community would be more advantaged
than the farmer by direct taxation imposed upon the land only."

That is the view of their leadinig organ up to last Saturday.
Now, what does the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) say on this question ? The hon.
lender of the Opposition says he is only the follower of the
hon. member for South Oxford on this question; and as the
follower leads the leader, the policy imposed on the leader
by the follower must with be accepted by him. It is with
ail due respect for the leader of the Opposition, the old story
of the tail wagging the dog. The hon. member for South
Oxford says:

" We will suppose, for argument's sake, that we have to face this
bugbear of direct transaction-direct taxation-be it remembered, not
for ail our revenue-but a trifiing portion cf it alone. Now, Sir, I have
to call the attention of the H ouse in thatconnection to certain important
facts. Firet of all, no man who bas paid any attention to this subject
w 11, I tbink, dare to deny the fact, which I thiuk is recognised by every
political economist, that direct taxation properly levied takes a great
deal less out of the pockets of the ppople than indirect taxation, levied
as our systemof indirect taxation is levied now. Sir, I desire to say that
in my judgment, we ought not. I do not think this Government would
dare, I do not think any other Government would wish to add by
direct taxation one far thing or one penny to the taxes that now press
most heavily on the agricultural classes, on the fisherman, on the minera,
on the lumberman, on ail the great producing classes in this community.
I sbhall be prepared to prove in some detail at the proper time and place,
that among the many faults with which our system abounds, perhaps
the greatest is this: that under it the hardworking industrious thrifty
man is taxed enormously out of proportion to hie carnings; and I say
that with a sy.tem of direct taxation, if yon must have recourse to it
(although I doubt greatly whether you need witlh proper economy have
recourse to it) that crying inj ustice muet be redressed, and the respectable
well to do, moneyed classes must be made to pay their fair proportion-
no more sould be asked-to the burdens of tue country."

Now, why all these declarations, declamations, special plead-
ing and arguments of the leadars of the Opposition, and
their late organ, if rot to pave the way for direct taxation,
which would as they know be hand-in-hand with their
scheme of unrestricted reciprocity, and certainly is part of
their policy ? Now, as I represent an agricultural con-
stituency, i wish to consider this question from the farmer's
standpoint. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman that
the farmers pay more taxes under the present system of in-
direct taxation, but considerably less. Nearly everything
a farmer eats, uses or wears is untaxed. He raises his own
wbeat, ho has it ground into flour; hie own wife makes his
bread; he raises his own butter, his own beef and his own
pork; his tea and his coffee come in free; ho raises his own
milk, makes his own cheese, raises his own sheep, and his
own wool with which ho makes his own clothes; and even
on the lower grades of sugar used by the farmer, the me-
chanic or the workingman, there is a lower tax than there
was before the introduction of the National Policy. The
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farmer wishes 1o sc thing as direct taxation, which
would tell uniairly on him. By unrestricted reciprocity the
duties would be taken off exports from the United States
into nada, a loss to our revenue of over $7,000,000 per
annum, whilst a large quantity of American gooda would
under a free tariff take the place of and reduce theimpor-
tation of the $20,U0,000 worth of British and foreigu goodes
to at least one-half; so that our revenue would suffer to the
extent of 815,000,000 or more, and this would have to be
met by direct taxation. The economy cry of our opponents
in the light and memory of the years of their ad-
ministration is only a " will of-the-wisp." Now, Mr.
Speaker, I will tell you why the greater portion of
the taxes under a system of direct taxation would bear
unduly on the farmer. The millions worth of exempted
property would bear ino share of this assessment. It would
rest on income and assessable real estate. Take the case
of two men, A. and B. Each has a sum of $5,000. A. invests
his 85,000, at, say, 6 per cent. interest. B. invests his 65,000
in a farm. The assesor cornes around and asks A. what his
income is. A. answers $5,000 at 6 per cent. means an
income of $300 per annum. The assessor says I cannot
assess you at all, because income is exempt up to $400. He
goes to B. and asys: I must assess you at the actual cash
value of your farm, and as you paid $5,000 cash for it I muet
a$sess you at $5,000. The collector cornes around and has
no claim against A., but goes to B. the farmer and says
the ratie of taxation is 7 mills on the dollar (a low average),
and his assessment of $5,000 at 7 mills means 835. So the
farner pays $35 direct tax and his neighbor equally
wealthy, pays nothing. But an hon. member- of North
Norfolk, I think-said they would get at the rich man by
taxiDg over $1,0b, and it would not be so heavy on mon of
moderate means. But it would be more disastrous to the far-
mer, because a farmer with a farm worth $14,000 in that case
would pay a tax on it of $98, whilst the money lender's
income on 814,000 at 6 per cent. would be $840 and exempt.
So that direct taxation would be disastrous to the farmers,
and they will have noue of it. Aud unrestricted reciprocity
will not be supported by the farmers who think and con-1
eider the question from a farmers' standpoint. But we
could make no such commercial bargain vwith the Unitedi
States and remain a part of the British Empire, for under(
the treaty between Britain and Germany now in force1
German goods are te go into the colonies of Britain on the1
sUme ternis,. s the goods of ary foreiga nation and would1
be exported into Canada on the ame terms as the Unitedi
States goods. But this is unly another of the many cries of
our friends of the Opposition, whenver one fails anotheri
cry is raised, until at lust the list being exhausted they c
are forced to take up and adopt the bantling of unrestricted t
recipiocity. They 'have adopted to ho discarded succes-
sively: free trade, revenue tariff, French domination, inci-
dental protection, commercial union and unrestricted
reciproçity, and remind us of the words of Tennyson:

"An infant crying in the uight,
An infant crying for the light,
And with ne language but a cry.'

Mr. RUDSPETH. I do not intend to trouble the louseç
at any length, but it seems necessary in this debate tha t
every person should sy something. I suppose the reason t
is obvious. If we do not the local papers in our constitu- b
encies will put us down as dumb dogs. It is thereforen
necesary every man should rise to speak whether ho carn a
throw any new light on the important resolution before us t
or not. I am sure tiat I am candid, and that I cannot be d
found fault with on the score of lacking that quality. I 
have two olbjection» to unrestricted reciprocity, against i
which I have not yet heard any good reasons. uOne i that, a
in my opinion, if unrestricted recipiocity was granted te us v
by 4 i taW St4 e, it would tend toweaken ilnot dia-I(

solve altogetlwr tbe bonde with the mother conistry. Thm,
to my mind, is ioh a atrong objection that whatever
arguments hon. gentlemen opposite bring to show that,
from a financial stand point, it would be beneficial to the
country, I would never allow that consideration to weigh
against my strong feeling towards the mother land.
The other objection is that if the proposition is a sound
one, it will in the end load to annexation, and instead
of building up upon this nothern continent a country
of our own, a Greater Britain, we would become oimply
outlying States under the Union, and that pousibility no lover
of his country can contemplate with any pride whatever.
It struck me, to place this matter in a practical view, that
if this resolution were adopted it would necessarily lessen
the bonds binding us to the mother country in thie way:
Supposing we had unrestricted reciprooity, there is no doubt
that our tariff would require to be as low as the tari ff of the
United States. If that were not the case ail goods coming
in from countries in Europe would come to Canada if we
had a lower tariff than the United States, and thon find
thoir way by smuggling into the United Statos. Thorefore
I think it is a reasonable proposition, which cannot be con-
troverted, that, should we have unrestricted reciprocity
with our noiglbors, our tariff against foreign imported
goods must be the same as theirs. What would be the
resuit? We know vory well now that the port of New
York bas quietly absorbedi ait the trade of the other Atlan-
tic ports or nearly so, arnd we bave had, according to the
Trade and Navigation Reports for the fiscal year ending 30th
June, 1898, 438 vessels carrying 378,157 tons of freigbt
coming in from Great Britain to the ports of Quebec and
Montreul. Wo had, during the same period, 440 vesels
carrying fromn Canada 456,420 tuns of freight for Great
Britain. There is an immense trade that we are gradually
building up bd t ween our St. Lawrence ports and Great Bri-
tain. I imagine that were we to have unrestricted reciprocity
there would be no reason why vessele should corne out from
British ports to Moitreal and Quebec whon they would not
bring to us the goods they do now, because I approhend
that, were we to have this policy in this country, our im-
ports from England would very materially decline. In that
case, they could not send out thoir ships to M.eotreal and
Quebec, for the sake of tskirng home, simply cattle and
horses, and othor things which we export. It would not be
profitable to end ships to a country wberu they would
have only a cargo one way. lI order to make it pay, they
must have a cargo both waym; and, if England did not
supply us with manufactured goods, as she does, she would
not send us those thips ud take our cattle and other pro-
duuts. Theref.re, our trade would find its way to
the port of New York, and the magnifiont trade
which is growing up betwien our ports and Liver-
pool would soon corne to an end. It seems to
me that there would b no object for England any longer
to send cargoes and ships to the St. Lawrence porte, and
they would naturally go to New York and that would
absorb our trade. From a Canadian point, I think that is
4 great argument against unrestricted reciprocity. I am,
assuming that a large trade would be developed
with tie United States, but 'I am doing that for
he sake of argument. There are two sides to that ques.
ion, but, asuming that we would bonefit to a great extent
by that trade with our noighbors, we would lose a great deal
more than we would gain, and the question is whother we
are gradually to drift mito becoming a part of the Union, or
o remain as we are, growing up as a nation by ourselves,
eveloping our trade and extending it, as the Government

may see fit in the interests of Canada, or to throw ourselves
nto the hands of the United States and build up a Wall
gainst the mother country. For these reasons I shall
ote against the resolution of the hon, member for Sou1Jt
Oxfor.t (Sir Richard Cartwright).
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Mr. SEMPLE. Although a great deal bas been said on

this question, and a great many figures have been given,
and such as I will quote relate exçlusively to the trade of
the country, and the subject is a wide one and has not yet
been exhausted, I do not intend to trouble the House witb
many figures Facts deduced from figures taken from blue-
books and other reliable sources are more important than
deductions from fancy. I address you as a representative
of a farming constituency, and, having been engaged in the
sale of grain and oth, r farm products for 35 years, I have
had every opportunity of knowing from experience the
state of the markets for that pei iod of time Perhaps it
may not be amis@ for me to state the cause of the prosperity
of the country. It is true this country bas been very pros-
perous some years ago, but prosperity dos fnot exist at
present in the rural parts of the country, and those who
speak of great prosperity existing at the present time
represent the towns and cities, but I am sorry to say this
prosperity is not experienced in the rural parts of the
country. That prosperity was caused by the industry, self-
denial and perseverance of the people of this country. I
am speaking of the prosperity of western Ontario. In re.
gard to the other parts of the Dominion, such as New
Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, the re-
presentatives of those Pi ovinces can speak for themselves;
but the reason why Ontario prospered so rapidly was due
in the past to the industry and the hard work of the
farmers, who went into the country and cleared the land,
and made the roads and bridges, and did everything that
was necessary until they made the country what it is to.
day, and I think'its appearance now is a monument to those
who went in there and preceded us. Previous to 1854, the
foundation had been laid for prosperity. But we had not
attained it owing to the restrictions on our trade; but after
that time it took a great advance, when that eminent states-
man, Lord Elgin, then Governor General of Canada, origin-
ated the idca of free trade in natural products with the
United States, and through bis efforts what is known as
the Reciprocity Treaty, which caused so much prosperity
in Canada, was put in operation. To show this fact,I will
read a few figures showing bow quickly the immense
trade established with our neighbors in the Uniteri States
was secureu by the Reciprocity Treaty of 1851. The
following were our exporta to the United States for the
years mentioned :-

1850 ........ ,........ .......... ,................. .................. $ 5,644,462
1854...................8,931,904
1855. .... ......... 15,136,734
1856............. ......... ..... 21,310,420
1857.....................22,124,295
1858......... ............................ 15,806,579
1859....................19,7à7,55I
1860 ..................................... 23,851t381
1861. ......... ...... "....... 24,331,335
1862.. ................................. 19,829,253
1863 .......................... .......... 24,021,264
1861................................ 38,922,015
186536................. ........ .... 3,176,977
1866.............................. .. 5U,704,959

That shows an increase from 83,931,904 in 1851 to $54,704-
959 in UE66. That was an enormous increase in exports in
a few years. We received that amount of money, and the
reason was that the United States was at that time our best
market; the people there were the beast customers we had
for what we had to sell; and, in the year following the
abrogation of the treaty, we received from the United
States $21,100,781 less ithan we did in 1866, the lest
year of the treaty. Theso figures are taken from John-
son's statistics, prepared by an officer of the Govern-
ment, and no doubt they are reliable and cannot be refuted ;
and they testify to the prosperity of this country during
the sixteen years this treaty was in operation. Those who
have seen the prosperity of this country during the time
that treaty was in operation would like to see the same
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occur again. There are only two conditions to be fulfilled
to have unrestricted trade with the Uniied States. The
first is that the United States are favorable to a trade
arrangement with us, and the second, that the people
of this country are favorable to that trade arrangement.
Last year tbe hon. Finance Minister told us that while
the idea of unrestricted reciprocity would not be enter-
tained or even discussed, be had not met a statesman,
or any man of importance in either of the two parties
of the United States, but would hold up both hands for
commercial union. So you see they admit the principle ;
and Mr. Hitt's resolution is in the same direction. We are
told by some hon. gentlemen in the House in regard to the
subject of Imperial Federation, that once the principle is
conceded, it will be easy to arrange the details; so that if the
main question is conceded regarding our trade between this
country and the United States, I do not think there is any-
thing that will prevent us from having unrestricted trade
carried ont. The resolution of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) la in the direction of find-
ing out the feeling of the people in both countries, and if
arrangements can be arrived at beneficial to the trade of
both countries. The resolution reads as follows:-

" Resolved that in view of the recent action of the House of Represen-
tatives of the United States, it is expedient that steps should be taken
to ascertain upon what terme and conditions arrangements can be effected
with the United States for the purpose of securing full and unrestricted
reciprocity therewith "

Now, extracts have been read from papers of the United
States expressing the opinion that the outcome of unre-
stricted reciprocity would be annexation. Several hon.
gentlemen have referred to a statement Inade by a Mr.
Murray, of Boston. It appears that his îddress has been
sent round this country in order to post hon. gentlemen
opposite on the great subject. But he appears to have no
ofh cial capacity whatever; he represents himself only. No
doubt bis lectures have been very fluent, and made to
suit the crowd, and his great object is to say something
that will please the people; but, so far from having any
political weight, his opinions have none whatever. Now, I
will read you an extract from a speech by a celebrated
statesman and orator in Great Britain, touching in a few
words both on the subject of Imperial federation, our rela-
tions with the United States, and our relations with the
mother country. This gentleman says :

" Now there waa a rather lively and plucky nobleman (Lord Rose-
berry) who had recently been making speeches on two subjects-one
the reform of the House of Lords, and the other on Imperial Federation
These, as a contractor would say, were two very long jobs-(laughter)
-and as to the former no doubt opinion would grow, and some good
might be done some day, but as to Imperial Federation he thought the
whole scheme impossible, and no better than a dream. * 0 *
If they were in the extreme east of the Dominion of Canada with their
back to the Atlantic, and looked straight across the continent to the
Pacific they would have an imaginary line of near 3,000 miles in length:
on the right, the north, they would have five millions of Canadians,
and un the south they would have 60,000,000 of the population of the
United States. Now, what had these people done ? The 60,000,000 of
the population of the United States had built up along the whole length
ot this 3,000 miles a wall, not of brick or of stone, but of Acts of Con-
gress, and they called it by the general name of " tariff,' and on the
other side, the 5,000,000 of Canadiens had built a wall also of the same
lengtb, and pretty nearly of the same beight, and they called that also
" tarif; " but these walls were there for the purpose of intercepting
commerce between the 60,000,000 on the south and the 5,000,000 on the
north, and the 5,000,000 on the north had done another thing. They
had turned a corner, and run their tarif on the eastern coast of the con-
tinent northward, and thus have done their best alo, to a large exteut,
to ahut eut commerce with the mother country. That was a fair state-
ment of the unwisdom of our kinsmen on the other aide of the Atlantic.
But this system-as systems so atupid and foolish generally did-failed
tO give satisfaction. On the northern aide of the country the Cana-
dians ccmplained that they were shut out from free commerce
with the 60,000,000 of neighbors in the south, and of course some
persons in the south complained that they were shut out by this
tarif barrier from the trade they might have with the millions of the
Canadian population, and the Canadians said that their trade was
blocked and, in point of fact, they were very badly treated, and that they
ould not buy things they would like to buy and cannot Bell things they
would like to sell. They neither buy ner sell with fredomn, and the
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were greatly dissatisfied, and they wished those barriers te be thrown
down. Well, that was a very sensible wisb, and he was rfectl
certain that whatever argumente might be laid against them they wil
be thrown :down. (Oheers.) ' • • • •
He bad no belief in this scheme of federation, but had the greatest possi-
ble beliet in the great future of those colonies and in their future also.
He hoped there would be strengthened the amicable connection with
this country Might they not hope for the highest and noblest federa.
tion to be established among us? Under different Go-ernments it might
be; but united by race, by sympathy, by freedom of industry, and by
communion of interests, and by perpetual peace, they might help to
lead the world to that better time which we longed for and which we
believe in (Cheers.)"

Now, Sir, those were the words of the Hon. John Bright,
a gentleman who understands our position exactly.
Prices of oats and wheat have been quoted at the prices
paid in Toronto, Buffalo and Chicago, to prove that they
are lower in the United States than this country. We
make no claim to gain in those articles, therefore there can
be no argument as far as these gains are concerned. I will
now read a quotation from Sir Lyon Playfair to show that
the contentions of advocates of the National Policy making
a home market is not a fact, as far as the staplo articles
farmers have to sell is concerned, and that policy does not
increase the price of articles of which we have a surplus.
He said :

"1Not many years ago the freigbt from New York to Liverpool was 12
cents to 15 cents per bushel, while now it is from 5 cents to 7 cents,
and owing to extreme competition the inland freights have undergone
even greater reduction, and similar reductions have taken place aIl over
the world, the effect of these changes bas been to destroy local markets
and to consolidate all into one mirket, that is the world.''

Coming from so high an authority, that disposes of the talk
about a local market for the staple articles that farmers
have to sell. We make no claim for an increased price for
wheat. oats and peas. Our contention is that under unres-
tricted reciprocity a large gain would accrue to the farmers
of the country from the sale of their horsee, barley, lean
cattle, sheep, poultry, hay, potatoes, hides and skins, and
wool-for these, the only market worthy of a name, is the
United States, and the amount of these articles our farmers
have to dippose of, does not depress the market for these
things in the United States or reduce the price. In 1887-88
the following amounts and produce were exported:-

Product. Quantity. Value. Duty.

HEorses, No........... .............. 19,925 2,402,31 480,474
Barley, bush. ................ 9,360,521 6,488,317 936,052
Lean Cattle, No................40,047 648,178 129,635
8heep, No............................... 353,991 1,027,410 205,482
Poultry ................... .................. 122,222 24,444
Hay, tons........................ ........ 84,068 800,068 168,136
Potatoes, bush...... .............. 2,486,441 957,570 372,966
Hides and Skins................... ...... 515,220 101,041
Wool,lb...... .............. 3,334,601 614,214 122,842

Total....................................... 13,575,570 2,541,075

The grain, cattle and other articles were sent to the dis-
tributing points in the United States and $2,541,075 was
paid in duty before the market wasreached. Without duty
the same price would have been paid, and this large sum
would have gone into the pockets of the farmers of the
country and have been distributed among the manufacturera
and rrerchants of the country. In making the quotation
from Sir Lyon Playfair, the Argument adduced that the
United States raising the large amount of grain would flood
the markets of the country is disposed of by an examination
of the Trade and Navigation Returns for 187b. These will
stili further dispel the delusion:

ExPoaTED from Canada, 1878.

Article. B e

$ets. S $
Barley....................... ........ ..... 0 59 7,267,899 4,315,739
Indian Corn. ........ 0 78 655 517
Oats...... .... ...... ..... ................ ... 0 41 2,.40,06J 959,985
Peau ............... ..... O...... ....... 0 82 2.420,014 1.934,101
Wheat............................... v....... 1 24 4,393,b35 5,.76,195

Besides other articles, making a total of $18,008,751.

l

-

Article.

Indian Corn. ..... .... ........
Wheat ........... ...... .............

Total. ........ ........ ............

Per
Buthel.

$ ots
0 67
1 51

...........

$ 9
3 996945 2677772

6,254,9334,116,700

On the wheat a gain of 27 cents per bishel, 01,111,240 being
the profit made by deailers in handling wheat. It would
take a long time to hurt the couritiy ty such transactions.
The value of th>3 corn was • 7 coins por bushol, and ibe
peas 82 cents, being 15 cents per bushel mo)re for peas
than corn, and it bas often been found to be an advantage
to the farmer when corn came into this country free to sell
oats and peas and buy corn. A shrewd farmer iiformed
me he had bought corn at 47 cents per bushel and sold
his oats at 50 cents per bushel. This, to the farmer I bave
mentioned, was a great advantage, as he always feeds a
large number of cattle for the British market. But raising
wheat for export need give the Ontario farmers little con-
cern. The total of wheat exported from the Dominion in
1887-88 was of the value of $1,878,1.5; of oats, $58,185, or
a total of 81,936,380. While of eggs there were exported
$2,119,844 worth, or $183,464 obtained more for eggs than
wheat and oats. Eggs have increased wonlerfully in the
last ton years under unrestricted trade in that article.-

Value.
1878. ............ ......... $ 664,574
1887-88................. .................. ... ............. ......... 2,119,844

Gain in ton years...................... 1,455,270

Where the farmers have made a great gain in the last ton
years is in the export of animals and products:

Value.
1878............................ $14,019,754
1888 ... .................................. 25,620,369

An inerease of.................... .. $11,601,512

There is more need nw than in 1878 for corn to come
into Canada free, as more peas and oats could then be sold
and corn could be got any time from the large granaries in
the United States. There need be no dread of direct taxa-
tion, as predicted. In 1878 the idea of the Government
of the day was to stop all imports coming irnto this country.
If that had been done as it was intended thee would be
nothing but direct taxation; but the goods wore never
stopped coming in. If the tarmers of the country were
prosperous they would be able to buy more goods and pay
more duty on the goods imported. It bas been said far-
mers pay very little duty or indirect taxation; thon I would
like to know what clas of the community pay the largest
amount of the $22,000,000 of duty recoived from oustoms
and excise. The farmers are the most numerous clasa in
the oommunity, and I think they pay by far the largest
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part of this amount, besides the amount they have to pay to the
manufacturers, who arrange their prices to be the same as
goods manufactured outside of Canala, with the duty added,
and it wouli make very little difference to them whether
they paid that tax to the tax gatherer or to the Custom house
officer. Under our preFent high system of taxation every.
thing that the farmers use or consume bas to pay a heavy
duty. When the duty was put on iron the manufacturers
met in conclave and decreed an advance of from ten to
twenty por cent. on the articles they manufactured, and
everytbing that is made of iron or steel and which is used
by the farmors has to pay this heavy tax and bas to come
out of their profits. The farmer's reaping machine, mow.
ing machine, plows, barrows, seed drills, sulky rakes,
waggons, sleighs, buggies, cutters, axes, spades, shovels,
hoes and scythes, and everything he uses or handles. An
increased price bas to be paid for wire to fence the farm,
for stoves to warm the bouse in the winter, and nails and
building material, besides the euhanced price paid for sugar,
cottons, woollens, coffee, raisins and other articles-every-
thing he can use and everything that ho handles is heavily
tared. Another question was touched on to-night which is
of the utmost importance to the Province of Ontario: that
is the policy of c')nstructing and subFidising railways
adopted by the Government. We were askod last year to
vote, $'750000 for the construction of the Oxford and New
Glasgow Railway, and this year we shallh be asked to vote
$300,000 more, making 81,050.000 for this railway. Last
year we also voted 8900,000 for the construction of the
Cape Breton Railway, and this yoar we will be asked for
8700,000 more, making 81,500,000, or $2,550,000 for these
two railways. I believe that this policy of constructing
and subsidising railways in the Provinces is against the
solemn compact entered into at Confederation. I cannot
see what right the Dominion Government bas to construct
or subsidise those provincial railways, and it seems to me
like plunder to take the money from the pockets of the
people of Ontario to build railroads in other Provinces
which the people of Ontario receive no benefit from what.
ever, after baving built their own railway with funds1
purely provincial. The small amount of aid given byi
the Dominion Government in subsidies was only an excuse
for the purpose of extracting more money to be given
the other Provinces It is unjust that the people of Ontariot
sbould be called upon to pay larger sums than any1
other Province for the construction and subsidising of rail-i
roade which they will never see, although they hear of1
them and feel the expense they are to them. I notice aiso
in a return which I moved for in the louse last Session,1
that since 1880 the large sum of $16,385,565 was voted asi
subsidies to railways. The Provinces of the Dominioni
received out of this sum 812,538,765, and Ontario's1
share of that was only 83,846,800. It bas been shown byf
an excellent authority, who was capable to deal with1
figures, that Ontario pays half of the direct taxation oft
this country, and when we see that it does not receive one.
third of the money invested in these roads we are able to
realise the injustice of this policy in the construction and(
subsidising of railways. The construction of the two rail-d
ways I have mentionel is an outrage on the Provincet
of Ontario, and it is really amazing that the members from
Ontario have said so little about matters which afect thei
taxation of that Province. Ontario bas been termed ther
milch cow of the Dominion, and I believe that is the case;1
but I am sorry to say that our Conservative friends from
that Province are so wrapped up in the bonds of partyismc
that they do not care for anything in particular, so long ast
the present Government is in power. As several gentlemen
wish to speak in this debate I do not care to be tedious to
the flouse by prolonging my remarks, and I shall therefores
close.1

Kr. SEzKTi.ç

Mr. HAGGART. At this late period if the debate I shall
confine the remarks which I intend to nake as blosely as
possible to the question which is under discussion. O the
motion that you, Mr. Speaker should leave thé Ohair, tbere
was a motion moved in amendment by the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) that in the light of
a resolution that bas been passed by the House of Represen.
tatives, declaring in favor of ctnmetcial union with
Canada, immediate measures should be taken to bring
about unrestricted free trade between this country and
the States. I was curions to know what meaning the gen-
tiemen on the other side put upon unrestricted free trade.
We had themr coming forward last year for unrestricted
reciprocal interchange of manufactures and natural pro.
ducts, and a short time previonsly they were engaged in
advocating commercial union. But the Opposition dropped
commercial union because the history of all countries
shows that commercial union means a Zollverein for the
purpose of interchange of commodities between different
nations, and the result of all Zollvereins or commercial
Unions of that kind, tends to a political union. Gentle-
men opposite found that that policy was an unpopular one
througbout the country, and they changed then to unres-
tricted Reciprocity or the interchange of commodities be-
tween the two countries baving a common tariff as against
all other coungries. The meaning which those gentlemen
who have spoken on the other side have put on unrestricted
trade relations with the United States, I fnd to-night is
the same meaning as they put on unrestricted reoiprocity.
I can only use the arguments advanced by the member
for Rouville (Mir. Gigault) and the member for Toronto
(Mr. Cockburn), who showed that if unrestricted reci-
procity means anything it must mean commercial union.
if you bave unrestricted reciprocity between the two
countries there must be a similarity of tariffs against
other countries. This would make it the same as
commercial union, because if yon bave not a similarity of
tariffs one of the countries whieh bas the fixing of its own
tariff might admit articles at a lesser rate than the other
party to the arrangement. For that reason two nations
agreeing or trying to agree upon a commercial interchange
of commodities between them, unless they did something
that no private individuals would do, would insist upon
some fundamental basis by whieh the be ,im which
were expected to accrue would inure after the arrange-
ment. Let us see what the resuit would be if we had
the fixing of our own tariff. In the United States the
iron industries are protected to the very highest extent
with a duty of from 86 to $17 per ton upon iron. Suppose
we wanted to introduce into this country steel rails, upon
which, if my memory serves me rightly, there is a duty of
816 a ton in the United States, and instead of taking them
frem the United States we chose to take themn frolt the
British Isles, and were to put a duty upon them of 82 a
ton, which we have the right to do, according to the
meaning these hon gentlemen put upon unrestricte recipro-
city ? The resuit would be that we would buy our rails from
Great Britain and prevent an interchange in that commo-
dity, at any rate, with the United States. Wouli not
the United SLates, in making a bargain with us, simply
state, if you are to bave unrestricted trade relations with
us, yôu tnust have à reciprocal tariff? A reciprocal tariff
means commercial union; and as the hon. membcr for
Northumberland and other hon, gentlemen opposite admit,
commercial union would finally end in the politicai union
of the two countries. Let us look at the statement of
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Chirlton)
who does not conceive his proclivities; the statement of
Goldwin Smith, who is the author of that scheme; the
statement of every gentleman of note on the other side,
who admit that the offect of unrestricted reciprocity or
commercial union will beau asiilation of the two coun,
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tries politically and otherwise. Goldwin Smith, in his
speech in East Northumberland, said: "I am not a poli.
tician, I do not care what the gentlemen cati the measure
at prescnt before the country, but I call it commercial
union ; there is no difference, and no intelligent man in
the country can draw a distinction between unrestricted
reciprocity and commercial union; I am in favor of com-
mercial union, because the effect of it will be the union
politically of the two great Anglo-Saxon nations that in-
habit this continent." And do not the American people
give the saie meaning to it ? Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site accuse us of always raising the loyalty cry when
this proposition is brought before the people. We
simply tel] the people the effect of the policy they pro-
pose. We know that the great mass of the supporters of
hon. g<ntleman opposite are loyal, and we appeal to their
loyalty and show theni that this proposition would have an
effect contrary to their wishes. Is that not a legitimate
argument to uge ? I know the loyalty of my countrymen,
who are the backbone of the party opposite, both in intelli-
gence and in support, is no lip loyalty. When they joined
the Empire, they bad no mental reservation; it was with
their hearts, and every vote they give throughout the country
will be one for its perpetuation; and we have only to point
out to them that the proposition of hon. gentlemen opposite
will have a contrary effect in order to leave these gentle-
men without a following. They have seen this themselves.
The first proposition they introduced for the consideration
of the people was commercial union. It did not go down.
Then they changed it to unrestricted reciprocity. That was
a failure too. It is now unrestricted trade relations with
the United States. That will be dropped, silently dropped,
too, Mr. Speaker, and the next thing we wili hear of will
be an interchange of raw materials btween the two
countties. They are preparing themselves for a change of'
base, because they know that their supporters throughout
tbe ountry will notfollowthem in thepolicy they propound.
The first resolution these gentlemen introduced in the louse
this Session was one in favor of our having the right to make
our own treaties. It was almost laughed out of the louse.
Would the Biitish nation be so foolish as to concede us the
right to make our own treaties-a nation which bas pro-
tected us in every respect, and which gives u4 the advan-
tages of its power and ifluence througbout the whole
world ? Would it, in the hour of difficulty, when it might
be at war with a foreign nation, allow us the right to make
a treaty with the nation it was fighting with ? If we had
the right to make our own treaties, we would have the right
to do this. The proposition was too absurd. Now, what are
the arguments these hon.gentlemen furnish in support of the
proposition they now offer us ? They describe this country
in the words of Goldwin.Smith, in the words of the hon.
member for North Norfolk, as a helpless country lining the
nortb shore of the St. Lawrence, and stretcbing from the
Atlantic to the Pacifie, whose natural markets and natural
instincts conneet them with the people to the south. They
describe the wonderful progress of that country; they speak
of the number of men they could put in the field, the amount
of wealth they possess, and the extent of their internal
commerce; they give a glowing description of it, and at
the same time point to the poverty of our own country and
to the inabiiity of our own people to do anything. Let
me tell the hon. gentlemen who spoke in thatway that the
Empire to which we belong is the greatest and most
powerful nation the world bas ever known. A single one
of its possessions is a more powerful and a richer country
than the whole of that country to the south, which they
talk about so much. India alone, with its 360,000,000 peo
pie, has more. wealth than the United States; it has an
army of 400,000 trained brown men, and 2,000,000 besides
who live by arms; ard if the system which prevails in
some European countrios were adopted here, theycould put
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in the field, because they have the wealth and the resources
to back it, an army of 20,00o,000 men. The British Empire
could put an army in the field capable, not only of defend-
ing its colonies and itself, but capable of conquering the
world. The hon. member for North Norfolk describes the
internal resources of the United States, and points out what
a great benefit would flow to our people by opening the
markets of that immense country to our productions. He
said its internal commerce amounted to thirty-two billions
of dollars. The figures rather startled and astonisbed me,
when I heard the statement. Divide that amnunt with
the population of the United States as given by the
census, and it gives an internal trade to every man, womau
and child in the country of $650. Now, that statement was
made by Mr. Switser, the chief statistician of the United
States, but when I looked at bis authority, I found that it

i was reduced one-half. L prefer to take the statistics quoted
by the hon. gentleman himself, those of Mulhali, as to the
resources and wealth of the two countries. Mulhall states
that the annual earnings of the people of Canada average
£38 sterling a year per capita, and the average annual earn-
ings of the people of the United States £t4 sterling a year
per capita. We were then without statisties from British
Columbia and Manitoba, where everybody knows the per
capita earnings of the people are far groater than they
are in the older Provinces. Take those into consideration
and you will find that the wealth per capita of the people of
Canada is as great as that of the people of the United States.
We are in every respect as well off, as happy, contented
and prosperous, [ believe, as the people to the south of us.
Now, Mr. Speaker, what advantages are to be gained from
a union with that country ? We cannot change our
allegiance simply by a resolution of these people oppo-
site. What the Government of this country always pro-
posed and always intended to do was to trade fairly and
equitably with the people to the south of us. We are
willing to enter into negotiations for the reciprocal inter-
change of commodities consistent with the protection
which we have given to the manufactures and industries
of our country. ion. gentlemen opposite say look at
the devolopment of our mines which it would give; look at
the development of our copper and silver and iron. Why,
do hon. gentlemen muppose that the people of the United
States wili admit our iron ore and our minerals into their
territory free, without some corresponding advantages be-
ing obtained by thern? Would there be a single pound of
iron ore smelted in the United States, if they had free trade
with the rest of the world ? Would not the people of Great
Britain supply them with iron ? Would not tbe ores from
some parts of England, from some parts of Spain anyway,
enter mto competition and put an end to the development of
the mines in that country ? They are not going to open
their territories to our minerais without some correspond-
ing advantage, and that advantage will be that they will
bave the monopoly in this country of manufactures andcom-
moi ce. The resaIt would be the closing down of the manu-
factures we have established and the transfer of the com-
merce of Montreal and Toronto to the large cities of the
United States. It would wipe out the industries we have
established throughout this country, and when those were
wiped oat, even if we had unrestricted reciprncity
without any chance or expectation, as bon, gentlemen
opposite say, of political union, could we rely on the con-
tinuance of that policy ? The moment the Americans chose
to say to us tiat they would no longer oontinue the system
in vogue, the resnIt would be that we would be left without
manufactures and without commerce, and would have to
commence all these things anew. The sequence to the
proposition the gentlemen make, even without political
union, must be a continuance of the policy. How do they
propose to continue that policy? The only continuance of
it possible at all would be by means of some legislature
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which would protect us and them. I was astonished ati
some of the arguments advanced in favor of this measure.
The hon. member for South Huron (Mr. McMillan) began
by describing the fearful amount of taxation which the
farmers in this country endure tbrough the National Policy.
That hon. gentleman described and I say this notwithstand-
ing bis statement and the correction of the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) because I heard the hon. member
for Huron's remarks, and I am astonished that when the
bon. member for Toronto (Mr. Cockburn) criticised
his remarks, the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
should have risen to state that the hon. member
for Toronto had put arguments into the mouth of the
hon, gentleman which he had not used. The hon. member
for Huron (Mr. MoMillan) stated distinctly that the
duty which each farmer pays throughout the country
is at the rate of 8?3 per annum. Multiply that by 600,000,
the number of farmers in the coumtry, and you will
see at once the assurdity of that statement. The result
will be an amount of taxes paid by the farmers alone,
greater by $13,900,090 than the total revenue of the whole
year from all sources. Supposing the statement was
in every way correct, what is proposed as a remedy for
those evils? A union with a country which bas a far
higher tariff and in which, if the bon. gentleman's argu-
ment means anything, the incidents of taxation upon the
farmers would be still greater than they are at present.
The argument was the same all through. It was ihat we
were overtaxed here, that there was no result open to us
but union with the United States. There was another bon.
gentleman who spoke, the new member for Haldimand (Mr.
Colter). I suppose it is pardonable for gentlemen, on first
coming to the House, to speak volubly and in the declama-
tory manner of my hon. friend, and that is a compliment
to my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies). I suppose
the hon. gentleman gave the addres he bas been in the
habit of delivering throughout the County of Haldimand.
It is pardonable in gentlemen on first coming to the House
to deliver their election addresses. As a general rule, how-
ever, they deliver then when a new Parliament sits, on the
resolution in reply to the Address from the Throne, but my
hon. friend took the first opportunity of delivering his elec-
tion address on this motion. He made the same wild state-
ments. He stated that the amount of protection to the sugai
refiners was at the rate of $1 per 100 pounds. I ventured,
when he made this statement, the declaration "Hear." He
said: "Yes, the hon, gentlemen may well cry, 'hear,' because
these parties from the immense amount of money whicb
they have wrung out of the poor people of this country are
enabled to supply funds to the hon. gentlemen on the Trea-
sury bènches and keep them in their places." The state.
ment of the hon. gentleman was entirely incorrect, to say
the least. The amount of protection-for I have the figures
here, as I went into the calculation very carefully-to the
sugar refiners of this country is only 54J cents per 100
pounds. The hon. gentleman shakes his head. I will
give him the details:

-Q ua tity. Va ue. D ty ~
-Z

Lbu. $ $ ets. t. $ c.
Sugar above No.

14 .S....4,003,55U 171,052 123,896 82 4 *24 30 2
.14,)D.8. 10,884,445 289,896 203,756 02 2-66 1-87 Toj Pc

Melado......... 186,393,682 4,669,097 3,092,869 78 2,54 1'66 66 pe

This gves an average duty on a 100 lbs. of refined sugar
broqgtinto the country of8 2.20, and on the unrefined of

,HAGaART.

81.66, or a difference of 54 cents per 100 Ibe. These are
the species of arguments which have been adduced in the
House to prove the effect of the National Policy upon the
country. An hon. gentleman stated that in Buffalo he
could buy sugar for 6 cents, for which he had to pay 8 cents
in Raldimand or Cayuga, but a gentleman on this side
proved conclusively that the price of sugar was equal in
each of these places. But how the argument is one in favor
of unrestricted relations with the United States, I confess
I arn unable to understand, because if the United States is
anything, it is a more highly protected country than Canada;
and if the bon. gentleman's arguments apply to the farmer
paying a duty under our protective tariff, they would
apply all the more if there was commercial union with the
United States. Now, I shall çome to some of the remarks
made by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) this
evening. He commenced by stating that the expenses on
the Intercolonial-and again how that refer red to the trade
relations I cannot understand-was largely in excess of
the revenue, that it was a corrupt and extravagant expen-
diture. The figures which were adduced by the hon. the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, he began to correct,
I have the figures bere, but shall not go over tbem. I
shall simply state that the figures given by the Minister of
Marine were those furnished by the Department, and that the
accounts were made up in the same manner as they always
have been. No change has been made in the nature of the
charges to one account or the other from the system which
has hitherto been pursued. But was that a reason for the
adoption of unrestriced trade relations with the United
States, or was the alleged mismanagement of the Prince
Edward Island Railway an argument for that ? The hon.
gentleman has toned down his statements from those he
made last year, when be gave us such a lugubrious de-
scription of the state of Cape Breton through which he had
been travelling, when he said that the young men of the
country had been leaving it for the United States in order
to obtain employment and get a living. He also described
the sad state of affairs in bis own country, which thousands
of people were leaving and were going to the United States;
and he saia that the sad, sad tale would have been still @adder
but for the remittances which were coming from those young
men to their friends in Prince Edward Island. [ was curious
to see what was the total amount of emigration from that
island to the United States, and I found that, according to the
United States census, the total of all the people born in
Prince Edward Island who now reside in the United States
is 7,500. This is taken from the returns of the United
States census of 1880, and there is a separate column for
those who had left Prince Edward Island. They must have
got into positions of opulence, they must have been very
successfal in the United States when their remittances to
the dear old people who live in that dear old isle have
kept them from being sadder than they would otherwise
have been.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That was before the National
Policy.

Mr. HAGGA RT. Let us look at Prince Edward Island,
and see what the taxation is on the people there. The
amount of duty paid by the people of Prince Edward Island
is 847 per capita. The taxation of the people of the United
States on their debt is $23 per capita, and the average tax on
the State debt is $23 per capita in addition, though in many
States it is very much larger than that. Besides that, they
pay State taxes and municipal taxes, and they contribute to
their schools. Prince Edward Island has only the Domi-
nion tax to pay. It is furnished with postal facilities, it bas
communication with the mainland, it bas its piers built, and
it has the whole machiner of its Government provided by
the Dominion, and it has not a single cent of municipal
taxation to pay. I assert that it is in the most favored

722



COMMONS DEBATES.
position of any country, any Province or amy State on the
continent of North America, and yet we have this lugu-
brious complaint as to the burdens which are placed on the
people of that dear isle of the hon. gentleman. Then, as to
the incident of taxation, the fishermen get their twine, the
material for their nets, free from this paternal Government.
I tell the hon. gentleman that ho lives in a paradise, com-
pared with most of the people who inhabit the Provinces of
North America or the States of the Union. What is this pro-
position ? It is that we should do away with this state of
affairs and desert the Empire for the purpose of forming a
union with the peopleon theotherside. I have proved conclu-
sively that unrestricted reciprocity, if it were carried out,
can mean nothing but commercial union. Why should we
leave our allegiance to the mother country to join with the
people opposite ? Are we not as prosperous as they are?
Looking even at the returns of Mr. Mowat's statistician in
Ontario, though it is true that the value of farms may have
decroased, the value of farm houses, of machinery and of
everything that constitutes the wealth of the farm has in-
creased. Look at the business done by the banks, look at
the deposits in the banks, look at the deposits in the
savings banks, look at the increased communication between
the people in different parts of the country and you wiil soc
this. The hon. gentleman stated that the tonnage of the
country had decreased since l67. The tonnage has increa-
sed in that time by 2,000,000 tons. Our trade has inicreased
externally and internally, if you take the tonnage. In every
respect the tra je of this country is increasing and the only
fanit to be found is that tbe hon. gentlemen opposite have
not the rule and direction of it. We kinow what the re>ult
of their direction was during the time they were in power.
Was the country more prosperous then ? Was the inci-
dence of taxation less? Did the debt decrease ? The debt
of the country is now, in round numbers, $232,000,000. That
is composed principally of the indebtedness of the Provinces
when they entered int > (onfederation, the debta which we
have since assumed of the different Provinces, the amount we
expended in building the intercolonial Railway, the amount
we expended in building that magnificent road of which we
are all so proud, the Canadian Pacific Railway, and we may
add to that the deficit which was contracted under the Mac-
kenzie Government. Were not all these gentlemen as much
responsible as the members now on the Treasury benches
for ail those matters, for the assumption of the debt of the
Provinces, for the further assumption of the Provincial
debts, for th e building of theîIntercolonial Railway, and did
they object to the money expended on the Canadian Pacific
Railway ? This is leaving out the expenditure on the
canais and the public works of the country, and those hon.
gentlemen are as much responsible for these additions to
the debt, and agreed to them as much as the gentlemen
who support the Ministry on this side of the flouse. I
know there is no feeling in this country in favor of chang-
ing its allegiance. I know that hon. gentlemen opposite
have found out their mistake and are changing their
policy. I know they are going to drop unrestricted reci-
procity as they have dropped commercial union, and. be
fore a general election takes place, next year they will have
a more modest resolution introduced into this flouse than
the present one. They will have a policy more in accord
with the views of the people. That is the tactics they
adopt, and I am glad there is a sentiment among the people
of this country of loyalty and attachment to the Empire to
which we are so prond to belong, which has its effect in
directing these hon. gentlemen. If there were an oppor-
tunity of appealing to the country on the cries which they
have raised, I have every confidence that the people would
show their attachment and loyalty to the Empire to which
we belong, and the result would prove that those hon. gen-
tlemen have been mistaken.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Speaker, I have listened
patiently while the debate upon the financial statement bas
gone on for some days in this House, and I do not rise with
the hope of being able to add much information to what has
already beon said upon the question. This year, owing to
the amendment that was moved by the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) there bas not been
as much time given to a criticism of the staternent of the
Finance Minister with reference to the finances of tho
country, as upon some other occasion; but 1 think the
criticism that was offered by the gentleman who offered the
amendment was a very full one. We bave had somewhat
of a criticism from others who have followed, and it i8 not
my intention to night to enter fally into that question, or
attempt to do so; for I recognise the fact, as does overy
other speaker upon this side as well, [ believe, upon the
other side of the flouse, that it is necessary to draw this
debate to a close. But I cannot forbear this remark when I
see hon. gentleman rise and speak so lightly and so flip.
pantly of be public debt that is upon this country; I can-
nothelp romarking that there was a time when hon..gentle.
men sitting on the opposite side, when Ministers occupying
positions on the Treasury benches, yes, and someof them the
very gentlemen who occupy that position at the present time,
in looking forward and contemplating a great increase
in the public debt, hesitated and felt that it was an unsafe
thing, and only persuaded t lie House as they persuaded
themselves, that it was sale for us to hueap up such a vast
public debt as seemed inevitable, by declaring to us that
they suw beyond a peradventure a source of revenue from
which they could derive over $69,000,000 wbich were to
c(me into the public treasury and recoup us for the money
thus expended. [ do not mention this incident to show
how utterly they failed to grasp the situation of the coun-
try; I do not mention this fact in order to show how
terrib(y they have failed in the administration of the affairs
of this country. This bas been pointed out on other occa.
sions, but I emphasise it to show this one point, Mr. Speaker,
that when these gentlemen were committing the country to
such engagements as left us with such a terribly large
national debt as we have, they only persuaded themselves
and their supporters to it by a declaration that the coun-
try might be able to bear the strain because they had
a source of revenue within their administration from
which they could extract $70,000,000, which would go
in reduction of the debt. The hon. gentlemen them-
selves, let them be the judges, will con fess that
the public debt that is upon the oountry is some-
thing that is, at any rate, serious enough to bring
before the consideration of this House. Now, Sir, I do not
pretend to enter into all the arguments that we have hoard
with reference to the state of the country, the position of
affairs under the administration of hon. gentlemen opposite,
with reference to the exodus, with reference to the deprecia-
tion of lands, questions that bave been threshed eut durtng
the course of this debate, gentlemen on one side produciung
one set of' statistics, and gentlemen on the other side pro-
ducing another set. I just wish to make this one remark,
however, with reference to a statement that was made by
the Minister of Marine on the disputed questionof the depre.
ciation in the value of farm land in Ontario. His answer to
the bon. mem ber for South Oxford, who had pointed out that
our lands had depreciated in value, was, granted that such
is the case, granted that there is a slight depreciation, there
bas been an immense depreciation in lands in Europe, they
have depreciated to an extent very much greater than they
have in this country. le mentioned an amount for depre.
ciation, which wae an immense amount in itself, because it
wiped out the whole 'values, and left the lande valueless. He
quoted from a Mr. James who, he said, had declared that the
value of farm lands in Europe had fallen 100 per cent. Well,
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I thought there was a mistake in the figures. When chal-
lenged ho read the quotation, I looked it up and saw that it did
not prove the statement that ho made at all, as any gentle-
man looking at the Iansard will see for himself. The
statement of Mr. James, as read by the gentleman, was not
that farm lands had fallen 100 per cent. in Europe, but thai
agricultural products had fallen 100 per cent., and not lands
at all ; so that, perhaps, is a sample of how arguments ci
hon, gentlemen are sustained by the authors whom they
bring forward. With reference to the state of the country,
gentlemen have said that we have gone on and we have
prospered moderately well. There is this one fact which 1
wish to point out to hon, gentlemen opposite, that during
the past few years the condition of trade in Canada bas beer,
helped somewhat unduly by the large expenditure of bor-
rowed money upon public works, notably railways, in this
country. That bas given somewbat of a stimulus ard
impetus to trade in this country, that wo might say was
not legitimate, or, rather, was extraordinary in itself.
.But the hon. gentleman states that they have come
now to the determiuation to stop this expenditure. Weil,
Sir, if they do I think they will find that there will be more
tightness in trade, that there will be a greater stringency
felt, that trade will be duller during a year or two, unless
Providence favors us, as it has done in past years, with very
bountiful harvests indeed. We kinow that a temporary
benefit has resulted while this large expenditure of money
was going on. But, I turn from these questions of
debt and expenditure, because the figures are in the
public accounts, which the people can see for them-
selves. i turn from them to consider the amendment that
has been offered by the bon. gentleman for South Oxford,
to which exception and objection have been taken by hon.
gentlemen opposite. I trust that they will take no offence
when 1 say that while they profess to experience some dif.
ficulty in understanding the position of the Opposition in
reference to this question, I say I trust they will pardon
me if I do say that after listening most intently and rrost
earnestly, as I believe, I have done, to the speeches of hon.
gentlemen opposite, i bave very great difficulty, yes, Mr.
Speaker, I have been utterly unable, to understand what
their position is in regard to the matter at all; their state-
monts are so contradictory. Let me take the Minister of
Marine, and let me examine his statement. Wby, Sir, I
find that ho uses this language in reference to the amend-
ment wbat was offered by my hon, friend from South Ox-
ford. He says: the Opposition have been driven back to
take this desperate and foolish course; and in another part
of his speech ho says, we are again renewirg our foul
attack upon the policy of the Government. Well, Sir, I
should judge that the resolution of the hon. mernber for
South Oxford is simply this: that inasmuch the House of
Representatives of the United States, that deliberative
body, by an unanimous resolution, signify their willingness
to enter into negotiations with the Lominion of Canada for
Ireer trade elations; this resolution simply says that the
United States baving done that, we, as a legislature, ought
to meet them in the same spirit, as there have been out.
standing differences between the two countries, and that
we should send men to confer with men selected by them,
to ascertain on what terms and conditions we can have
freer trade relations with them. Is that easily to be under-
stood ? And if it is not easy to be understood, I remind
them of the terms we propose for full and unrestricted
trade by the appointment of commissioners in order to as
certain in what way such a result can be brought about. i
think that is a very plain proposition. But the Minister of
Marine terms ibis a disastrous and foolish course we have
entered upon-this resolution that we send persons to
ascertain on what terms we can obtain freer trade rela-
tions-and ho toils us in almost the next breath that the
people need not be deceived, that the Liberal Conservative
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party are now, as they always have been, in favor of a treaty
with the United States with respect to the exchange of
commodities with them, and freer trade relations. While
the hon. gentleman has made that statement, other hon.
gentlemen have declared the opposite, and the Postmaster
General has reasoned, if there be any logic in their argu-
ments and anything to be gathered from their statements,
that they are utterly and entirely opposel to freer trade
relations with the United States in any shape, manner
or form. Will some hon. gentleman opposite rise
and tell us in plain terms what the Contervative party are
willing to do with respect to freer trade relations with the
United States ? No doubt some hon. gentleman will follow
me, and I cal his attention to the fact, and I trust some
one will be found, some Minister will be found to rise in his
place, speaking with authority, declare what is the kind of
treer trade arrangement, at which the Minister of M arine
hinted, to be proposed by them. That is what we should
like to know. Last year when the subject was discussed
we found hon. gentlemen opposite willing to renew the old
Reciprocity Treaty, but they found that was rather unten-
able ground, because when they admitted that it was desir-
able to have freer trade to a certain extent, why it logically
followed that we might be able to increase the exports in
other directions with benefit to ourselves ; and this year,
with the exception of the statement of the Minister of
Marine, who spoke with authority in this matter, hon.
gentlemen opposite have rather taken the line of argument
that we want no reciprocity with the United States, we
want nothing to do wil h them, we do not want to trade with
them, we do not want to marry our daughters to them or
have our sons marry their daughters, we will hoist the flag
and we will have nothing to do with them. That has been
the tone and temper of their speeches.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, oh.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) An hon. gentleman opposite

groans in spirit. If I have misinterpreted their position, I
shall be glad to hear what kind of trade relations hon.
gentlemen opposite want with the United States, what
kird of a treaty they desire to have negotiated, or whether
they are in lavor of a treaty at all. We now come to con-
sider some of the objections that have been urged by the
hon. gentlemen opposite in regard to the proposal of the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright).
And, in the first place, we will glauce at the statement that
has been made that a Reciprocity Treaty upon the lines of
the old Reciprocity I reaty would not only be not beneficial
but would be actnally detrimental to the interests of our
agriculturists. And what is that ? The Minister of Marine
in bis nrost contradictory speech said, quoting from a paper,
that the United States grows more agricultural products
than they require, and therefore what advantage can it be
to us if their mailkets are thrown open to the surplus
products of our markets? That bas been the line
of argument followed by hon. gentlemen opposite.
They cannot see, they say, that it would be any
benefit to ihe agriculturist to have freer trade relations with
the United States even in agricultural products, because
the United States grow a surplus of ihose producte,
and, therefore, that country is fnot a market for our p o-
ducts. True, they are compelled to admit that even under
the restricted trade clations that now exist millions of dol-
lars worth of our products find their way into that country;
but this doos not affect hon. gentlemen opposite at alIl. It
is, however, a statement that deserves a little consideration
at our hands. On the face of it that statement xfore an
audiknce, the declaration in so many words that the United
States grow more than they requir. of wheat, barley, oats,
rye and peas, and that therelore it would be no advantage
for us to have access to their markets, is g plausible one.
Letj us examine the statement a little and ascortain
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whether it would confer any benefit or not. And now, in
order to ascertain that fat, we must remember one or two
things. There are more restrictions to trade than are
created by governments. There are restrictions to trade
that are caused by nature. Let me illustrate Ibis from
our own Dominion. Take a coal mine in the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia and take a coai mine in Pennsyl.
vania: We will suppose that the coal produced from
each of those mines is equal in quality, and that from each
mine the coal can be laid at the pit's mouth for exactly the
same money. Suppose there is a purchaser in Ontario who
requires coal, Ontario fnot producing any. He looks around
for bis supply. He notices the price of coal is precisely the
same and is quoted at the same price at each mine's mont h
What does he do as a business man ? He looks at the re-
strictions that are imposed upon bis purchased coal, and ho
finds-what ? That the distance separating Nova Scotia from
Ontario is great, that it is covered by a railway, but that
the railway has cost money to construct, that accordingly
there bas to ho a certain rate of freight imposed upon coal
and other traffic passing over the road ; and he takes that
restriction to bis purchase into consideration before ho com-
plotes it. Next ho looks at the mine in Pennsylvania. He
observes that it is a distance from home, and that there is
a certain tariff for railway f:eight against him before ho can
bring coal from Pennsylvania to Ontario, and accordingly ho
determines which offers the least restrictions to him and he
will make his purchase in that market. But if in addition
to the freight tariff of the railway company from the mines
in Pennsylvania, the Government stops in and places a
Government tariff of 60 cents per ton upon the coal coming
from that mine, thon the purchaser has not only to take
the railway freight tariff into consideration as against bis
purchase, but ho las to add 60 cents per ton as a Gov-
ernment tariff to the restrictions already imposed, and il
those two combined restrictions operate less potentially
from that mine will ho make his purchase and not from the
other. We all know the result, for I am speaking of expe-
riments that have been made. The restriction of distance,
the cost of freight from the coal mine in Nova Seotia is
greater than restriction of the railway freight plus the
Government tariff from the mine in Pennsylvania, and the
result is that the mine in Pennsylvania receives the order
for coal brought into Canada. I bave used this illustration
in order to show hon. gentlemen opposite, if it is possible
to satisfy them, that you may have a country-and I wili
grant, for I do not wish to argue the question, although i
might take exception to one or two items, that the United
States have a surplus in agricultural products-baving a sur-
plus of agiicultural products, and yet the conditions imposed
on the two countries by nature might be such that we would
benefit by freer trade relations with them notwithstanding.
If I weary you not, allow me to give you just an illustra
lion or two in reforence to how I conceive that free trade
relations with the United States would bon efit Prince Ed ward
Island, would benefit the Province of Quebec, would bene-
fit Ontario, would benefit Manitoba and the North-West,
admitting as I said that the United States grow a surplus
of all those commodities. To ascertain the facts, which I
am about to give the flouse, I had to take the figures from
the census of the United States of 1880, this bemug the last
census, and the census for Canada for 1881, our last census.
The figures 1 will give yon are for those years, there bei'g
no data of a later date that I can avail myself Of. But I
suppose hon. gentlemen opposite will agree with me that
relatively we bave made progress with the States, and that,
therefore, although things may somewhat have changed,
yet those figures will hold; at any rate other figures are
not to ho found and I mus4 use them. I find that Míaine,
New Hampshire, Connecticut, Massachusetta and New
York, with a population of 8,484,583 souls, about one-sixth
of the Whole population of the United Stats at that date,

produced 42,513,56'6 bushols of oats or a little over one-
tenth of the entire crop of the States. Those States contain-
ing ab-ut one-sixth of the population of the entire United
States only raised about one-tenth of the entire crop of oats
grown in that country. Ontario, with a population in 1880 of
about 2,000,000 people prodnced 40,209,9 !9 bushels of oats;
in other words Ontario with a population of 2,000,000 pro-
duced as many bushels of oats as the States I have mon-
tioned with a population of over 8,000,000 of people. Illinois,
Ohio, Wisonsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Kansas and Nebraska,
all distant States from these bofore mentioned, produced
altogether over one-half of the entire out crop of the States.
Prince Edward Island, taking the consus returns of 1881,
produced 3,53S,219 bushels of oats, and Prince Edward
Island exported in that year 1,606,894 bushels, of which
only 172 bushels were sent to the United States, and last
year only 1,372 bushols wore sent to the States from Prince
Edward Island. Now, what doos that show ? It shows that
those New England States I have mentioned offering a near
and close market for Prince Edward Island for the sale of
her oats only received a very small portion of the crop.
Why is that ? It is bocause of the imposition by the United
States of a tariff that restricts the trade thore, aid which
was more potent in its influence in restrioting the trade
than was the freight on the greater distance to Great Bri-
tain. But, Sir, who will venture to say that if you wipe
out that tariff, that barrier to trade, that restrictive
potent factor of 10 cents a bushel against the oats of
Prince Edward Islapd going into those neighboring
States, which are of necessity from the figures I
havo quoted buying States, Prince Edwal Island will
find a ready market for every bushel of oats she has to sell
in these States and at a larger profit too. Lot us take again
the potato crop, which with oats is the great staple product
of Prince &iward Island. Maine, New Hampshire, Con-
necticut, Massachusetts, New York and New Jersey, States
lying close to and easy of access to ihat Island Province,
with a total population of 9,615,692 souls, produced in 1880
only 54,212,704 busbels of peta tees. Ontario with a ppula-.
tion of about 2,000,000, produccd 18,893,990 busheis cf
potatoes, or Ontario with 2,000,000 population produced
one-third as much as the States I have mntioned with over
9,000,000 people. Why da I give 1hose figures ? Simply
to show that those States lying adjwcent to Prince Edward
Illand did not produce the quantity of potales that they
require for conzumption thore. AIlhough the wbole
United States may produce a surplus of potatoes, yet the
fact remains that these Stutes being in the market to pur-
chase potatoes will buy' from the cheapest and nearest place
that can supply them, and tho nearest and cheapest produc-
ing market to them is that rich little Island Province down
hy the sea. As a proof of that I may point out that
notwithstanding, the restriction imposed by freight from
Prince Edwara Island tu those States which we cannot get
over, ard in aJdition to that the restrictions put upon that
trado by the tariff of the United States Government, Prince
Edward Island exported in the year 181, 723,995 bushels
of potatoes, and in the year 1888, she exported 1,184,940
busbels of potstoes to the United States. This proves con-
clusively that the States lying close to Prince Edward Is.
land did not produce the quantity of potatoes they re-
quired. They are in the market to buy, and Prince Bd.
ward Island bus been able to supply them with potatoos at a
low.r rate, even paying the duty, than they were able to
bring those potatoes fr>m the more distant States which
produced a surplus, perhaps. What is the inevitable con-
clusion from that: simply, that if that American restric-
tion of 15 cents a busbel be removed, Prince Edward Is-
land holds the market of those States right in ber band,
and that she can ask her price, and get it, for ber products.
Passing from that, let us come to the Province Of Ontario,
and let us see how thie policy of unrestricted reiprocity
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will affect that Province. With reference to the crop of
barley, which is a large crop in Ontario, I find that New
York, Ohio and Michigan, three bordering States, and ex-
tensive malting States, requiring large quantities of barley
for manufacture, produced according to the census of the
States in 1880, 10,703,507 bushels of barley. Any
one can see at a glance that those States have
not produced anything like the quantity of barley
that is required for their malting purposes, and
you can have further proof of this froin the fact that On-
tario alone produced 14,279,841 bushels of barley, or 4,000,-
000 bushels more than those three States combined. Take
into consideration this further fact, that California produces
28 per cent. of the total barley crop of the United States,
Wisconsin over 11 per cent., Ohio over 9 per cent., and
Minnesota over 6 per cent., or, in other words, California,
Wiscorsin, Ohio and Minnesota, all distant from these
three manufacturing malt States, produced over one-half of
the entire barley crop of the United States. What do we
gather from that ? We find that Ontario exported, in 1881,
8,8, 0,579 bushels of barley, of which 8,378,002 bushels
were sent to the United States. And in 1888 Ontario ex-
ported 9,370,158 bushels, of which 9,193,222 went to the
United States. Sir, the trade worked in this way: Those
States requiring barley for malting purposes found that it
was better to get barley from Canada, notwithstanding the
restriction of tariff, plus the railway rates from Ontario,
than it was to get it from those distant States. But will
hon. gentlemen opposite say that if that artificial restric-
tien were removed, if that duty of o cents a bushel on
barley were taken off, Ontario would not benefit, perhaps
not fully, but almost to the amount of that duty, when hon.
gentleman sec that those States inevitably draw their
supplies from Ontario, it being Fo much nearer, and
the rate of freight being so much lower ? Take
wheat, which has been an important crop in Canada, and
is to-day; what are the facts? The States of Maine, New
JHamp-hire, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New York and
New Jersey, with a population of 9,615,692, produced in
the census year only 14,379,045 bushels of wheat. All of
these States, lying close to the Dominion of Canada, pro-
duccd only one-tbirtieth part of the entire product of wheat
in the United States, although their population is one-fifth
of the total population. Cannot bon. gentlemen opposite-,
see, then, that although they might have a surplus of wheat
in the United States, this question of distance from market
and this question of railway tariff rates comes in as an im-
portant factor in determining the markets ? The people
in those States must inevitably buy the wheat and the flour
they consume. They do not grow enough for their own
consumption, and they must draw either from distant
States or from the Province of Ontario or some of the other
Provinces of this Dominion the supplies which they want.
Now, Ontario produced in 1881 27,406,091 bushels of wheat;
in other words, with a population of about 2,000,000, the
Province of Ontario produced three times as much wheat
as those six States I bave mentioned, with a population of
9,600,000. Hon. gentlemen can see at once from the-e
figurcs that there is not a sufficient supply of wheat grown
in those States to supply the needs of the people;
and what is the lesson to be drawn froin that fact ?
Why, Sir, it is that those States would naturally draw their
supplies from Ontatio and the rest of the. Dominion of
Canada, as this country is their nearest and cheapest mar-
ket. And, there, Sir, would be a solution of the problem
that besets the Finance Minister with reference to the
millers who waited upon him and asked that simple justice
should be done to them; and he seems afraid to move for
fear the Opposition might criticise their policy. Well,
Sir, there is an opening for the millers of this country
There is a population which in 1880 amounted to 9,000,000,
vastlyincreased since that time ; there is a market now
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closed up, with low rates of freight, only awaiting the wip-
ing out of the tariff that has been erected against the free
introduction of our products, for the millers of Ontario to
ship every single surplus bushel of wheat and every single
surplus barrel of flour they prouince. Sir, you would have a
trade natural and profitable; yon would have a market ton
times greater than the market of the Maritime Provinces,
which is only obtained by the imposition of taxes which the
people of those Provinces resent; you would remove the
friction that exists; you would allay the discontent that
brews in the minds of those people, as they feel that every
loaf of bread which goes into the mouths of their chil-
dren is taxed. They would have free bread, while the
millers of Ontario could have a market ten- times
better than the tariff forced one which they bave
now. Now, not to trouble you too long, T wish to call your
attention. and the attention of the agriculturists present,
to some figures given by Sir Charles Tupper with reference
to the imports into Great Britain; and I find here something
that wili tend to excite interest at any rate, I will not say
alarm, in reference to the agricultural prospects of this
country. What, then, do the figures he gives show ? They
show, Sir, that the imports inte Great Britain from Russia
were in 1886 between 3,000,000 and 4,000,000 cwts., in 1887
between 5,000,000 and 6,000,000 cwts., and in 188e between
21,000,000 and 2?,000,000 cwts,; while the exports from
British America to Great Britain which were over 3,000,000
cwts. in 1886, nearly 4,000,000 cwts. in 1887, were only a
littie over 1,000,000 in 1888; and the iligh Commissioner
comments on the fact that out of the total quantity of wheat
which was inported, about 57,000,000 cwts, less than
12,000,000 cwts. came froin British possessions. But in this
57,000,000 cwts. are included importations from India which
is a British possession, and imports from other parts of the
British Empire; and as the means of transport have been
improved and the cost reduced, India is to-day a stronger com-
petitor in the English market against Canada in the supnly
of wheat than it ever was before. Therefore, I say that we are
able to demonstrate from figures which I think cannot be
controverted, that there lies at our very door a market
which is bare of wheat, and bare of flour, which does not
produce and cannot produce what it wants, that there is a
market which the agriculturists of this country would
desire to have opened to them and which would be of the
greatest benefit to them. Now, Sir, there is a crop in
which our friends in the neighboring Province of Quebec
are very much interested,-what do I find in reference to
the hay crop? I find that the State of Massachusetts, with
a population of nearly half a million more than that of the
Province of Quebec, produced only 684,679 tons of hay,
while the Province of Quebec, with a population of nearly
half a million less, produced 1,614,906 tons of hay, more
than twice the quantity produced in the State of Massachu-
setts. Well, Sir, what le-son do I draw from that? Simply
that that rich and populous State, which has Boston within
its bounds, as well as other thriving towns, where there are
thousands of horses that must be fed, does not grow the
hay required for consumption in that State. Who, then,
should supply it if not the neighboring Province of Quebec
which las a surplus, and which does largely supply it, rot-
withstanding the restrictive tariff of 82 a ton which is
imposed upin it ? Who does not see that if that 82
a ton were removed, our friends from the Province of
Quebec could sell their hay and realise 82 a ton more for it
than they are able to do now ? And when you remember
what an important crop it is in that Provinee, you can
readily sece that the agriculturists there are deeply inter-
ested in this question; and I think they will be able to see
that even if the United States as a whole does produco a
surplus of hay, yet it is produced in distant States, while
Quebec lying at their door would have an advantage over
those States, and would be the market from whichl they
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would draw their supply. With reference to horses, which
concern very largely the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec,
what do we find ? In taking the figures for horses from the
United States census, I find those in cities and towns aie
not enumerated, and I was unable to get them, but that
will make no difference as the same system is followed
through all the States of the Union, aud therefore for the
purposes of comparison, the omission makes no difference.
Maine, New Hampshire, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New
Jersey, Pennsylvania-States easy of acccess to the
Dominion, with a population of one-quarter of the whole of
the United States-had only one-seventh of the total of
horses. Hon. gentlemen can readily see that the question
put by the gentlemen opposite, since the United States
produce more horses than they require, what is the use of our
making that country a market for our horsecs, is answered by
the fact th at these seven great States, with a population ont -
fourth of the whole of the United States only have one-seventh
of ali the horses, and the supply being spread over the
whole Union, there is a scarcity in the States I have men-
tioned that muet be supplied from some place. Whence do
they obtain that supply ? They obtain it now from the Wes.
tern States, but there is a railway tariff rate against them.
From Canada there is a railway tariff rate of a much less
amount, but supplemented by the United States Govern-
ment tariff, which reduces the price of horses in our mar-
ket-but wipe out the United States tariff on horses, and
what would be the result ? It would be that the export of
horses from Ontario to Quebec would vastly exceed its pre-
sent proportion, because were our market open they would
come and buy our horses, and would be able to buy them
to more advantage than they could from our competitors in
the distant States, whose animals have to be brought so far
by railway, With reference to sbeep, I have the figures
here, but I need not go into them. They demonstrate pre-
cisely the same fact as I bave endeavored to prove with
regard to horses. I have been a littie long on this point,
but I thought it was worth the time I have taken to give
an answer to the plausible statement made broadly that as
the United States produce more agricultural products
than they consume, they cannot furnish a market for our
produce. But the figures I bave shown show that while
that is the case, the consuming centres do not produce
what they require, and as we are nearer to them we could
ship to them easier had we tree trade relations with
the United States, than can those distant States from which
these centres now obtain their supply. Ontario, Quebec,
the Maritime Provinces, Prince Edward Island, would grasp
and hold the supply ot those States, which are short of
these articles, which they must get from us, or else from
distant States at greatly enhanced cost, owing to the freight
rates that prevail there. There is one other point on which
I wish to speak. While these hon. gentlemen bave at-
tempted to prove that it would not benefit our agriculturists
much to have free trade relations with the United States,
they hau e n former years admitted it would. If the state-
ment of the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries is to
be taken to mean anything, it is that the Government favor
something in that direction at present. If I mistake not,
the right hon. the First Minister bas given a hint, in some
remarks he made, that he was in favor of free trade witb
the United States, as far as was consistent with the inter-
ests of Canada. Well, what is the objections taken by hon.
gentlemen opposite ? While they have this year declared
that they doubt if it will be any good to the farmer to have
free trade with the Unitcd States, I have not heard an bon.
gentleman opposite say that free trade relations will not
benefit the fishermen of this Dominion. Not one hon.
gentleman opposite bas had the boldness to argue that free
trade with the United States would not benefit our fisher-
men. Well, are our fisbermen not an important clas? Are
those mon who go down to the sea in ships and draw their

riches from the deep, and export to the extent of $'7,OO,000
-more than the export of our mines-a elass not worth
considering in this country? Will any hon. gentleman
opposite say that our fishermen would not be benefited by
free trade relations with the United States ? Why, hon.
gentlemen opposite know tbey desire, and did desire, while
negotiating a treaty at Washington last year, to socure the
free admission of fish into the United States. There is not
an hon. gentleman opposite who bas ventured to say that
free trade relations with the United Sates in thI proiucts
of our forests would not benefit the great lumbering indus.
try of this country, which last year exported $24,000,000
worth of goods. Not a gentleman bas rison to say that the
vast army of men employed in that industry would not be
benefited by free trade relations with the United Sýates.
Not an hon. gentleman has risen to say that our mining
interests would not be benefited hy free trade with the
United States. Not an hon. gentleman bas risen to say that
our mechanies and our lvboring classes would not bu bene.
fited by free trade relations with the United States. But
there is one class-only one, so far as I can learn-which
tbey lay stress upon, and say that free trade hetween the
two nations lying side by side would destroy, and that is
the manufacturing industries of this country. That is the
position of hon. gentlemen opposite. Well, lut us examine
into thut position. When firt came tho anxiety for th-ee
manufacturers, which is so strong in the minds of hon.
gentlemen opposite ? It did not come at the inception of
the National Policy, for when the hon. the First Minister
announced that puoliey, bu declared that the imposition of
these duties on manufactured articles and on agricultural
products was imposed for the express purpose of promoting
the bringing about the reciprocity in trade with the United
States-not only in agricultural p-orîucts, not only in lum-
ber, but in all the articles on whihebu imposed a duty.
That was the very ground on which h imposed the duty.
Therefore, at the incoption of the National Policy, the First
Minister declared that bis purpose in putting these pro.
tective charges on manufactured goods, was to bring about
a reciprocity of trade in mannfacturcd goods as well as in
agricultural products. The hon. gentleman attempted to
bedge somewbat when a remark was made the other night
in reference to this matter. When the wordA of this resolu.
tion were quoted, which were to the effect that rnoving, as
we ought to do, In the direction of reciprocity of tariffs, as
tar as the interests of Canada will admit, will eventually
tend to bring about a reciprocity of trade, he said that
his National Policy resolution only contemplated bring-
ing about reciprocity as far as the interests of Canada
required ; and as the interests of the manufacturers does
not require it, therefore he is not permitting it.
But the right hon. the First Mirister is a good enough
logician to know that, that in the interests of Canada,
applied to the imposition of duties, it may bu found inja-
rious to Canadians to put as heavy a duty on some articles
as on other, and therefore they would not go as far in that
direction. But the reciprocity was to be unlimited, not
having referenceto any industry or anyinterest in Canada.
It was to bring about such a reciprocity of trade fuil and
free as the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) asks this House now to ascertain the means by
which it can be brought about. I remember very well-
and I will not take up the time of the House by reading
extracts, as I easily could do. in order to prove it-that
the First Minister often and often used the argument which
the manufacturers aso used, and what was that ? We are
not afraid of free trade with the United States ; we would
be very glad to get free trade with the United States, but
we do not believe in this jug-handled free trade-that was
a favorite phrase of the tirst Minister ;-if they will take
off their duties, we will take off ours, but we do not believe
in taking of our duties while theirs are so high. That was
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the language, the avowed language, the declared language,
not only of the First Minister ard his supporters, but of
those manufacturera who are to-day found supporting
and aiding the First Minister in rosisting the very
policy which they said at the time they were not
afraid of, when the National Policy was first intro-
duced. In regard to the manufacturers, I wish dis.
tinctly to say that there is a distinction to be drawn.
Hon. gentlemen opposite speak of being the friends of the
manufacturei s, and they point to the Opposition as being
the enemies of the manufacturers. I deny it. I claim not
that the manufacturers stand on any higher plane than the
rest of my fellow citizens, but, as one of them, I have never
been ashamed to stand with them. I admire the legal pro.
fession and other professions, I admire the agriculturists
and ail other classes of the community, but I believe the
persons who are engaged in the manufacturing and com-
mercial interests of this country stand equal to any. In the
time of ancient Tyre, her merchants were princes, and her
traffickers were among the honorable of the earth, and, from
that day to this, I assert that the mercantile and manufac-
turing classes have been men who have been noble, intelli.
gent, public-spirited men. Everyone who hears it will admit
that that is the case, but I regret to say that, in that class,
as perbaps in all other classes, there are some who have not
maintained the dignified and manly stand which I think
that class, as a whole, will maintain and ought to maintain.
I think those manufacturers, or those who belong to that or
any other class in this country, who will come to the Gov-
ernment of the day and ark them to shape their fiscal
policy, not with a view to revenue, but so as to en-
able thom to take money out of the pockets of
other classes of the community and put it into their theirs,
have dishonored the noble class of men to which they be-
long. It is an unworthy position to take, and I say that
the manufacturers as a class have never taken that position.
You speak of your manufacturers' association, but do you
mean to tell me that they comprise the whole of the manu-
facturers of this country, or even a large portion of them ?
There may be some favored men there; there may be some
men there who have had their peculiar interests looked after,but it is not to the credit of those men who were as loud
as other a when the National Policy was first introduced, in
stating that all they wanted was free trade with the United
SLates, Io come now and besiege the Minister of Finance,
and not only ask that the National Policy shall be con-
tinued under any eircumstances, but that its stringent re-
strictions shall be increas(d. I draw another distinction,
and, when the distinction it drawn, you will find that the
number of men of this kind is limited whose conduct
I cannot commend. I draw a distinction between those
manufacturera of whom I have spoken and those who,
in self-defence, have come to this Government and
asked for an increased duty on some articles because
the Goverument have legislated against them by the
protection which they have given to other favored
individuals, or by raising the cost of the raw material.
These men asks no favors, but only to be loft in as good a
position, and no botter, than they would have been in under
a revenue tariff. These men are not to be confounded with
the men who oppose the introduction of the resolution
which ias been moved by the hon. member for South Ox-
ford (Sir Richard Cartwright). We have heard the remark
made sometimes that these manufactures would be crushed
out if this wore adopted, because the United States would
make this a slaughter market. I was surprised last year
to hear a gentleman of the large mercantile experience
possessed by the junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny)
use that expression. I think I also heard the bon. member
for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), use the same term, and I
think the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White), in
some well thought out remarks, from his point of view,

Mr. PATERsON (Brant).

which ho made the other day, spoke of this as being made
a slaughter market and leading to the crushing out of our
manufactures. Why, Sir, it is impossible that that should
take place under the proposition of the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). That proposition
is not to take down the Canadian bars and let American
manufactured goods come in bore free while the American
tariff is maintained against our manufactures. It is a pro-
position to have men appointed bore to confer with men
appointed by the United States in order to see on what
termas and conditions the bars of both countries may be let
down. Then, where can be the danger of the manufacturers
of the United States slaugttering goods in the Dominion of
Canada? Let the Finance Minister himself bring what com-
mercial experience he las gained by study, if not by actual
experience, to the consideration of that question. Suppose
a manufacturer in New York determines to make a slaugh-
ter market of Canada, understanding that we have unre-
stricted trade with that country in regard to his manufac-
ture. He says that eight cents is the market price for bis
article in the United States, but ho will sell it at six cents
in Canada, at cost in fact, while he would keep up the price
in the United States. If the Finance Minister were engaged
in manufacturing that ai ticle in Canada what would ho do ?
He would immediately buy upthe six-cent goodsoffered by
the New York merchant, he would stop thom in transit in
the State of New York, and would sell them in the eight-
cent market, and would realise 3» per cent. on the trans-
action It would be an utter impossibility that such a thing
could h done. There would be another alternative in such
a case. If the manufacturer in New York was trying to
kill the manufacturer in Canada in that way the Cana.
dian manufacturer would say that two can play at
that game ; and, if the New York manufacturer was
offering bis goods at 6 cents bore and keeping up the
price in the United States, the Canadian manufacturer
would very soon sell his goods in New York at 6 cents, so
that the 8 cent price would ho destroyed very quickly.
The arguments would not bear examination by a business
man for a moment of time. I make this proposition to the
lon. gentlemen opposite. I say their objection to the
hon. member for South Oxford embraces one of two propo.
sitions: either that the Dominion of Canada does not Tcssess
equal natural advantages with the Unted States,or that the
Dominion of Canada has produced a race of men that are
inferior to the inhabitants of the United States. I say their
arguments that the manufacturers of this country would be
killed out, that the agi iculturists would be injured, that
harm would be done to this country by free trade with the
United States, involves either one or the other of these pro-
positions: either that the Dominion of Canada has not as
good natural advantages as the United States, or that the
Dominion of Canada has produced a race of mon inferior to
the race produced by the United States. Which ground do
they argue fron? Sir, I do not thiLk that they argue from
the first ground, because they have taken occasion to charge
upon members on this side that they depreciate their
country, that we have a botter country than the United
States. I agree wiLh them. I believe that in Manitoba
and the North-West, our fertile wheat fields and lands,
are botter wheat-producing regions than any comprised
within the American Union. I have said at all times, and
I believe it now as I utter it, that not excepting the State
of New York, I do not believe there is in all the region com-
prised within the American Union, a State with botter na-
tural advantages than the Provinceof Ontario, the Province
in which I live. Sir, I am glad to agree with the gentle-
men who say that our sister Province of Quebec bas botter
facilities, is richer by nature, than the New England States.
I was glad to hear my hon. friend from the Annapolis Val-
ley speak the other day of the fruitful vale of Nova Scotia;
they are fruitful indeed. I was glad to hear that. Our
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country, then, is equal to that of the United States. Then, expedient that this Legislature, in a like spirit, should
Sir, if we are unable to hold our own, if the sad picture of appoint commissioners to meet with their own and report
desolation marked out by the Postmaster General, of Tor. to as upon what terms and upon what conditions this can
onto obliterated, of Montreal wiped out, of Hamilton exist. ho brought about. What objection should there be to that
ing no longer, simply because we have gone into free trade motion in the mind of any gentleman who honestly desires
relations with the United States, his argument amounts to have freer trade relations with our noighbors to the
to this, they themselves confessing that we have equal South? Sir, if the proposition before us wore adopted, if
natural advantages, that in his opinion, and in the opinion ways and means were devised, and it became evident that
of those who agrec with him, Canada has grown a race of it implied political union with the United States, the hon.
men that are inferior to the men of the United States. gentleman would not be bound by this rosolution to assent
I deny it, I hurl it back at him. The people to that. It is time enough to consider that, I think, after
of Canada are as able to hold their own as the we have taken the first step. The Postmaster General
pcople of the United States. Sir, I say that a Can- must not think that suddenly, while hoesloeps, the flag will
adian is able to hold his own with the American, ho changod over his head, and ail his liberties bartored
sharp, bright and active a business man as the American is, away. Sir, will ho raise a phantom, something that does
and I give as proof the thousands, the tens of thousands not exist, in order to provent the mombers of this louse
of Canada's sons that are to be found in the United States from expressing a desire to take the tirst initial stop.
of America to-day. What are they doing ? These gentle. Those who consider the subjoet, no mattor wbat is their
men say that if we had free trade relations with the United political leaning, must admit that it would be a bonefit to
States the dwellers in Canada would becomebewers of wood the Dominion of Canada. Sir, I do iot think that tho
and drawers of water to the men who inhabit the United effect of having free trade relations with the United
States. Where are the tons of thousands of your country. States would tend in that dirotion of annoxation.
men that are scattered through that Union to-day ? Are Ie referred to Gormany, and ho spoke about that trade
tbey howers of wood and drawers of water in the commu- policy having wolded ail thoso States togother. I think ho
nity in which they dwell ? Say it if you dare. Your lan- was mistaken. Was not Austria in the z'llveroin, and it
guage implies it, your logic inevitably leads to it; say it out was not confederated ? Was the union of the German Em-
if yon dare. You cannot, because you know that to-day pire brought about by trado influences ? No; it was brought
wherever a Canadian is found in the United States, speak- about by the clang ofarms. Ho gave us no parallol case.
ing of them in comparison with the others, taking them in The Reciproeity Treaty we had with the United States b.
the aggregate, they rise to as high positions, they hold their fore, instead of promoting a desiro for annexation, stampod
own as well as any man that is born within the bounds of tho out the desire that had alruly begun to nako itseoif fult;
United States. Sir, how dii the United States develop their and in the light of ail thoso facts why should hon. gontte-
fisbing industry ? Wbere do they draw the bare, muscle and men opposite rise and tîy to throw dust in the eyes of those
sinew that man their fishing fleet? They are drawn from who wish to calmly consider this proposition ? What does
the hardy sons of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. Sir, this proposition mean ? It means a vast addition to the
will you not find tbem in the highest positions to be had in vitality of Canadian in terests, for, if this sbchene is carried
that country? Will you not find them elevated upon out, in myjudgment, ail interests, manufacturingandother.
the bench, and in dispensing justice? Will you not find wise, will be benefited by the vast extension o our trado.
them in legislative halls ? Will yon not find them in Yon may answer me that this cannot be carried out with.
the busy marts of commerce ? Will ycu not find out inflicting injury on the difforent industries of this coun-
them in the seats of learning? Will you not find them try. That there will be displacemunt of capital in some
in ail the professions the equals of those by whom they are cases, that thore will ho some changes brought about by
surrounded, in every respect? Sir, if a Canadian can go into this new btate of affairs and that in the turn of the
that country, which is practically to them a foreign country, wheel some will go down and some will come
where they are unknown, among a people alien to them by up, I do not deny. That transpires in the mercantile world
nationality, though speaking in the same language, and can every day. You cannot take up the trade journals but you
attain unto the highest places in that country, who shall say will read that this firm bas gone down and perhaps that
that Canadians are not able to hold their own in their own another firm are prospering. Those changes will occur,
land simply because we have decreed to have, if we should b t this great commercial change to which this roselution
so decree, free trade relations with the people of the United refers will not bu brought about suddenily. Time will ho
States ? Sir, I am glad that it has fallen to the lot of hon. gen given for trade to adapt itself to it; and having thus on-
tilemen opposite, by their statements and by their course of tered upon the broader field of trade und commerce, who
reasoning to declare that it is their belief that the people of shall say the development that will ehocurs? Hon. gentle-
Canada are inferior as a race of men to the people that are men opposite have pointed to the figures of the inter-
in the United States. We deny it on this side of the louse. provincial trade established by ineans of the National
We deny that our country is inferior to theirs, we deny that Policy. They could not have offended me by doing that.
Our people are their inferiors in any respect. Where, then, If we had been able to devolop increased trade with the
isthe danger of entering into free trade relations with them ? Maritime Provinces I would have rejoiced, for I desire, as a
lis it not rather to our advantage ? For while they, with Canadian, above ail things that we should have extended
their 65 millions of people, have access to a market of five trade relations with our friends in the Maritime Provinces.
millions, the people of five millions have access to a market But there are natural difficulties in the way. We have been
of 60 millions of people. Who shall say that the gain unable to accomplish it, and their trade is largely with the
is not on our side ? And, Sir, shrinking from a fear, United States as is ours in the Province of Ontario. But,
and a candid discussion of the question, the Post- if it had been fostered by natural means and not by tariff
master General eays that the effect of this resolation rates, much good would have been done in that regard. But
je annexation to the United States. Sir, ho may try to if there has been a considerable development of inter-provin-
justify himself in voting against this resolution by such a cial trade, as is claimed by hon. gentlemen opposite, I ask
proposition ; but it is a plain resolution, written in plain them to consider this, if there has been a development of the
English, a person of less intelligence than that possessed by resources of Canada, if there has been an increase of our
the Postmaster General, can understand that it ls a pro- wealth as the result of inter-provincial trade between the
position reciting that as the United State have expressed Provinces, what would be the increase of our wealth, the
a duire for freer trade relations with Canada, it would be inoreas of our trade, if instead of having thiese sven Pro.
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vinces to trade one with the other, the doors should bei
oponed to over forty reighboring States and Territories to
which our trade would extend, and in whose trade wei
would share. What bas made the United States the countryj
it is ? It is its vast inter-Stute commerce. In that free andi
unrestricted trade Canada would share, and if they baved
prospered we would prosper too. Te-day, the great need1
of Canada is, wbat? An enlargcd market. This is the
need of the manufacturers. What dcs the Minister of Fin-
ance tells us he is goirg to endcavor to do, in order to ob-
tain increased trade? He declares that there is but one- re-
lief for the manufacturers whose interests ho seeks to pro-
mote: wo require a foreign market, and an outlet for our
surplus goods. That is what the hon, gentleman tells as
himself. To that end, and for that purpose, ho will
endeavor to remove in part that restricti n which
nature bas imposed on tiade between foreign coun-
tries, on trade between the Argentine Republic and
other portions of South America, by Fubsidising steam-
ship iires in order to a'obieve this resuit. We
have that proposition and that declaration, that the manu-
facturers of Canada need a foreign maiRket. Suppose we
open up trade with the Argentine Republic to the extent of
half a million dollars, supposing it is evon two millions on
account of subsidies given to steamships: the hon. gentle-
man at the same time proposes to vote down a proposition
that initial steps be taken to ascertain whethf€r we can se.
cure free and unrestricted trade and a market of 60,000,O00
lying at our verydoors. Admitting tiet the m.anufacturers
can only now find relief by securing an enlarged and a
foreign market, the Finance Ministor proposes to subsidise
steamship lines to proceed to the ends of the eai th in order
to seli a few hundred dollais worth more goods while at
our very doors lies a nation that, even under the restiictions
at present imposed by both countries, takes over 840,000,-
000 of goods from us annually while we take about a like
quantity with them, and the hon. gentleman will vote down
and call upon bis supporters to vote down a proposition
looking to theremoval of the barriers to our outrance into
that trade which has benefited the United States.

Mr. DICKEY. I feel I shall need ail the indulgence which
the louse generally accords to new members in rising to
speak on this question whieh bas already been so ably
debated from bcth points of view, and especially wben I
have the honor to follow an hon. member who is so able as
is the hon. gentleman who bas just resumed his seat. There
is one siatement which the bon. gentleman has made which
I think was quite unntcessaty, if ho had waited till the
close of bis epecch ho might have left it unsaid, namely.
that ho did not understand and could;not comprehend tiL.t
position of hon. gentlemen on this side dlio eHouse. I
think after listenirg to bis arguments it Was quite evident
to any hon, gentleman who appreciated the position that
ho, whether intentionally or not, had not Pl-aced himself in
sympathy with it The speech of the bon. gentleman to
which we have just listened was a very admirable argu-
ment in favor of the old Reciprocity Treaty. le showed
that the agricultural prcducts could b sold to the UniteJi
States, that coal could be sold to the Unitcd States, in
other wods bis argument was that the cld Reciprocity
Treaty would be a geat advantage to this country.
Dees anyone on this side of the Bouse deny that ? Ail
I desire to say to the hon. gentleman on that point
is, that he is taking the very course that will prevent
this country ever obtaining such a treaty, that hon. gen-
1lemen opposite are taking a course that will prevent the
United States from ever dealing with us upon any fair com-
mercia! basis, and only wben we shall have got rid of all
the diffleulties raised by hon. gentlemen opposite and by the
discussion they have had on this questioi, can any treaty
beseured, J1 do not intend to answer in detail the argu.

ments of bon. gentlemen opposite, oreven as fully as Imight
ho able to do, but I will touch upon them as I proceed with
my remarks. The argument of hon. gentlemen opposite in
favor of the amendment is this : In the first place, they
return to their olid love of ten years ago and attack the prin-
ciple of the National Policy, whieh seems to eho a labor of
love to the hon. member for South Oxford (S'r Richard
Cartwright). Then the hon. gentleman tells us that the
country is ruined, that we have no country left and
especially that our farmers are suffering. He goes on to
tell you that you have a ready cure, and he tells you further
that the population of this country ise stationary and that
Canada is a case of arrested development. He tells us fur.
ther, that we have the cure in unrestricted reciprocity, and
that it is a cure we can get for the asking. i submit that
bon, gentlemen of the Opposition, if they are were laying
down a policy upon which to go the country sbould above
ail things ensure that it shalh bo a practical policy,
and I say that it is a peculiar thing that the
policy which hon. gentlemen opposite offer to this
House and to this country, if they get into power, is
that they will enter into negotiations with a foreign
nation in order to obtain a treaty which they may get or
whieh they may not get, and they give us no information
whatever as to the mode in which they will carry on the
business of this country until they get that treaiy, or in
case they fail to get itht treaty. They offer ns no policy
in the meartime and they a-k the people of this country in
voting for them to go it blind, because no elector of this
country, however intelligent ho may be, caa get the slight-
est information from watching bon. gentlemen opposite
for the pa"t ton years as to wnat their policy would be if
they got upon the Treasury benches. One tact bas come
out in this debate which I think is of sonie value, and that
is that the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwri hi), who is the financial exponent of his party in
this House and in the country, hEs bound himseolf toa policy
of direct taxation. The bon. gentleman bas pointed out
that indirect taxation ii the trouble with the farmers of the
country, and ho has rcferred to England as a country where
the poor man and the farmpr are alike favored. I think
that the farmers of this country will receive with a great
deal of interest the announcement that so far as the bon.
member for South Oxford can comMIL ùis party, that if ho
were put in power ho would send bis tax gatherer around
bat in hand to every farmer in this country asking for
a coitain contribution to enable him to govern the
country. Anyone who bas had any experience with
direct taxation knows that it is the property owned
1-y the farmer which pays the largest share of direct
taxation, no matter under what system you levy it,
and this statement (f the hon. member wil be
received with a good deal of interest by the farmers
of the country. The hon. gentleman's proposition of direct
taxation is one directly affecting thefjarmer, because under
it he will have to pay the largest srare of that taxation. I
do not care to weary the House with statisties, but let us
look for one moment at the condition of England at the
present time. We are told that the policy adopted by
England is one that we should imitate, and is one tihat has
produced great results in that country. Possibly it may
not be generally known that since 18E67the export of manu-
factures from England in wool, cotton, linon, hardware and
other articles of iron, have decreased in 1886 as compared
with 1867. Du ing that twenty years there has becn a
decrease in the export of these articles under the free trade
whieh the bon. member for South Oxford lands and admires.
The total per capita export of England in 1867 was £5 18Sa.
4d., and in 1886 it had decreased to £5 15s. 9d. sterling, or
3s. 7d. per bad. If there is one industry in the world
which it is perfectly oertain is in an absolute state of pros-
tration it ia the agricultural industry of England, Iti i
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admitted in the Queen's speeches, in the speeches of public possible that the hon. gentlemen oppolte may be
men, the books of economists, that the agricultural indus. Noabs, and all the rest of the world may be
tiy of England, which has been fostered under this free wrong about this rain; they may have the true
trade system that the member for South Oxford wants us to ark, but I very much doubt it; and L.think they will have
adopt for the benefit of the farinera cf Canada is absolutely to show some stronger arguments to convince us than they
depressed and helpiess at the present time. It is exactly bave done. I want toitell hon. gentlemen opposite this,
the same if you look at the free trade colony of New that while frequently in the history of this world a few men,
South Wales. We have heard a great deal about that colony and sometimee one man, have been right against the rest of
in this debate, and there were figures used with reference the world in starting a cause, or in a new and growing
to it by hon. gentlemen opposite which I muet say were cause, the history of this world does not contsin one instanoe
very carefully culled, and cnlled with considerable judg. in which one man, or a few men, who hung on to a waning
ment from the midst of other figures which told very and dying cause were right in the end. History hue given
seriously against theirarguments. The agricultural develop. to the men who hang on to a dying cause, like the cause of
ment of New South Wales as compared with the neigh- free trade, an entirely different name from any which hon.
boring colony of Victoria je almost trifling. Victoria bas gentlemen would claim; it has called them reactionistai
gone ahead of New South Wales in ber agricultural develop- tories, and a oreat many other bad names. The name of
ment by enormodh strides, and you find also that the popu. Tory would be especially offensive, I know, to the hon. mem.
lation of Victoria je four times greater per square mile ber for South Oxford. Now, I am not bere to argue that
than the population of New South Wales. You find that in England is wrong in adopting free trade. I do not pretend
New South Wales, while one out of every 77 persons in the to universal knowledgeo; I do not know what je best for
population je eut of employment, in Victoria only one out England; I do not think we are called on bre to consider
of every 191 is ont of employment. We find also that what is best for England. I think trade questions are prao-
New South Wales has at the head of its financial affaire tical questions, to be settled by people for themeelves with
a gentleman who bas undertaken to rival the member regard to the circumstances in which they are placed ; and
for South Oxford, and who bas taken the position for. I wish to etate that the aim of protection is simply to utilise
merly held by that gentleman as the leadirg man of the labor in the country, which, for the want of suli pro.
deficits. In 1883 the deficit -in New South Wales on tection, would go to utter wuste, and be absolutely and
ordinary expendituro was 86,471,000. In 1881, $6,300,. irretrievubly lost. That is the aim of protection, and
000. In 1885, 84 800,000. In 1*6, $1,400,000, or a in doing that, as al[ revenue must bu raised by taxation,
deficit in four years of $'2A4,t,000, which were it taxes the inward foreign commerce of the country
met as the hon. member for South Oxford was in the instead of taxing production or putting a direct tax on the
habit of meeting his defloits by a eapitalised Joan; while in operative and the manufacturer, leaving production free, so
the colony of Victoria, which pursue the policy of protec. that labor may bu employed. Now, there is one other ad-
tion we find that she pays her way every year and bas a vantage in protection, which I am glad to see the hon.
handsome surplus in the end. There is another little fact gentleman who last spoke sustained, that is, that very fre-
about New South Wales which was not mentioned by gen. quently, though not in the majority of caises, under protec-
tlemen opposite, and that was that an eleotion was recently tion the foreigner pays your revenue for yon by paying
run tbere in which the Free Trade Government was left in the import duty. The hon. gentleman who has just est
a minority when the House met. It je true that the Pro- down gave a very good instance of that, because he said
tectionist Government had been defeated by a majority of that when our farm produce was sold in the United States,
four, but I think that the comfort that can bu gathered we had to sel it at very munh less than we would other.
from free trade in New South Wales under those circum. wise have to do on account of the duty that was put on it
stances je very small indeed. ln order that the position may by the United States. The hon. member for North Welliug-
be clear, I quote from an article written by Baden Powell, ton (Mr. MeMullen) gave a very good instance of the same
M.P., Bngland, in the Fortnightly Review for the present thing in speaking of a lamb, with regard to which he
month, in which h.esays at page 426 : showed great feeling, which he said had to pay 31 of duty

" Every year there, as in Europe, more articles go in the expurgato- as it went into the States. That ls one advantage a pro-
rial list and every year the cause of free trade seeme to paso more into tective policy bas which is quite evident. Now, 1 do fret
a purely defensive attitude." wish to argue at any length about this free trade question.
It was said here that there were 100,000 popular majority But I wish to quote the words of a gentleman who in this
of the United States in favor of free trade. Until I heard House le always recognised as a master of expression, a
the speech of the hon. gentleman who has just spoken I gentleman who can always olearly say what h. means and
was surprised that a statement of that character could bu can clothe his ideas in elegant and precise language; I râ-
made; a statement which every hon. member in this House for to the hon. member for West Durham, the former leader
muet know le absolutely inconsistent with the truc charac- of the Opposition. Speaking at Welladtd, in Februaryi 1887,
ter of the last presidential election. Donot hon. gentlemen the hon. gentleman said:
know that Mr. Oleveland had from one end of the Union to "I.speak now s the leader of the party expounding on all quetiob
the other canvassers and speechmakers trying to convince et principle, not merely my individual iviewn, but the common soute of

tii.peolu tat ie as nt i favr e fr. trde;sudthe great body of the party, the general lineo on which the party would
the people that he was not in favor of free trade; and act if entrusted, as they will soon be, with power. Wlîat [g W about so
that the whole issue on which his election was run was in say on al queitions of principle you may take as authoritative, and, so
trying to force the people to believe that b was in favor far fom their being any divergence, ean assure yen ,hattere la my

et potetio. Bt s gicetwas hei supicon t ame»belief, a general concurrence of sentiment betwsen us, iuelu fng Ofr
of protection. But so great was their suspicion of a man Richard artwright.
who bad gone so far as President Cleveland did, that in "No man,I care not how convinced an advoeté of free tradfr
their jealousy the people of the United States turned out of Canada he may be, bai eto uggîte d-no man, ,1boliere eau suggest-
office President Cleveland, whoee administrative record w a practicabis plan whereby our great reven,'e needi eu be met other-

wise than by the imposition of very hlgh dutieson gooda similar to those
as good as that of any other president of the United States, we make or can make within our boundt. I invite the moita-rdent fret
and who had given no other reason beyond bis trade pro- trader in publie lite te present a plausible solution te this problem. I

I do nt wiehbave net believed it soluble in xny day, suddasny chance cf ita solution, Ifclivities for being turned out of office. Now, do not wish any there were, bas been destroyed by the vast increase of our yearly
to make any argument on the subject of free trade. Ali I charge and by the otber conditioue thtt have. been created. The thing
wish to say is, as has been said before, that ail the world, is removed from the domain of practical polities."
outside of Great Britain, is against those gentlemen. Of That is a far better etatement than I could make of p'otec-
course, I do not say that all the world is right. It is tionist doctrine, and in making that statement h. pledged
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the party opposite to that policy. Now, the next statemen
made by the member for South Oxford is that this country ik
ruined, and I think hon. gentlemen on this side of the loeusE
must have appreciated the amount of dramatic ability whicl
the hon. gentleman threw into that statement. Of course
we all know that as a patriotic Canadian, he was actually
suffering as much wretchedness as a patriotic man coul
feel when ho lad to stand up in this House and denounce
bis country and say it was hopelessly ruined; and yet th
hon. gentleman showed the greatest glee; bis countenanc
looked as if he was never more pleased than when he mad
the statement that this country was deeply involved, and
must cast in its fortunes with a foreign nation. That
was a piece of good acting, for which the hon. gentle
man deserves credit. The hon, gentleman says the
country bas gone to the bad. That is an assertion which
was not backed up; and although the hon. gentleman
has a very high opinion of bis own assertions, I
do not feel obliged to take them at the same value. 1
will meet it with a cou nter assertion, In words which have
been stamped as parliamentary by the president of the
Lime Kiln Club, to which as an authority I know you wil
bow, I beg to say that that is a matter of wrongfulness of
statement ; it is not correct as a matter of fact. We know
the ability of the hon. member for South Oxford; but ho
did not answer one single figure or set of figures which the
bon. Finance Minister presented to this House as showing
the prosperity of the country ; he did not attempt to do so;
but he set up his own ipse dixit that the country was in a
bad position. Now, I remember hearing ot an election
trial in the Province of Ontario in which thejudge said that
the sitting member stated that he did not know there was
any corruption, and he said ho would not believe that any
more than ho would believe that if the hon, gentleman
went into Lake Ontario, ho would not be wet. Now, I will
say this, how the hon. gentleman dipped in the scenes
of prosperity as he sees them everywhere in the country,
could get up and say that this country is in a bad position,
is more than I can understand. I do not propose to argue
this matter. I do not propose toitell hon. gentlemen on the
other side to read the financial papers ; I do not propose
to tell them to read the reports of the loan societies, be.
cause wherever they go, they will find signs of prosperity.
I will only quote from two authorities, one, the New York
Tribune. About a year ago I found in this paper the ol-
lowing article :

" It is folly for Americans to shut their eyes to the fact that Canada
is becoming ever7 year a more formidable competitor for the commerce
of te continent.

That is the opinion of a foreigu and not a very friendly
source, the editor of the Tribune, who stands very high in
the commercial world of the United States. But for fear
hon. gentlemen opposite would not like that opinion, I will
give them the opinion of a leading organ in the Maritime
Provinces. The Morning Chrontc&>e, only four months ago,
in November, when tfis hideous depression we hoard ef
this year must have been apparent to the gentleman, a good
Liberal who edits that paper, the following article appeared
in it:

" Canada is now assuming national proportions. She has an enormous
territory, 5,000,000 of people, great wealth and large resources. She
has every quality of a nation, except national life and sentiment. Why
should 5,000,000 of wealthy and prosperous people, such as Canada now
possesses, enjoy all the advantages of the Empire and contribute
nothing to its support V
There is the statement that Canada contains 5,000,000 of
wealthy and prosperous people. But in order to show in.
directly the prosperity of Canada, I wish to submit just one
table of statistics, namely, with reference to the coal out-
put in 1877 and 1888. In 1877 there was sold from the
Nova Scotia mines 687,000 tons, and there was imported
978,000 tons, making a total quantity available of 1,665,000
tons. Now deduet coal exported 140,000 tons, and we have

Mr. Dicsay.

t a total in 1877 of 1,535,000 tons. Now, in 1888, the Nova
s Scotia mines instead of selling 687,000 tons, sold 1,550,000
e tons, and we imported, instead of 978,000, in 1888, 1,284,000
i tons, or we sold 203.000 tons, and we consumed in this
, country 2,621,000 tons, or an increase of over 1,100,000 tons
y coal consumed in this country in that ton years, and that at
d a time when gentlemen opposite tell us there were no more
e people in the country. I would like to know then how
e that coal came to be consumed. It was consumed in the
e manufactories of the country, in the railways carrying our
e inter-provincial traffl from one point to the other. There
d is one fact from which hon. gentlemen opposite cannot
t escape and which is not explicable on any other
. supposition except the enormous developrnent of
e this country within that period. We are told that
h the farming interests of this country are depressed.

We will assume the hon, gentlemen opposite bave
I the interests of the farmers at beart; we will assume that
I they are patriotic and trying to do what they can for the
a coantry, and I ask if they want to find out the progress

that the farmers of this country are making, why did they
1 not give us some comparative statistics ? Why did they not
f compare the farms of this country with those of the United

States ? Why did they not compare the prices of farms
here with those of the United States ? Why take the farms
of this country, and after telling the House of the enormous
fall in value, argue from that fact that the farmers are in a
depressed state ? I cballen'ge hon. gentlemen opposite to
compare the condition of the farmers in this country, in
every particular, in general prosperity and general accu-
mulation cf wealth during the past ten years, with those of
the United States, and I undertake to say that the farmers
of Canada will come out with a far botter showing than
those of the United States. Statements like these, would
perhaps b3 fair game in an ordinary political debate, but
which whenever they touch the honor of a country and the
instincts of patriotism they should be better sifted and be
treated on a higher plane than they are by hon. gentlemen
opposite. Hon. gentlemen opposite say the population is
decroasing. That question is one of these assertions
which are not borne out by facts. The statistics giren us
are very misguiding. I am not in a position to discuss
that question, and I take the liberty to say that no bon.
gentleman opposite is in a position to discusa it, until the
census is taken. These statements that the population of
our country is decreasing, that our farmers are ruined, that
our country is ruined, may be good politics, and I leave
hon. gentlemen opposite to discuss that question. They
are better judges of that, but I take leave to say, it is
bad patriotism, and if I know the people of this country,
when these bon. gentlemen come to the polls, they will find
it is bad-it is bad politics. They will find that they can-
not join bad patriotism and good politics. The people want
both united, and are keen enough to distinguish the pure
article. Why did not hon. gentlemen, if they wished to
get at the facts, look at the movement of the population
from east to west. Take the State of Massachusetts. It
bas been held up as a live State, and is beyond doubt one
of the best in the American Union. We find that in 1880,
Mlassachusetts bad a population of 1,783,000 people in all,
and you find residing outside of Massachusetts in the other
States of the Union, men born in Massachusetts, who bave
moved away to the number of 1,366,000.

An hon. MEMBER. Where did they go?

Mr. DICKEY. To the western and other States. That
is to say, if Canadians had left on the same ratio as the
Americans have left Massachusetts instead of their being
1,000,000 of Canadians to-day in the States you would find
4,000,000. If the Legislature of Massachusetts produced
such another gentleman as the hon. member for South Ox-
ford (Sir Riohard Cartwright), I should like to hear him

732



OOMMONS DEBATES.
get up in the House there and make a great essay on the
decline of that asate. Nearly half of its population bas left
for thewest, ard the State docs not increase in population
as fast as Canada. I would like to hear him say to the
State: Let us take leave of the union and take up our
place as Canadians and wo will do as well as Canadians.
That is exactly the linoe the hon. gentleman takes. For.
tunately for Massachusette, I do not think they bave a
gentleman there who would dare to get up in their
House and take that position. Now, to come to the cure.
The hon. gentleman opposite, having diagnoecd the body
politic and found a disease which did not exist, bas
proposed a cure, and that cure is unrestricted reciprocity.
Well, unrestricted reciprocity is rather an uncertain
quanitity. I would take the two terms, commercial
union and unrestricted reciprocity, and, by a littie
legerdemain and transposition, I could make out the
policy of the Conservatives and the policy of a good many
gentlemen on the other side of the House. By a slight trans-
position, it is evident that the policy of the Consetvatives
is commercial reciprocity, and the policy of a good many
gentlemen opposite is unresricted union. By that trans-
position, hon. gentlemen opposite, and especially the bon.
gentleman who spoke last, can get at the policy of the Con.
servatives, which is commercial reciprocity. So many
answers have been made to this question that I scarcely
know how to approach the subject. One very good argu.
ment which was used-and that was used by the last speaker
-- vas that unrestricted reciprocity would cure annexation,
and the hon. member for North Norfo'k (Mr. Charlton) was
kind enough to name several Canadians, who, in former
years, se ho stated, had been annexationists, but were curea
by the adoption of the old Reciprocity Treaty, and he seemed
to take pride in stating that those gentlemen wero Tories.,
Well, whatever they were at that time, at any rate it is safe to
say that the annexationists in this House do not sit on this
side and I think this Hlouse and this country will consider that
the price we should have to pay for unrestricted reciprocity
is rather too high a price to pay for the purpose of curing
those bon. gentlemen of their peccadilloes in favor of annex-
ation. I have already stated that I do not know how to
distinguish between unrestricted reciprocity and com-
mercial union. I know thatis a fault of my own, and is
owing to my inability to grasp the c ear and luuid expla-
nation which we have had from the other side in regard to
it. One gentleman argues in favor of unrestricted recipro-
eity. Another gets up and argues in favor of the resolution,
and declares ho is straight for commercial union. Being in
this state of doubt, I turn to the bible of the party, the
Toronto Globe, and I find there the true statement of this
matter, and this is what the Toronto Globe says in roference
to unrestricted reciprocity:

" The opponents of unrestricted reeiprocity sometimes ask what the
terni means. Having obtained the information, they hold up their horri-
fied hands and groan: •-Why, that's just commercial union.' There is
a story that Douglas Jerrold was once asked by a very dirty man for a
cure for cold in the head. 'Yon take a pail of warm water,' said the
joker, 'then bare your legs, put your feet in the water, and rab tbem
with soap and a scrubbing brush.' 'Why, that's wasting my feet,'
cried the other. 'I admit it is open to that objection,' replied Jerrold.
Juat such is the anewer to the cry Ihat unrest cted reciprocity i com-
mercial union. 't lu open to that objection.' But what of that?"

They go on to say:
" But the situation is that we cannot obtain the most valuable privi-

lege, that of free trade with the nearest and wsalthiest sixty million
people in the world without consenting to forego that free trade with
the rest of the world which they deny to themselves. We cannot obtain
the inestimable boon of free access to the iStates for our products without
accepting the closest approximation to the commercial position of a
state of the Union. They watt not tarer us more than one another.
Unrestricted reciprcity without- customs union i the unattai 2a51
best, with custoims union, it would be very good, and that we can
probably obtain.''"

Turning to this high authority in tho Reform party, I find
that commiercial union and unrestricted reciprocity are
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' interchangeable terme, which may beused indiscriminatoly.

The argument, as I understand, is that, if we had un-
rotricted reciprooity, we would bave a market of sixty

5 milliors people for our producta. If these hon. gentlemen
will condescend to look facte in the face, I think they wilt
bave o cut down that market of sixty millions very coni-
derably. They tell us that Canadians are as good as any.
body else, that Canadians eau bold their own against all the
world. So they can on fair terme, and I say further that,
if Canadian brains bad the handling of the capital possessed
by the United States as a weapon, they could not only meet
the people of the United States on equal terme, but could
beat them out of their own market. But how is a man with
81,000 going to fight a man who bas a million dollars? IIow
is a man who bas $àO,000 invested, who is struggling along

) and trying to support his familly on that small capital, to
maintain a fight, a strong commercial fight against
the surplus products of men who control millions,-
and that not for one or two or three years, but for
many years ? That is the question which must be
solvcd, whether a man bare.handed can fight a man
with a sword, who knows how to use it; because the
position of the Canadian manufacturer, as comparod with
that of the A merican manufacturer, is almost that. They
will tell us that we will bave access to the American mar-
ket. They muet know that the American manufacturers
have everything perfectly organised, that they have their
agents in every hole and corner and cranny of the United
States. They have their whole commercial system cem-
pleted, and any man going in thore from Canada would not
only have to fight this establishment, but also the national
prejudice, and that with only one hundredth part of the
capital possessed by those against whom ho was 6gbting;
so that the market of sixty millions of people would be
practically worthless to our manufacturera if it were open
to us to-day. ion. gentlemen opposite seem to have a great
objection to Canadian manufacturers, but, if they would
ex tend their researches, they would flnd that other manu-
facturera are just as obj!ctiontb!e; they would find that
they are ready to combine in enormous numbors, not only
to get at the American producer directly, but at the
Canadian producer by getting into the Canadian market,
stamping out the Canadian manufacturer and so getting
the whole market to themsolves. If they were to pro-
voke a contest witb the Amorican manufacturera, witb
the enormous capital which they have, amounting to some-
thing like six thousand millions of dollars, they would find
that tbey bad a very bard battle and a loiing battle to fight.
As to the difference between unrestrieted reociprocity and
commercial reciprocity, you are told that the leader of the
Government was in favor of reociprocity, and it is asked, if
we are in fivor of reciprocity, why cannot we go for unres-
trEicted reciprocity ? The distinction between the two terme
and the Iwo states of trade is absolutely radical. If we
make a treaty for commercial reciprocity, we will sec that
our interests do not suffer, that the treaty will preserve to
us our autonomy and our ctmmercial independence, and
our control over our own affaird in any political or any
other exigency wbich might arise; but, if we adoptel un-
restrieted reciprocity for a period of years, wo would place
out of our control the whole fiscal policy of this country
and all our own affairs. IIon. gentlemen opposite cannot
argue fairly a readiness to go into unrestrictod reciprocity,
from tho read inces to go into commercial reciprocity w ich
this Gavernment bas always shown. Now, do bon. gentle-
man opposite really mean to say that lhey îhink that we
can get unrestricted reciprocity ? Do they really imagine
that this louse will credit for a moment that there has
been any change of sentiment in the United States
upon that question ? What is the indication of a
change of sentiment ? Will any bon. gentleman who
attempts to answer me, point out in the United States any
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sign or shadow of a change in the sentiment of the people about Sir Charles Tapper lacks that essential elemeut,
during the past year? Wo have, it la true, Mr. Hitt's bocause ho should have known that Sir Charles Tupper,
resolution for commercial union, supported, of course, by during the two yeare he referrod te, never took one cent
Mr. Butterworth, and by the gentlemen who want to annex from the public treasury of this country, except the salary
us te the United States kite as a sort of tail. Bat we were that was freely and cheerfully voted to him by this House,
told in this House last year by Sir Charles Tupper that he and which ho amply earned. I make this statement because
had talked with leading public mon in the United States, Sir Charlos Tupper is not here to defend himself. I presume
and found that every one was earnestly in favor of com- if ho had been, the charge would not have been made. As
mercial union. Has there been any change since ? Is for the Minister of Marine, ho does not need any defence at
there a single public man in that country who bas declared my hands, and if ho did, ho could take care of himself. The
himsolf in favor of unrestricted reciprocity ? Since thon hon. gentleman who spoke last seemed to indioate by bis
we have had a declaration from Mr. Sherman and Mr. remarks that gentlemen who spoke on this side should on.
Blaine, stating in the strongest manner that unrestricted umerate every article that they were supposed to put in a
reciproýity they will not have, and commercial union they Reciprocity Treaty with the United States. I for one would
will only have as a step to political union. Hon. gentlemen not propose to do anything of the kind. It would be a
opposite may get around that point the best they can, and childish thing to do, it was an entirely mistaken thing to
try te show that there is a distinction between c>mmercial ask for. But I would say that the present Government is
union and unrestricted reciprocity, but it is impossible for pledged to a policy of commercial reciprocity with, the
them te show that there bas been any change of sentiment UJnited States as so ma it can be obtained. Their policy,
in the United States in favor of unrestricted reciprocity. Sir, is this, that if we want te make a bargain with a man,
All they can say is that the universal sentiment in faver of you do net show that your whole life depends upon it; you
commercial uni>n, which every gentleman in this House show that you are able to stand alone, that you are inde.
knew existed a year ago, bas been put in the shape of resolu- pendent, and thon if it is for your interest and to the
tien by Mr. Hitt which, [ maysay, is so transparentis sothin, interest et the opposite party, you can perhaps make
is so pal pablo a step te political union, that it is almost an in- a bargain. As soon as the United States are satis-
sult tothe intelligencoofthpeopleofthis country. Hon. gen fied that we eau stand alone, and net until that Lime,
t1omen surely cinnot suppose that the United States would will they consent to make a Reciprocity Treaty with us,
allow us te arrange our tariff as wo choose. The United This is no new policy. The Governmont have carried out
States imported last year $278,000,000 worth of goods this policy. It is the policy enunciated by the hon. member
which pay duty. Does any hon. gen lem:n suppoo thit for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) whon ho spoke
the United States are ioing to allow us t> fix the duty o-i in Charlottetown in 1878. He said thon that ho would go
those goods, are going te allow us t- say that they shall in for no cringing te the Americans for a Reciprocity Treaty,
pay 5 par cent. or 10 per cent. te corne in bore or te corne that we should hold up our heads, and that if we adopted
into the United States? The proposition, as the hon mem. that course we would in the end obtain reciprocity. The
ber for Queen's-who I am sorry to see is not in his senior member for Halifax (Mr.Jones) made use ofsintilar
place-said, would show that the Arneri3ans are arrant language at Halifax, and stood up upon his dignity as a Cana-
fools, that they were willing te do what hon, gentlemen dian and doclared that ho would net bow te any American in
opposite want Csnada te do, that is, to sel their commer- order te obtain a Reciprocity Treaty. But there is a still
cial independence to a foreign power, and that the Ameri- higher authority and that is the leader of the late Govern.
cane will never do. The only possible c>ndition upon which mant, the hon. momber for East York (Mr. MacKensie);
they will give us reciprocity is a uniform tariff, and as a and, in passing, I may say that it is instructive te read
sort of rider upon that, they would have the making of that these debates, because they show what hon. gentlemen
tariff. Now, there is another class of argument to which I thought at that time, and, perbaps in their inmost mindis,
wish briefly te refer. The hon. member for North Welling- they are now in favor of the Government assuming a
ton (Mr. McMullen) used some very extraordinary argu- similar dignified position. I read these extracts from the
ments. He argued that because the ac3ounts of the Inter. debate of 1875:
colonal Railway were net properly kept, we should have "Mr. WALLAOE (Norfolk)asked, Whetherduring the Parliamentary
unrestrictel reciprocity. Ho argues that becauso the car- recess it is the intention of the Government to renew negotiations for a
pets in Rideau Hall cost a certain sum, we should have R>ciprocity Treaty with the United States?
unrestricted reciproecity. Hie ideas seem te be that, "BHon. &r. MAOKENZI. We wil alwaya be glad to negotiate fora
because what ho elegantly called the Tapper family, Reciprocity Treaty with any nation.

cost the country a certain amount of money, there- And with that the discussion closed. In 1878 we have
fore we sbould have unrestricted reciprocity-at toast that the following:-
was the class of arguments te which ho addressed himseolf. "Mr. BEOH ARD enquiret, Whether a treaty of commercial recipro-
I will say jast one word as te the charge against Sir Charles city between the United States and Canada ia at present in question
Tupper which was mde by the hon. me aber for North between the G vernments interested?

Welingon.Thoeo f yen whe have read Oliver Wendcll "Mr. MAOKENZ[M. Thereisenomuch treatyat reuntinques3tionbe-Weington. Totween the Governments interested. The Government of the United States
Holmes, will no doubt remember a very interesting charac- bas made no proposition tous; but when the Government of the United
ter in one of bis books-an old man who had passed his States makes any such proposition, we will, of course, give it due con-
whole life in collecting beetles. He was very mach annoyed sideration."
if any one called him a naturalist. He said ho did not Hon. gentlemen thore see the policy tirat the present
deserve that name, that ho was simply a collecter of the Government has adopted, and I say that under the circum-
genuscarabous, and ho said, I want you to call me a scara- stances it i the only policy that could- possibly be adopted.
beist. his gentleman spent bis whole life in colleoting these I do net go back upon the position taken by the Minister of
nasty, ugly, ill-smelling insects which, te an ordinary man, Marine. I believe that this is the last desperate attemnpt of
would ho simply disgusting. Now it is, perhaps, proper that desperate mon. I know that the last election was ruan ii
a political party in opposition should have a scarabeist to Nova Scotia upon a free trade issue, in Ontario on a protee-
collect the facts of this particular class suitable te bis taste. tive issue and in Quebec upon the race and revenge issue;i
But I submit that when an bon, gentleman takes that scion- and having tried various policies and having failed, this is
tifie position, and claims te bo a scarabeist, ho should be the last desperate attempt te formulate a policy which will
sure ,that ho'elaesi fies aright, and that the inseot ho has got to Bome extent satisfy the country. There is one elôment
is one of the true genus. I submit that bis statement in this matter whicb I think hon. gentIbme do not eeff

Mr. DioElY.
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suffiiently to appreciate, and that i8 the great and growing
patriOtism and national sentiment that aniiates true Cana-
dians from British Oolumbia to Nova Scotia. We know we
have resoarces unsurpassed by any country in the globe,
and we are not now going to admit that we are unworthy
of that heritage, that we cannot support ourselves without
the aid of any other nation. Our forefathers fought for
responsible government, and this colony set an example to
other colonies of Eogland whieh they were not slow to
follow. We have acquired the right to legislate for
ourselves on all trade question. The proposition of the
hon. gentleman is that we proclaim to the world, and to
those other colonies which, in times past, have looked to us
for guidance and for example, that self-government is a mis.
take, that it is far easier to hand over our fiscal affairs to a
foreign country to deal with, and that it is far better to
allow foreigners to govern our trade,to control and regulate
our commercial progress as seems to them best, and then
we cau ait at our ease and enjoy the rest that will come to
us from being relieved from grappling with those great
questions. I do not believe there is any such craven
feeling abroad in this country. I believe, on the con-
trary, that Canada is prepared to fight her commercial
battles alone against the whole world; and I believe the
last proposition we will endorse is cne that involves a
loss of commercial independence. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site will at least admit that we have enough to eat and
a little to spare, and I verily believe that the people of
Canada would rather enjoy that mach, as a self-contained
and self-governed people, than clothe themselves in purple
and fine linen for which they have to pay the price of their
manhood and commercial independence. I fear my imper-
fect remarks have added very littie to this debate, but I
tust I have made my position pretty clear, namely, that I
am unalterably convinced that there is a higher and a nobler
destiny for this country than a condition o commercial vas-
salage to the United States of America.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). The hon. gentleman wholas
juast resumed his seat discussed the National Policy and then
dwelt upon the evil effects of having any commercial inter-
course with our neighbors in the United States, and finally
wound up by saying that they, the Conservative party,
were in favor of commercial reciprocity, and when the
States were ready they wore prepared to enter upon it. I
fail to see in what point the hon. gentleman differs from
the proposition laid down in the motion of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). We claim un.
restricted reciprocity. True, the hon. gentleman bas
chosen to contend that commercial union and unresti icted
reciprocity were the aame things, but in the course of thie
debate, and more-particularly from remarks made in other
debates,more particularly by the hon. momber for Norhmrn-
berland (Mr. Mitchell), the distinction, las been pointd
out, and at this late stage of the debate it is not necessary
for me to enter into it. The Postmaster General said the
results would be the same, because eventually there
might be a similarity of tariffs. While commercial union
would involve assimilation of tariffs or irather a union of
tariffs, yet under unrestricted free trade we would have en-j
tire control of our own tariff. It is quite possible that, in
the course of events, it miglit result in some condition such
as the Postmaster General ias pointed out, namely, a simi-
larity of tai ifs, but at the same time we would be indepen-
dent in regard to tariffs; we would have a right to make
our own tariff and frame it for the benefit of Canada. Under
any arrangement for unrestricted reciprocity there would
be no obligation to assimilate our tariff, either to lower or
to raise I, but our position would eimply be that of forming
our tariff with a view to benefit this country. The hon.
mmber for Cumberland (Mr. Dickey) has stated that the
lat eletions we rn in Nova Sootiaon fre tradg, in

1
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Ontario on the proteotive issue and in Quebec on race and
revenge. I bcg to differ with him. My impression is, and
I think I will be borne out by the facts, that tho eleetions
in Nova Scotia were run on railways, and lin Ontario on the
gerrymander, and by these means the Treaqur y bonchos are
now ocu pied by tho Conservative party, an d tho peoplo nover
had fairly beforo thon the question of rociprocity, protection
cr frce trade. I did not intend te go into tho question
of the National Policy or to diqcuss it, it has been discussed
at length in this Iouse, but the bon, gentleman has referred
to the position of New South Wales and Victoria. The hon.
gentleman was forced te admit that the Protective Ministry
it New South Wales had been defeated, he said by thoesmait
majority of four in the Legislaturu, but if ha will look at
the latest accounts, ho wil find that the maijority is much
larger. The following is a comparison of the wealth of the
two countries : In the year ended March, 1886, there
were in the Colony of Victoria 304,691 horses, 1,290,790
head of cattle, 10,681,837 sheep and 239,837 pig@. New
South Wales in March, 1886, had 34,537,e62 sheep,
1,270,078 of horned cattle, 329,933 horses and 208,927
pigs. This shows that in the possession of sheep, which
is the principal source of wealth in those colonies, the
Free Trade colony of New South Wales had four times
the number of sbeep that Victoria had. I regret that my
hon. friend (Mr. Dickey) alluded to the remarks that the
hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
made with regard to Sir Charles Tupper and the
Tupper family, for I do not think that it should
have enterod into this discussion at all. I think my
hon. friend will find that during those two years ieferred
to, not only did Sir Charles Tuppor draw his salary, but
that the Auditor General's rejport will show that pretty
large srums were expended in travelling and other exponses,
so that the remarke made by the member for North Well.
ington were fully b->rne out by the Auditor General's Report
and by other reports laid before this House. My hon. friend
from kumberland (Mr. Dickey) said that ho depreocated
this discussion now before the House, becanse by it we
would prevent this country trom getting a Reciprocity
Treaty. Surely if hon. gentlemen opposite are sincere
in Stating that reciprocity is going t be aun injury to the
country we would trom their point of view be doing a bene.
fit to the country, if this discussion would prevent us get-
ting such a treaty. 1 hold that this disous-iu;i is of benefit
to both sides of he lino, for I believe the Americans are
astute enough to study the position and te know that when
the matter is fairly discussed and couneidered that it will be
fourd tiat reciprooity is not for the interest of Canada
alone, but for the interests of the United States as well; it
will be mutually beneficial that this great wall of
protection shall be thrown down between those two great
countries, and that we should unite together and enjoy the
bonefits of free trade between Canada and the United States.
,My hon. friend froin Kent (Mr. Landry) and my hon. friend
rom Westmoreland (Mr. Wood)-whom I am sorry is not

bore to-night and I regret the cause which prevonts him
being here,-made very eloquent speeches upon what was
commercial union, and upon this subject my hon. friend
from Westmoreland was very eloquent and touching. Wheu
ho made that speech, se eloquent in bringing forward those
facts, it led me back to the first time when I heard the
hon. gentleman. It was an occasion in which he addressed
in equally eloquent tones a meeting held in honor of my
bon. friend from West Durham (Mr. Blake) who was then
visiting the county ho repreeented. On that occasion, in
1881, the member for Weutmoreland praised the policy of
the memter for West Durham and the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) as a great benefit to the country,
and le depreeated the injury which we sustained by the
National Policy which wa then inaugurated. While he
desribed himuelf then as a toboggan wavering on the top
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of the slide ho took a downward slide himself because ho
could not resist the temptation of the fertile plains below
him-shall I call them the plains of Sodom and Gomorrha.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The plains through
which a railway runs.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I have felt the same difli
culty that my hon. friend from Brant (Mr. Paterson) did in
not knowing exactly what is the lino taken by members on
the other bide of the House in this discussion. My hon.
friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson), my hon. friend from
Westmorcland (Mr. Wood) and the Postmaster General
were directly opposed to reciprocity. Mybon. friend from
Toronto (Mr. Cockburn) followed in the same line; but my
hon. friend from Cumberlarid (Mr. Dickey) was more can-
did in his admissions, and I can sec that he is an apt pupil
of the gentleman ho succeeded, and that ho is willing to
follow the footsteps of Sir Charles Tupper when that hon.
gentleman on the question of reciprocity diverged from the
lino laid down by his colleagues. My hon. fricnd from
Westmoreland endeavored to explain away the great in
croase in our export trade to the United States between
1854 and 1866 when the Reciprocity Treaty was in force by
stating that this increase of trade was due to Civil War
wvhich raged in the United States during the last ycars ofthat
treaty. My hon. friend, however, found that this reason could
only apply between 1861 atd 1866, and in order to support
himselfin his position ho had to attribute the cause of this in-
creased trade previous to 1861 to the Crimean War which
ended in 1856. We have a right in discussing this question
to consider the great inerease in trade which followed that
Rouiprocity Treaty in 1854, and my hon. friend from
Queen's, Prince Edward Island, bas shown the great bound
which our trade made in the first years of that treaty. So
far as the Maritime Provinces are concerned we must re-
member that when the National Policy was inaugurated it
was stated throughout the length and breadth of those Pro
vit ces that the only means by which rociprocity could be
obtained was by adopting the National Policy then put for-
ward by the Goverunment. This was reiterated on every
platform throughout Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island. The people thon really believed that
this was the reason put forward by Sir Charles Tupper in
support of the National Policy; that the policy which they
were going to inaugurate would lead eventually to recipro
city. But this result failed, both bocause nothing flcwed
from it, and aso because of the subsequent action of the
Ministry. It is necessary that we in the Maritime Pre-
vinces should have the trade of the United States,
because nature has placed us in that geographical
position which places the markets of that country within
our reach. My hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr. Won'd)
was candid enough to admit that if the American market
were open to us we would receive advantage from it, but ho
also said there were other foreign markets within our reach.
I would like my friends from the Maritime Provinces who
support the Government to point ont in what part of th
globe we would find a market for the products of our foreste
and mines equal to that to be found in the country adjacent
to us. A few years ago we had a gentleman sent from
Hlalifax to the West Indics with the intention of opening
up trado between that country and Canada. He went there,
had a very pleasant trip at the expense of the country, and
made a repoit, but not the slightest advance bas been made
and no benetit has been received by the country. The other
day a gentleman fi om my own city was sent down to the
Argentine Ropublic for the purposeofopening up trade thore
Here we are sending men away thousands of miles to estab.
lieh trade relations, and I suppose that the Bill introduced
by the bon. Minister of Marine, to which two or three
hon. members objected rather strongly, is due to the fact
that that trade may increase to Euch an extent that orti.

Mir. WLDON (St. John),

ficated masters have to be appointed to supply the vessels
engaged in it. But we have a coasting trade, and a more im-
portant trade with the United States Look at the number of
vessels from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick w hich are em-
ployed in carrying the produce of one country to the other.
But while I find that we send large quantities of goods to
the United States, our veEsels otten come back in ballast.
Taking up a return for last July, I find that 130 trading
schooners came into St. John during that month; they ail
went away to the United States with cargoes, but only 29
came back with cargoes, while 99 came back in ballast. if we
had free trade with the United States, they would ail have
return cargoes, so that tbey would be able to carry our goods
at lower rates than they do now, and give more profit to
the producers. Now, I confine myself in my remarks to
the Maritime Provinces, as the other Province3 have been
referred to by other speakers who are more cognisant of
their circumstances than I am. Now, the hon. member for
Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry) who spoke on this question, re-
prescents a county which I knew very well in m y boyhood
days. We had thon a very fair trade with Englani. I cat
recollect the time when the navigation laws were repealed,
and the first ship carrying the American flag that ever floated
in our waters sailed to our harbor, and it was said that
there was an end of British Ehipping, and that all our carry-
ing would be done by the Americans. I need not say what
the result bas been, that so far from that being the case,
not only has Great Britain the carrying trade of the world,
in which our sbips have a large share, but we all know
that the great carrying trade from New York is done by
ihips carrying the British flag; and to-day many of the

ships carrying products from that port to the East hait
from New Brunswick.

Mr. WELSH. Most of themé
Mr. WELDON (St. John). My hon. friend says most

of them. But wo find that that trade has declined in con-
sequence of our products being sent to the United States
instead of to England. My hon. friend from Prince Ed.
ward Island (Mr. Perry), the other day showed the amount
of produced sent to the United States from the County of
Kent, and I would ask the hon member for Westmoreland
(Mr. Wood) what effect unrestricted trade would have on
bis county. It is an agricultural county producing hay,
horses, oats, and other grains, and containing valuable
stone quarrics; and I venture to say that all these produc-
tions bave found a market in the United States, save a
small quantity that bas been sent to tho Upper Provinces;
and my hon. friend is hiniself engaged in that very carry-
ing trade from the County of Westmoreland to the United
States. Go up and down the Bay of Fundy, and ask where
all the vessels sailing there are geoing to, and you will find
that in spite of the heavy duties imposed by the United
States, they are enrrying products seeking a market in the
United States. When I was a boy on the north shore
smeits were only caugbt as a pastime by boys ; but to-
day, many, tons of smelts are caught every winter and
sent to the United States, the only market that will
recoive them, and th'e fishing of amelts bas becomo
a fruitful fource of revenue during the winter sea-
son to people living in the Counties of Northumberland and
Kent. The same is the case with the root crops of our
Province, and the valuable quariies in the Cobunties of
Albert and Westmoreland. The great market, in which the
demand is growing greater every day and would be quad.
iupled, I was going to fay inereased in volume ton times,
had we unrestricted reciprocity, is to be found in the United
States. Now, the great cry is that the manufacturcra will
be injured by reciprocity. But, I think, if you went to New
Brunswick, you would find that Mr. G.bson, who, as an in-
dividual cotton manufacturer owns pra bably the largest mili
on the continent, will tell you that ho would be perfectly
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willing to have the American market opened to.morrow;
and if yon go to the border ine of the State of Maine, yon
will find that the manufacturera there are read at any mo-
ment to enter into competition with the United States.
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick have great advantages
over the State of Maine, in beiug more fe tile and possess.
ing mines and minerais, which are absent from the State of
Maine. The only fertile portion of the State of Maine is the
valley of the Aroostook, adjoining New Brunswick, which
was taken away from us by the Ashburton Treaty, but the
rest of Maine is sterile. Notwithstanding that, we find that
the State of Maine has more looms and spindles than the
whole of Canada-why? Because they have a large market;
and not only that, but the States of New Hamphire and
Maine have more looms and spindles to-day than ew York
and Pennsylvania put together. With the natural advantages
we posess mi the Maritime Provinces, with our great water
powers far in excess of hers, and with our advantages of
climate, I believe we could enter fairly into competition
with any of the manufacturera in the United States: We
would then be able to keep our people. The hon. member
for Cumberland (Mr. Dickey) seems to think that the
people are not going away from the country; but I venture1
to say ibat you cannot go into any portion of Nova Scotia,'
New Brunswick, or Prince Edward Island, where you would
not find in every cottage or farmhouse at least one vacant
chair, left by someone who bas gone to the United States.
The Postmaster General said that by the ceneus of 1880
nl l 7500i eile went to the Unitedf Stats frnm Princu

become coal consumera and that wood has ceased to be a
locomotive fuel, and the increase in the quantity of railway
mil e and in the quantity of coal consumed by railways
would quite account for the increase of coal which my hon.
friend bas put forward as an instance of the great develop-
ment of the country. The objections made to this resolu-
tion are, first, that it is a weakening of the tie of the
mother country, and that it will produce annexation. So
far as I can judge by the past, so far as leading to
to annegation i concerned, any desire of that kind dies
out according as our prosperity increases, and it is ony
when we are in penuty, when our business is depressd,
and we are hampered by hi h taxation and dear living,
that the craving for some relief turne people's minds to-
wards the United States. So far as I know, I believe that
sentiment has not prevailed to any great extent. The more
we prosper commercially the more markets are open to us,
the less that feeling prevails. New Brunswick is peopled
by the descendants of the mon who left Laseachusetts and
New York, rather than live under an alien flag, and who
still retain to a large extent the feelings of their fore-
fathers, but they feel that in endeavoring to bave increased
intercourse with our neighbors, and to cultivate the kindly
spirit that ought to exist between us in our social and com-
mercial life, while it increased our prosperity would
strengthen our connection with the other country. Mir.
Wiman, in one of his addresses, sihows that Canadian
loyalty is a barrier to annexation. Ie said :

j ,i1 p >L pW O rAt.JL1.L nLa i "ce ,' Those who are most acqnainted, however, with the publie sentimentEdward Island. That may be true; but remember that in Canada know that loyalty toBritish institutions pmrmeates the whole
was at the time the National Policy was inaugurated. I country, and that with mother's milk bas been drunk in the love for the
would like to see the returna of 1869. Anyone who will go mother land; love for the good Queen who ha. ruled them to wisely for
to the international steamboats leavirg the wharf of St. ,hahacentury, and faitehin a the gloy of British cnnection bele i
John, will find there morning after morning the stalwart cans, who have shown their love of country by the vaut sacrifices they
mon and women, the pride of the country, with their lug- have made to preserve ite integrity, will not quarrel with this devotion of
gage, eekingto o to the United States. their Canadian neighbors, because they love their own land and the greatgý gg gnation on the other side of the oea that gave their ancestors birth. The

Mr. HESSON. Why do they go? sturdy loyalty of anadians, to-day, never endured the severe strain
that was put upon the loyalty of the colonies a hundred years ago, and

M. WELDON (St. John). Because of the taxation the resistance to which resulted in the independence and creation of the
greate constellation of commonwealth. that now rule so large a portioncaused by the National Policy. My hou. friend from Cum- of the continent. The results of that resistance to British rule have not

berland (Mr. Dickey) undertook to make a comparison been confined to the United states. They have indeed been world-wide
between Massachusetts and Canada. Hie said that while in their effects ; but to no country in the world have the results been

1 i more beneficial than to Canada. The difference in the mode of govern-Massachusetts had something like 1,700,000 people in her ment of Canada by the British authorities now, as compared with the
borders, about the same number of her sons were to be mode of government attempted in the colonies previous to the Americasn
found in ther States. That is true. Massachusetts is revolution, is the difference between despotism and freedom-the diffe-

cf the olde.t colonies in the Union. She wascttled rence beiween the dawn of an imperfect civilisation and the full sunlight
ne oof the lorious present. Had the same liberality prevailed in the latter

years before either Nova Scotia or New Brunswick were part o the last century in the tr-atment ot her colonies by Great Britain
even thought of. but there is this difference between the as bas prevailed in the latter hait of this century, there coald bave been

no Ameican revolution; there could have bmen no cause for separation
exodus from Massachusetts and that from Canada, that in and the great experiment of republican institutions, on the vaoi scale,
the case of klassachusetts, ber sons and daughters remained now being worked out, would never have been undertaken, because it,
under their own flag and did not seek a home on foreign would never have been justified. Canada bas, however, profited by

these stupendous events, which fr a bu.dred years have been occurringsoil, as the sons and daughters of Canada have done My on ber border, and in no respect greater tban that, while she bas main-
bon. friend spoke of the great output of coal from Nova tained the Britisb connection, she has enjoyed ail the privilegee of self-
Scotia and the large increase in its consumption. I would government. Thus, to-day, except in the mere treaty-making power,be h she is jaut as free and just as seif-reliant as if ehe were entirely inlepen-,ave en much more pleased if hehad given us the quan-dent, The relations which exist between Engiand and the Daminion
tity of coal from the Springhill mine as compared with imply no interference whatever with local government; net even vith
that from other mines, because with regard to the the tariff which taxes the products of Great Britain, as you have seen,
Spriughill mines we have been paying a very heavy "'th the sane rigor that applies te the products of aIl other couatries.
tainghi. mne are havenpaying acf0 cens havy Not a dollar of contribution is asked fro.n the culony to the Exchequer
tax on coal. We are paying a duty of 60 cents a ton, of England, while not a dollar of money of the British governmentis
and probably the extra price caused by some combine asked for by the canadian authorities About the only tie thatis
te raise the priees, aud iaetly the pe.ple are paying taxes visible between the motherand daughter now is, that the mother selects,

every now and again, some distinguished member of thi British aristo.
to have the cial drawn over the intercolonial at the cracy, who, as a guest, she coolty asks Canada te entertain for a few
expense ef the public for the benefit of the producers. The years as a represenative of royalty in the person of the Governor
coal taken from ti'e Springhill mine ie a very large propor- Generald A fnw years &gothe selecons made trem the Queen's cw

tiencf hatraied i Noa &eti, sd th quntiy tkenhousehold, and rer a lime the Marquis cf borune and hie chiming wile,tion of that raised in Nova -Scotia, and the quantity taken Princes. ,omise, feld a mimic court at Ottawa. More recently the
from that mine which is fostered and pampered at the able and accompliasbed bord Lansdowne, with bis good lady, have dis-
expense of the public and earried on at an enormous loss, pend the hospitalities of aideau. Hall, at ttawa, the Vice-itegal reui-

htdence, and won ail bearts by their cordiality and unafected courte.y.
show what has to be paid for out of the publie exchequerIt is now only by such ties as these that a cuenection i visible betweea
In addition my hon. triend says it shows the country has Great Britain and ber great colony on this side of the sea, implying sar
increased. But look at the miles of railway whichb have interference se ligb t as te be in startllng contrait with th. exactions,
been established th the country mince thon. We annoyances, and petty tyrannies exercised by Great aritain with her

dhroughout hNorth American colonies prier te the American Revoiuîion. It i tras
all know that within the lat few years ail the railways have that canada in the gainer of the heritage of self-government, as th.
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result of the struggle for independence which the United States endured;
while her loyalty has been cultured and made perpetual by the liberality
of the treatment she has received at the hand of the mother country.

That is put forward to the Americans by Mr. Wiman who
advocates commercial union, a step beyond what is proposed
in the amendment of the bon. member for South Oxford.
My hon. friend from Qneen's (Mr. Davies) spoke of the city
of St. John, and bis statements were contradicted by the
hon. the Minister of Finance. I think, if the hon. the Min-
ister of Finance would go to St. John and through the couu-
try in that neighborhood, and see what the price of real
estate as compared with what it was a few years ago, he
would find ibat the best test ot the condition of the Prov-
ince. If it had not been for the position in which we were
placed by the Ashburton Treaty, if it had not been that
lumber was sawn by Arnericans in the harbor of St. John
and shipped to the Unittd States, we would have been in a
very sad state indeed, but now nearly all the mills in the
city of St. John are sawing American lumber under Ameri-
can owners, and that is shipped to the United States, and
that bas done something to keep us up. By our ships
being enployed and being a source of revenue, instead of a
source of loss, as tbey were a few years ago, and by the in-
crease in the price of lumber, a botter feeling is now prevail-
ing than bas been for three years past, when we were in a
very depressed state in St. John. The suspersion of that
great cotton factory, which cost $235,000, and was sold for
875,000, and of other factories caused a great depression in
that city. Our shipyards were idle, as they were through-
out the mbole Province of New Brunswick, and I believe
that now only one solitary ship is being built in the Pro
vince. The Postmaster General referred to the Zollverein,
and said that the result of the adoption of this resolution
would be political union. The only Zollverein I am aware
of was the German Zollverein, and that existed for half a
century before the German Empire was consolidated, and
that consolidation took place, not in consequence of the
Zollverein, but, as bas been stated, by the clash of swords
and the clang of arms. It was by the power of the King
of Prussia that Germany was brought under his control,
and he became the German Emperor. It was altogether
independent of the Zollverein which existed for half a con-
tury without any attempt being made to alter the political
status. At this late hoar, I will not detain the House. In
our portion of the Dominion, this is a burning question, a
question of vital importance, and every day, as the inter.
couise between the two countries increases, we find that the
feelings of harshness which may have existed bave been
softeued by time, ard that there is now a friendly feeling
between these countiies. Certainly no citizeia of St. John
ought te besitate to bear his testi mony to that, because, in our
hour ol distress and trouble, when everything was swept away
from us by that great cordlagration, the first people wbo came
to our i ehef w ere American citizens. The cities of Boston and
New Yoîk came to our assihtance at once, while, though
that gieat emporium, as 1 ibink it is calied, the city of
Montreal, voted some money, tht y never sent it to us. I
believe the Americans are willing to meet us in a friendly
spirit. I bave been a grtat deal iin the United States, and
have met that people socially and commercially, and I
believe their feelings are every day growing warmer and
warmer towards the people of thise untry. They feel that
we are of one race and of one blood, and I believe, if the
Government of the day, instead of allowing that fishery
matter to delay day alter day, instead of, when they were
called upon by Lord Derby in 1883 to make arrangements
for a treaty, letting it hang until they were forced to
eend Sir Charles Tupper to Washington and to make a
trealy on the eve o a presidential election, if they had
taken earlier measures, we would have had now a treaty in
force which would have avoided the irritation which now
exists, in consequence of the Government, by little petty

Mr. WELDON (St. John).

measures, destroying those kindly feelings which exist in
the people of the United States. I know of a case which
took place the other day. The owner of a trading vessel,
whose vessel hbas been trading for years betweon New York
and St. John and had been allowed to go into harbors of
refuge withont any petty restrictions, found the other day
that the fishermen laid an information that his vessel was
in a certain harbor, and the resuit was that the vessel was
fined $1,500, and I believe that, unless hoe can get relief
from the bonds he has given, he will have to abandon the
vessel altogether. We on both sides of the boundary lino
are of the same blood and speak the same language, and we
came from the same motherland. The men who fought the
battles in olden times, the great battles of the common-
wealth, the battles of Marston Moor and Naseby, were the
ancestors ofthose who fought before Richmond and Gettys-
burg. They are engaged in the same object that we are
in creating a new civilisation on this great continent, and
it ill-becomes us, with the same faith, with the same ties,
and endeavoring in the same way to extend progress and
freedom throughout this continent, to shut ourselves within
ourselves, each holding itself in selfish isolation. Instead
of that, let us throw down the barriers botween us, and
unite in carrying out what I believe to bo the destiny of
these two great countries, and in lspreading civilisation and
freedom, not under the same flag but with the flag of the
Republio and the flag of the mother coutry floating over
the same continent.

Mr. HIESSON. Mr. Speaker-
Some hon. MEKMBERS. Question; cal in the members.
Mr. HESSON. If the flouse is ready for a division, I do

not desire to delay it. If it is distinctly understood that
this terminates the debate, I am willing tO take my seat.

Mr. SPEAKER. Callin the members.
Mr. WATSON. I had the floor before the members were

called in.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon. gentleman will
allow me, the hon. member behind me Mr. Hesson arose,
and the sense of the House apparently was that we should
close the debate. He said that if it was so, he would reume
his seat, and thei House cheered him, and it was eo under-
stood. I think that under the circumstances the hon. gentle-
man should not now try to speak, espeoially after the
Speaker had given orders to call in the members. If, on the
contrary, the House permits the debate to go on, of course
my lon. friend behind me has the floor.

Mr. WATSON. 1 do not wish at all to transgress any
rule or to offend the House, but I must say that I am en-
tirely opposed to the system apparently adopted by which
the leaders of both sides agree that the debate shah close at
a certain time. I acknowledge that my lon. friend opposite
bas the floor, if the debate is allowed to go on 1 had in-
tended to speak on bthis question last year, but a similar
arrangement was entered into by some members of this
Blouse, and I remained silent. On this occasion I should
like to address the House for a few moments on this ques-
tion, coming, as I do, from a Province whose people are
largely interested in trading with the United States; and
il the House would permit me, I would like to speak.

Mr. DAVIN. As a question of privilege has been raised,
I would like to say a word upon it ' lie hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson) states that he would like to addresê
the flouse. Now, Sir, although some members of the
Government and some members supporting, and some mem-
bers opposed to the Government, may wish to close the
debate, if any member of this House thinks that he has
something to say that it would be well for the House to
hear, and that ho ahould say in the interesta of his consti-
tuenta, Isay it is a very improper thing to try to clos. the
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debate. Let me 0ay on this question of privilege that I
think it is a system utterly unknown to the British Parlia-
ment for the leaders on both sides to arrange with the
whips to speak to the Speaker and arrange who shal
speak or shall not speak. I say there is scarcely any.
thing that could be conceived that would strike such a blow
at the independence of Parliament as that-strike a fatal
blow at free discussion, strike a fatal blow at the dignity of
the Speaker, because if the Speaker pute hie speakersbip in
commission, becomes a speaker fainéant, whereas the leaders
on both eides would be maires du palais, and then what
would become of the independence of this Hous 3? I agree
with my hon. frierds of the party to which [ belong, that
we are face to face with a great crisis in this cout try.
According to them-and I agree with them-wbelher by
design or by accident, members on the Opposition side of
the House take a tone that is calculated to play into the
bande of those who would land this country in annexation
to the United States.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, Oh I

Mr. D&VIN. Did I not guard the statement properly
so that it would not be offensive to you? I said, aocor ding
to them, it is of the greatest possible importance, because
we are face to face with a great crisie, and it would be a
perfectly monstrous thing that free discusion should be
shut off on such an occasion. As the question bas been
raised by the hon. member for Marquette, I wish to stigma-
tise this arrangement as it should be stigmatised.

House divided on amendment of Sir Richard Cartwright;

YBAs :

Messieurs

Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Barron,
Beausoleil,
Bbchard,
Bernier,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Brien,
Burdett,
Campbell
Cartwright (Sir Rich.),Casey,
casgrain,
Charlton,
Cboquette,
Ohouinard,
Cook,
Couture,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Dessai,
Doyon,
Edgar,
Edwards,

Andet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baird,
Barnard,
Bell,
Beïgeron,

Boavri,
Bowell,
Boyle$
Brown,
Bryson,

Cameron,
carpellr
Carlmg,
Carpenter.

lm&*

Bisenhauer, Mille (Bothwell),
EII4 , Mitchell,
Fisher, Mulock,
Flynn, Neveu,
Gauthier, Paterson (Brant),
Gillmor, Perry,
Godbout, Platt,
Guay, Préfentaine,
Hale, Purcell,
Hfolton, Rinfret,
Innes, Robertson,
Jonea (Halifax), Rowand,
Kirk, bte. .arle,
Landerkin, Scriver,
Lang, Bemple,
Langelier (Montm'ency)Somerville,
Langelier (Quebec), Sutherland,
Laurier, Trow,
Lister, Turcot,
Livingston, Waldie,
Lovitt, Watson,
Macdonald (Huron), Weldon (St. John),
McIntyre, Welsh,
McMillan (Huron), Wilson (Elgin), and
mcmllen, Yeo.-T7.
meige,

Nais:

Messieurs

Ferguson (Renfrew),
Ferguson (Welland),
Vouter,
Freeman,
Gigault,
Girouard,
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guillet,
Haggs.rt,

Heen,
Htickey,
Hudseth,

Jeames,
Joncas,

Maaon,
Mille (Annapolis),
Kofat,
Monorief,
MoniMlalair,
01 Brien,
Patteon (EslsE),
Perley,
Porter,
Prior,

Riopel,
Robillard,
Boome,

Rykert,
s5arth,

Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Ohisholm,
Oimeon,
Cochrane,
Oookburn,
Oolby,
Oorby,
Oostigan,
Coughlin,
Ooulombe,
ourran,
Daly,
Daoust,1
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Denison,
Deaulniers,
Desjardilns,
Dewdney,
Dickey,
Dickinson,
Dupont,
perguson(Leeds&Grn)

Jones (Digby,)
Kenny,
Kirkp4trick,
Labele,
Labrosse,
Landry,
Langevin (Sir Hotor),
LaRivière,
Lépine,
Maedonald (Sir John),
macdowall,
Mo0arthy,
Moculla,
MoDonald (Victoria),
MODougald (Pintoa),
Mc Dougal1 (O. Breton),
MoGreevy,
McKeen,
Kcuillan(Yamdreuil),
MONeill,
Madiii,
Mar,
Marshall,

Shanly,
Skinner,
Small,
8mith'(Onalrio),
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tupper,
Tyrwhitt,

anasse,
Wallace
Ward,
Weldon (Albert),
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wilson (Lennoi),
Wood (Brookvil? '
Wood (Westm'l' ), and
Wright.-121.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. ARMYOT. I voted through error, and Iwish to have
my name erased. When I heard that Gen. Laurie, the
member for Shelburne, had met with a serions accident and
that h. could not find a pair, I said I would pair with him,
but I was not told that the pair had been accepted.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply,

(In the Committee.)

Mr. Delaney, wife of the ladian agent killed at
Prog Lake.............................. ................. *.... 400

Resolutions reported.

ADJOURNMENT-ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS.

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

Mr. SPEAKER. I have received from the Governor
General's secretary a message stating that the Hon. Mr.
Instice Strong, acting as deputy to His Excellency the
Governor General, will proceed to the Sonate Chamber to-
morrow afternoon at three o'clock, for the purpose of giving
ssent to the Bille which have passed the Sonate and House

of Commons during the present Session.

Motion sgreed to; and House adjourned at 1:35 a.m.
(Wednesday).

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.

WIDNIODAY, 20th March, 1889.

The SpEAKiE took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaaTUas.

GOVERNMENT STEAMER ORUIBBR.

Mr. COOK asked, s Ithe Goverument aware that the
Government steamer Oruiser on the lakes carried last
season an engineer who was an American citizen while so
engaged, and that the said engineer carried an American
certificate instead of a Canadian certificate ?

Mr. TUPPER. During the voyage of the Oruùo on her
way to Sturgeon Bay, the regular engineer of the ship was
aken suddenly ili, and, withont reference to the department,
the captain of the Oruiser engaged an engineer, who had an
American certificate, temporarly, while the regular engi-
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neer was ill. It was supposed the engineer would be back
to his ship in a few days. The engineer so employed was
altogether employed two months, and is not now in the
employ of the Government.

COLLECTOR AT THEREE RIVE RS.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) asked, Lst. Whether the
Government is aware that the collector for the port of Three
Rivers bas levied, or attempted to levy, duties on catalogues
distributed gratuitously by the booksollere of London and
of Paris ? 2nd. Whether, in so doing, the said collctor is
acting under ordérs from the Government ?

Sir .TOHN A. MÂACDONAL D. In the absence of the hon.
the Minister of Customs, I would say that the Govcrnment
is not aware that the collector at Three Riverà bas levied,
or attempted to levy, duties on catalogues, but if hé has, hé
would only be carrying ont the law. There are no orders
given to the collector on the subject.

POSTMASTER AT THREE RIVERS.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) asked, 1st. Whether the
Government is aware that the postmaster at Three Rivers
exacts, or insists on exacting, postage on newspapers and
reviews addressed to persons who return them because
they refuse to receive them ? 2nd. Whether it is by order
of the Government that the said postmaster so acts ?

Mr. HAGARP. The Goýernment is informed that the
postmaster at Three 'Rivers does not exact, or insist on
exacting, postuge on newspapers and reviews addressed to
persons who return them because they refuse to receive
them. The postmaster at Three Rivers bas received no
special instructions, but acts in accordance with thé regula-
tions in force throughout the Dominion.

FSH PROPAGATION, N. W. T.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whetber the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries is taking steps to have the lakod and rivers tof the
North-West Territories stooked with varieties of fish not
now found in those waters, but wàich. frorm analogy, and
according tO the opinion of competent persons, would
thrive there ?

1r, TV PPEIL. 'The departahent has made enquiry,'and
received reports upn this subject of stocking the rivers
and lakes in the North-West Territories with varieties of
fLâh not found there, and at presont the question of trans-
portation is enging thé ttention of the departmont.

JESUITS' ESTATES ACT.

Mr. L AtJRLR. Before the noticea of motioi are called,
I would ask the hon. gentleman if he has considered the
subject of giving up a day to the discussion of the Jesuits'
vistates Act, and, if so, what day he is prepared to suggest
to the House ?

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. In consequence of an
informal "communication from my hon.' friend opposite, 1
sp4ke te my hoh•. fridnd from Muskoka- (Mir. O'Brien), who
Bays he is going to move on that subject, and, with bis
assent and 'concurrence, and after discussing the matter
with other hon'. friendsa it is proposed to bring on Supply
early on Tuesday next,so as to gi "e my hon. friend the
opportunity of moving in the matter.

gr. L$&URISR. I am very glad to hear thé statement
made by he hon. gentleman. It is, thon, understood that
théa 1 1il éo'ne up 0d1 Tuesday?

Ir, Tvema.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. The opportunity will be'
given on Tuesday for the hon. member to move in the
matter.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Will the papers be printed by
that time ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are being printed
now.

SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I desire to make a statement to
the House in reference to an important matter, and, as it
may take more time than I should properly occupy in a
mere statement, to put myself in order, I would move that
the Hcuse adjourn. My object is to bring to the notice of
the House the facts connected with a very important
measure which is likely to engage their attention with
respect to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. -In
1885 the Government supplemented the previous grant for
the construction of a line of rai lway from Sherbrooke to St.
John, vid Mattawamkeag, and from Mattawamkeag to lar.
vey and Fredericton, and Salisbury, connecting with the
Intercolonial Railway line to Halifax. The subsidy was
$250,000 for 20 years. On that occasion it was understood
that the Government would take every proper means aTd
every security in order to secure the construction of that
line to Salisbury, and the hon. the f1inister of Publie Works,
speaking on that subject in reference to a motion made by
the member for Guysborough, used this language :

" I am sure the hon. gentleman wi1l be pleased to hear the declaration
which the Government makEs through me, that in the arrangements to
be made with the company to build the railway, and to take advantage
of this vote of money, of $250 000 during 20 years, the Governmeint will
take care to secure the completion of the railway, not only to Matta-
wamkeag, but also to Balisbury, and if that is not secured, there will be
no subsidy given. We must act in good faith; the faith of Parliament
is pledged, and we must take care that that moi ey is employed as Par-
liament wishes."

In the Session of 1887 this question was also before the
House, and on that occasion, when a vote was submitted'to
the House, I took occasion to make -an enquiry of the Min-
ister of Finance of that day. I rcad from the Bansard:

"Mr JONES. I see there is an item here for the Short Line Raflway;
and while we are on that subject I would like to Ak the Minister of
Rai*ways to give as some information with reference to the Short-Line
Railway which is now going on to the cities of St. John and Halifar,
and which, it was expected, would'shorten very much the distance from
Montreal to those cities. There is a good deal of anxiety at presoent, on
account of reports that they were about connecting with the Maine
Central Line, inatead of proceeding with the *ork as originally contem-
plated to Fredéricto,' Baliàbury ad 'Moncton; and it tham le the case,
it would appear froin the information ithtch reaches us indirectly, that
while the road would have an advantage in connecting with the
American line, the distance to be gained by the connection with St.
John would not be anything like whatwas originally contemplated. I
have heard it stated by a person who pretends to be vell informed, that
the line has been deflected so much, owing to the lack of accuracy in
the original survey, that the distance to Halifax wili not be shottened
fifty miles. I should like to have some information from the Miaïister of
Railways on that point, because the expenditure can only be justified
on the ground that it would shorten the distance to Halifax and St.
John by over 200 miles ; and if, as ii said t be the case-I speak from
personal knowledge-it wilI not shorteén it more than to[ithe extent I
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have named, I think the intention of Parliament will not becarried out.
If the hon. gentleman is in a position te give any Information on this
subject, I know it would ho very acceptable just now, when the question
la being disnussed a good deal in the Lower Provinces.

" Sir OHARLES TUPPER. The hou. gentleman is aware that that
work is in the hands of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, with,
whom a contract bas been made, and that contract ie on the line origi.
nally agreed upon by Parliament, te carry the road te Mattawamkeag,'
and from Mattawamkeag, the company, as I understand, have made
arrangements with the Maine Central Railway and the New Brunswick,
Railway to go on to St. John. That was always the intention. The roasi
je therefore being construOted precisely on the line and in the terme of
the contract approved by Parliament, and the work Io going oi
vigorously; and I am informed by the company that the lino will be
completed by the end of this year. The other portion of the contract
requires the line to go from Harvey to Frederictou and from Fredericton
te Moncton, for the aalifax connection, and that the company are also
bound under their contract te construct on the lino originally laid
down by Parliament.

"Kr. JONES. If my information is correct, they are constructing
the branch from Mattawamkeag to the central railway, snd no pro-
gress le being made on the other branch. I am aware that it ls said to
be under the charge of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, but it
appears to me the Goverpment should exercise supervision over those
roada when public money is expended on them.

"Sir OHARLES TUPPE g. Oertainly, the contract la with therm.

" Mr. JONES. I would like the hon. gentleman to inform the House
whether progrese is also being made on the line from Harvey to Fred-
ericton. I a: informel that it ia net.

"Sir CEARLES TUPPER. I understand that they are concentratirrg
their attention on the main work firat, and that they wili thon take up
the other; but they are bound by the contract te take up the other and
proseoute it vigoroualy, and complote it within a certain time."

That discussion took place in this House. In 1887, Sir
Charles Tupper stated at a public meeting in Halifax, in
reference to the saime undertaking:

" When I stated last night that the lst st I did before leaving
London was to sign, as joint trustee with Lord Revelstoke and Lord
Wolverton, the bonds for the construction of this linoeof railway (the
Short Lino) by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and that It is
now in their bands; when I told him (Mr. Joues) that, he felt that it
was a death-knell ringing in his ears."

And at a meeting the following night ho repeats himseolf
in these words:

"I have already told you that this gigantic Pacifia Railway Company,
with between 4,000 and 5,000 miles of constructed railway now in oper-
ation, with an army of 25,000 men in their employ, and expending
money to an extent that la calculated to sustain and develop a country
of itself, if we had to rest upon it almost alone. Whon that company
have declared by the most solemu, important and basineEs-like &at that
it la possible for them te do-by putting their hand and seal to a con-
tract binding them to build net only the short lino cf railway that
comes to St John, but also the short lino cf railway that passes St.
John by coming froni Fredericton to Moncton, because that is in the bond,
and that is the work with which they are immediately te grapple."

In connection with this statement of the late hon. the Min-
ister of Finance, I think it is extremely desirable that the
contract with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
should ho laid upon the Table of the flouse before the Bill
to which I have referred is proceeded with•.

Sir JOHN A. MADONALD. My hon. friend, the
junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), made a motion the
other day, which was carried, tht al the papers connected1
with the Short Lino should be brought down. They will

be brought down; I do not really know why tbey are not
brought down already, but they will be brought down at
once.

Mr. LAURIER. In view of the fact that the Bill, con-
cerning which my hon friend wants this partionlar infor.
Mation, may come up at any moment, it is imiportant that
these papers should be brought down, not only at an early
moment, but now, in the same manner that the hon, gentle.
man brought down, yeaterday, papers oqnnected with
another question.

Sir JOH N A. MAC DONA L D. Oh, yes, the papers ought
to be brought down at once.

Mr. LA URIER. What my hon. friend wants is that
bond concerning the sale of the Canadian Pacifia Railway.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will bring dowa all
the papers, all the bonds that we have got.

Mr. JONES (lalifax). Will this be brought down
before the Bill is procoeded with ?

Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD. The Bill is now in the
Railway Committee, and before we proceed with it.in this
House, I will see that the jpers are brought down.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Was there sac a oriqtract?

Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD. I cannot say until I see
the papers. I have not looked at the paper yet.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Sir Charles Tuppqr ,saystbat
there is.

Motion withdrawn.

DISMISSAL OF CAPTAIN R. CA¥>BELL.

Mr. PERRY moved for:

Returu of ail correspondence between the Minister of Marine and
F'isheries, Ottaw*, and A. Lord, Esq., agent, Charlotteton, Prince
Edward Island, or any other person, having reference to the dismiala
of Oapt. Ronald Campbell, harbor master for Sammerside. Also eopy
of all complaints made against the said Oapt. Ronald Oampbell, show-
ing by whom made, with a eopy of evidence toushing said dismissal."

Hie said: I wish to give the reasons for making this motion,
Mr. Campbell was appointed in 1874, and ho was dismissed
in 18S7. During all the time that ho served I am not avare
that he neglected his duty as harbor master for Summeride,
and I do not know any reason why ho was abruptly dismis.
sed in 1887. I suppose some complainte have been made;
but I do not believe any complaints were made that ho
had neglected bis duty. I am afraid that be was dimcharged
because ho was accused of having voted for the Liberal can-
didates in 1887. Weil, complaints were made, and the Rin.
ister of Marine and Fisheries ordered Mr. Lord, the Marine
Agent in Charlottetown, to hold an investigation, and a
day was appointed for that purpos. It is bard to believe
that Mr. Campbell was never invited te go te that court, ho
was never subpSnaed to go to that court, but it was hold
all the same.' Well, the parties who made the com.
plaint took a person well known about the police court,
a person wol known in the jail, and they oalled

la
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him forward, and without inviting Mr. Campbell
to be present, they got this man to swear that
Mr. Campbell, on election day, gave him a dollar to
vote for the Liberal candidates. But Mr. Campbell has
sworn that ho dcoes not know this person, that he bas never
given him, or anybody else, one dollar te get him to vote
for any man. I do not know myself, Mr. Speaker, whether
Mr. Campbell voted for the Liberal or the Government
candidates. I do not know his politics. I never saw him
attending any meeting, I nover heard him speak at any
meeting, and I never knew that he canvassed in any elec-
tion. I am at a loss te understand why ho was dismissed
so abruptly without having an opportunity of coming for-
ward before the court and defending himself. I suppose a
report has been made; I think I ought to have the privilege
of inspecting that report, but I suppose I will net get it.
It is nearly seVen weeks since I asked for the return of a
report on the Lobster Fisheries from the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, and I have not got it yet.

Mr. TUPPER. ILt is on the Table.

Mr. PERRY. Well, Mr. Speaker, they came in good
time. Where were they all this time?

Mr. TUPPE R. On the Table, for some days-two or
three days ago.

Mr. PERRY They were not bore last night.

Mr. TUPPER. Yes.

Mr. PERRY. I beg the bon. gentleman's pardon,

Mr. TUPPER. They were on the Table.

Mr. PERRY. I do not know that. I went to the de-
partment and asked if the returns were there, and the bon.
gentleman's subordinates said they were net. Now let him
settle that question between himself and his subordinates.
He is not going te run that down my throat, positively
that these papers were on the Table for several days. They
were net on the Table last night. The witness upon whose
testimony the department dismised that gentleman, bas
been guilty of telling a lie, and Mr. Campbell's enemies
have got him dismissed because he was wise enough to vote
for the Liberaltcandidates. Sir, I want te know if that is
British justice and fair play. I do net blame my bon.
friend, the Minister of Marine and Fiaberies, the present
incumbent in that department, but I blame the Mfinister of
Marine who wa thon in that department, now the Minister
of Finance. if it is British fair play to condemn a man
without giving him a hearing, I think it is a queer interpre-
tation of British fair play. I am auxious te find out the
reason, the grounds for Mr. Campbell's dismiesal; I want te
know whether ho was charged with neglecting his duty.
Sir, I am sure that my bon. friend in that department will
net stand up bore now and say that Mr. Campbell bas been
guilLy of mismanaging his department. Mr. Campbell is a
man of good standing in Summerside. Ho is a man wbo is
nut dependent upon the office, ho can live indepeDdent of
the Government. He bas a good reputation, ho is a good
citimen, he is a man well off, ho is a credit to Summerside,

Mr. Paur.

and a credit to the country that gave him his birth, and
that has given him a living independent of all a harassing
Government can give him. Sir, I have reason to com-
plain of those gentlemen, Mr. Lefurgey and Mr. Hackett
-if they did make the complaints, I do not know that they
did-but I believe that when they found themselves de.
feated at the polis and found that Mr. Campbell had voted
against them, they wished to have revenge upon him.
Without going into the merits of the case I may state that
the acting Minister of Marine, without any proper investi-
gation being made and without giving this gentleman an
opportunity of vindicating his conduct before a court of
enquiry, dismissei him. And for what? Was it because
ho voted for me and my colleague ? There was no other
cause. He has not been charged with having neglected his
duties, with having neglected the care of the buoys or with
having done any wrong act. I contend he has not done
anything for which ho should be dismissed, and I exceed-
ingly regret that the department should have been led away
by the ipse dixit of the defeated candidates. The same thing
is occurring now at other points. Similar occurrences are
taking place in the Post Office Department. An applica-
tion was made by 150 respectable citizens for a post office
at a certain point in the county, and their representations
were backed up by the two representatives of the county,
but one of the defeated candidates at the late elections
merely wrote to the Post Office Department to say that the
post office was not wanted, and the people had to do without
it. I that the state of things what we have to expect ? Ia
everybody to be a slave to the present Government in order
to obtain justice in this country ? If so, it is a very sad
state of affaira. I charge the Department of Marine with
having dismissed this officer, not for neglect of duty, but
because ho voted for us, and further, that the officer has
been dismissed without having an opportunity to appear in
court to defend himself. I hope and trust we will hear no
more of the dismissal of officers because they are Liberals.
I do not know whether anyone disclosed the fact as to how
this officer voted, but it appears that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site have to revenge themselves on some one, and that is
the explanation of his dismissal; but the more they do
that, the worse it will be for themselves, and the more the
eyes of the people will be upon them, and they will fail to
obtain the goodwill of the people by such a vindictive act.

Mr. TUPPER. LIn the first place, le me set myself
right with the hon. gentleman in regard to the delay in
bringing down the returns and papers asked by this House.
I think 1 made a mstake a few moments ago, and it is only
right I should correct the mistake at once. I had reference
to a return which was moved for in regard to bounty claims
filed from Prince Edward Island. There have been three
return moved for lately for papers from my department,
and two of those are already on the Table, and the return
to which I now think the hon. gentleman had reference was'
the one relating to lobster fishing, which is not yet on the
Table of the House. This is, however, through no fault of
anyone, and it will b. brought down in a few days, but it

requires certain care in preparation and the collection of
A
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information that is not immediately at hand. With regard
to the particular charge which the hon, gentleman makee
against the department in relation to the dismissal of the
harbor master in 1887, I think if ho had confined bis
remarks to the first division, which ho seems to have made
in his argument, it would have been botter, and thon when
the papers were brought down ho could have adduced the
second braneh of his argument; and if ho had adopted this
course I think ho would, when the papers were brought
down, have refrained from making the statements he has
made ac1os the floor of the flouse. The first branch of bis
argument went this far, that ho did not know why the
officer was dismissed, and bis ignorance of the reason was
obvious in the latter branch of his argument, when he
statei, for instance, that the officer was dismissed without
any enquiry or investigation being made, without any
opportunity being given to the officer to be present and
heard in bis own behalf, and simply because ho voted for
the hon- gentleman, the Liberal candidate, at the elections
held in that year. It is not satisfactory to the Hlouse to
discus very fully this matter at the present time, as the
information relating to it is solely in the possession of the
department, and, in consequenee, I can only meet the
btatement made by mcntioning that when the papers are
brought down, the bon. gentleman will find that specifio
charges were made against the harbor master, not for
voting, as ho had a perfect right to do, for the Liberal
candidates at that election, but because ho not only voted
for those candidates while in the employ and service of the
Government, but ho canvassed actively against the
candidates supporting the Government; ho abused the
Government of the day in the most violent language;
ho offered bribes to a voter to vote for the Liberal candi
dates; and not on'y offired a bribe but was busy in driving
voters to the polis who voted for the Liberal candidate.
Those were the charges, and they were investigated by the
agent of the department, a gentleman not in political sym.
pathy with the Government of the day, but that does not
matter. The evidence was taken, and that evidonce will ho
laid before the flouse, and so far from the suggestion of
the hon. gentleman that this man had not an opportunity
toe be hoard, I may say that ho reecived notice of the time
and place of the investigation, that ho attended that inves-
tigation and cross-examined the witnesses. The report of
the agent on which the olficer was dismissed, together with
the evidence containirng the points to which I have alluded,
will be brougbt dwn as soon as possible, and I am sure it
wili be pleasant to the hon. gentleman to know that the
action was not baaed upon the one statement ho supposes it
to bave been based upon, viz., that this ocer si mply exer-
cised his right under the franchise.

M r. YEO. I think the hon. Minister, in the statement ho
bas made to the House, is a good deal astray. If I remem
bar aright the hon. gentleman was not in charge of the
departmont at the time in question and had no personal
knowlenge of the matter; at all events, under the Oircum-

stances it is not much use to discuse the subject until the
papers are laid on the Table of the House. Mr. Campbell,
however, never took an active part in the election, to my
knowledge, and those who are boat acquainted with him and
with his doings at the election will be able to say that ho
may bave voted, but if so, no one knew how h. voted, and
as to the charge that ho bribed anyone or drove anyone
to the polis or canvassed for the Liberal candidate, or took
any action against the Government, that cannot be proved.
I think there was one gentleman who came forward and
stated that ho had been offored money by Mr. Campbell,
but Mr. Campbell swore that ho never saw him and never
knew that there was such a man, and in faet I understand
that Campbell was not notilied, but happened tocome into the
court towards its close. Mr. Lord is a ttrong party man'
there can be no stronger party man ; ho was appointed by
the present Government, and ho did all ho could in that
way, and Mr. Campbell was told, at the close of the court,
that ho would be given a chance for investigation. The
present Finance Minister ditsmissed him in a very summary
way without giving him any chance to clear himself. When
the papera corne down we shall be able to go more fully into
the whole subject.

Motion agreed to.

FISHING IN THE COUNTIES OF BERTHIER, MAS.
KINONGE, ETC.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL (translation) moved for:

lot. Copies of any order or regulation adopted by the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, with a view to regulate fshing and to put la force
a system of licensing and taxing of dahing apparatus, in th eonties of
Berthier, Maskinongé, St. Maurice, Richelieu, Yamaska and Nicholet,
during the two years ending 31st December, 1888;

2nd. 0 opies of all instructions forwarded, during the period aforeaid
to the Pishery officers having jurisdiction in the said ounties, respeot-
ing the enforcement, suspension, modification and re-enactment of thé
said regulation;

3rd. Copies of aIl reports and information furnished by the Fishery
offioers to the Department of Marine and Fisheries la relation to the on-
orcement of the said regulation ;

4th. A list of aIl the fishermen of each of the said counties, as fur-
nished by the Bishery officers, showing those who took out the liconse
so required, the amount paid by each of them, the total amount recelv-
ed as the product of the said licenses from the date of the enforcement
of the said regulation up to the 31st Deoember, 1888 ; and asîo those who
did not take out the license so required, and whose dshing gear was
confacated or not, as the case may be i

6th. Copies of all letter, petitions and correspondence addressed to
the Government, or any of its members, asking for the repeal of the sid
regulation and the abolition of the said license, of aIl answers made
thereto, and of aIl other documents relating to the matter.

Ho said; Mr. Speaker, last year, about the clos. of the
Session, I had the honor of drawing the attention of the
House and of the Government to certain petitions whioh
had been presented by the fishermen of the counties bor-
dering on Lake St. Peter, to wit, the counties of Berthier'
MakiUnongé, Saint Maurice, Yama.ka and Riohelieu, oom.
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plaining of the" imposition of a tax on 'ashing tackle. I
received on that occasion, the support of the hon. member
for Bichelieu (Mr. Labelle), who joined his prayers with
mine when' aking the hon. the Minister of Fisheries to
abolish this tax, which was useless to the Government and
oppressive to the fishermen. The hon. the leader of the
Goveninent (Sir John A. Macdonald) at that time ex.
pressed himself in the following terme, in answ*er to the re-
quest whlch I made:-

" The Government have' reôeived several petitions from fishermen
w'ho are stated to be very poor and unable to pay the tax imposed.
The Government have studied the question, but before comng to a de-
finite decision, we muet devote our time to the business of the Session.
Bo soon as we have leisure, the day after prorogation, we will study
the question. We shall endeavor as far as possible to satisfy the repre-
sentations which have been made to us on the subject of the fishermen."

At this juncture I, myself, as well as the other members
from the counties interested, received the impression that
the Goverument were going to study the question and
render justice to the fishermen. Unfortunately, they did
not do se, and instead of being able to communicate the
declsion arrived at by the Government to those who were
interested, the only news which we received was th
redoubling of activity on the part of the employées of the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, and a system of terror
established around Lake SU. Peter, in the very midst of thp
fisherniem whe had reason for-expectingafter the declara.
tions made by the ýhon1i the First Minister, that their
request would be-granted4 This tax, it will.be urged, is not
a Yery great-one. It consista of 81 on each scoop net,
5 cente per -fathom on drag nets, 3 eonts per fathom on
ttake.nets, and 25 cente per'hundred hooks employed ,on
the ight lines. These figurês, taken alone, do, in fact,
represent but à smail amount' but %rhen these small
amounts are levied on a populatiot. poor ad Aunable tb- pay
them, bach an oet may have se-ious consequences. The
fishermen seeing themselves prosecuted by the Government,
threatened with fines and the forfeiture of their fishiig
tackle-for the instructions issued by the - department leh
no option to the agents; the instruotions being to seize the

fiahing gear of ail persone whe might be fciad fishing with-
ouit iiensi addressed themgelves, again, e 1the depart-
ment and to the Government, and 'during the month of
December last i had the honor of forwarding to the hon.
.the Minister of Marine and Fisheries a petition from tihe
fishermen of my county, settieg forth that they wetrelnable
to pay the tar, s that if they *ere oompelled to -pay it
they would bJe obliged to leave their property, their homes
and their eouatry. Mr. Speaker, instead of making an
enquiry, instead of sending oficials for making certain
whether these fishermen were really unable to pay for these
licenses and at the urne time provide subsistence for their
families, the hon. Minister answered me in terme which II
cannot characterise otherwise than as being cruel. In
order that the House:may have ther ough knowledge of the
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subject, I'shallread, the answer which thel hon. Minister
sent me in return for the petition whieh I had the honor of
forwarding to him. Here it is:

"DEPAnTMENT Or Frsuamus, Ottawa, 14th January, 1889.

"S3,-4 have the honor of acknowledging the receipt of your letter
of the 5th instant, respecting the system of issuing fiuhing licenaes in the
County of Berthier "

" You are doubtless aware that my predecessor, Ur. Foster, gave very
great attention to this question. It appears, from your represeutations
as well as from those of other Members of Parliament, that the carrying
out of this system was suspended in 1887 ; but that in 1888 the Govern-
ment determined to again put it into force. Instructions to this effect
were given before my joining the Ministry.

" lu the opinion of this department, the fishing grounds of the county
of Berthier possess a great commercial value; but I consider that unless
they are effectually protected they will soon lone thid value.

" I am aware how unpopular a system of licenses is at the outset; but
in my opinion, this system ought to have been adopted long ago, and a
further delay in putting it into operation will be injurious to the In-
terests of the people in whoee favor you are interesting yourself

" The tax on scoop-nets is quite a nominal one; and if, as is alleged,
this tax will have the effect of causing the disappearance of oe-half of
these fishing engines, I believe that the result, in the end, will be to the
advantage of both the fish and the fishermen.

" The regulation fixing the size of the meshes at one and one-half inch
la made with the object of preventing the destruction of the young fish,
and allowing them to grow and increase In value.

" Regretting that I am unable to accede to your request as well as
that of the petitioners.

"I subscribe myself, Sir,
"IYours truly,

"OHARLES H. TUPPER."

This, Mr. Speaker, is the reply which the fishermen of
the county of Berthier received to the request which they
hurmbly made to the hon. the Miniser of Fibheries. I feel
sure, and if my information is incorrect, the hon. Minister
can correct it-I feel sure that absolutely no steps have
been taken by the department to ascertain whether the
fishermen of Grand Nord, as well as of the other counties
bordering on Lake St. Peter, were able to pay for this
lieense, and still continue their occupation. For my
part, my information goes directly contrary, and I think
that the members who are interested in the other counties

are ready to bear me out in what I say, when I state that
the keeping up of this license system will have, as its im-
mediate result, the wiping out of one half of the fishermen
of the five counties who are mentioned in my motion, and
will drive away a great number from their possessions.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon, the Minister of Finance,
who acted laist year as the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
endeavored to justify the imposition of this tax on the ple
derived from revenue considerations and statisties. The
hon. Minister evidently desired to leave the Ilouse under

the impression that, in 1888, the district in question was
not subjected to the regulations relating to fihing and to
the preservation of fish; that it was not provided with
fishery officers, whose duty it was toprepare for the depart

a

T74



001MONS DEBATE&
ment the necessary statisties, and that the House was
completely in the dark respecting the produce of thesfishe.
ries in the counties of Berthier, Maakinongé, Saint Maurice,
Yamaska and Richelieu. Now, nothing is furtber from the
truth. For a long time past the Department of Fisheries
has had organised in these counties as well as in other
portions of Canada, the bystem of fishery offleers. The
report of the hon. Minister of Fisheries for 1887,-
I regret that the report for 1888 is not yet distributed
and I have been informed at the Distribution Office
where I asked for a copy, that it was not yet ready-
the report for 1887 States that for the division of Berthier,
Joliette and Montoalm, there are four fishery officers, and
that the value of the produce of the fisheries in these coun.
ties for the years 1884, l8F5, 1886 and 1887 was as follows:--
In L884, $15,699.40; in 1385, $à,424.40; in 1886, $13,231;
and in 1887, $11,854.50. Not only these fishery officers
give to the department a statement of the produce of the
fisheries, but they even give the quantity of each kind of
fish which has been caught within these limita; so that we
find that there has been caught within these limite which I
have mentioned: of eels, 1,820 pounds, in 1884; 1,420 pounds
in 1885; 101,000 pound, in 1886; and 3,300 poundsgin 1887.
Trout, whitefish, maskinorgé, as well as all other fish which
are taken in these localities, are mentioned in the reports
made by the fihery officers to the department, and by the
department to the House. So that the pretext given last
year that this new regulation bas been promulgated with
the object of collecting statisties of the fisheries in tbese

counties, had no real foundation, because for a long time
previous the Government had in operation the syttem of
inspection and statisties as it now existe. Now, the hon.
Minister of F sheries, in the letter which he bas addressed
to me in an.wer to the petition of the fishormen of the
county of Berthier, saya, that in his opinion the fisheries of
the connty of Berthier posses a great value. If the hon.
Minister, before writing this letter, bad taken the trouble
to consult his own reporte, if h. bad taken the trouble to
ascertain what kind of fish the petitioners caught in the
waters of Lake St. Peter, ho would have seen that with Le
fiehing gear which te wishes to tax it is impossible to

catch deep water fish, because these fish swim at a much
greater depth %than can be reached by the bag nets, the
sweep nets and the other tackle which he has desired to
tax. The only fish which these poor people catch are mud-
pout, suckers, perch, base, eel and pike, fish which are pro-
tected by no law, and possess hardly any value. These are
the only kinds they are able to procure. In 1884, the report
states that 631,250 pounds of mized fsh were taken. In
1885, this feH to 106,800 pounds; in 1886, to 29,200 pounds;
in 1887, 114,500 pounds. Well, Mr. Speaker, after dividing
the produce of this fishery among some fifty or sixty fish-
ermen, I ask if it is possible that a greater sum than from
$25 to $30 can be reckoned as the result of each man' labor.
And if a tax is levied, of 8 1 for each bag net, of 5 cents a
fathom for a sweep net, of 25 cents for each 100 hooks on
the night lines, the fisherman is deprived by his means of
probably one-fith or onesixth of the prodace of hie Ilhing,
which renders it impossible for him to provide for his own

wants and fôr those of his family. In this case, Mr. Speaker,
figures do not fail us. The sh caught pousses little vaImRO
The flshermen are poor; and when one talks of levying,
epon people in no wretched a oondition, a tax of $l per
head, or 41 per drag not, to sweil the publio Treaury, it
appears to me that people have but a faint ides of what the
fieheries of Lake St. Peter are like. It appeas :to me that
it i giving very poor pretext to sustaina bad policy. Ono
,more, Mr. Speaker, the feshermen are, as a clase, very poor,
the produce of their Ashing is the least possible, and they
are unable to pay the tax which is imposed upon them. I
appeal, then, to the sentiment of humanity in the hearts of
the Miniatry, and I ask the support of the House ln tbir
favor.

ROYAL A8SNT.

A Message was delivered by R. E. Kimber, Esq., Gentl
man Usher of the Black Rod:

Mr. SpuAEB,-Bls Bonor Mr. Justice Strong, Deputy Govrnor,
deuirea the immediate attendance of your Honorable Boume in thé
Chamber of the Honorable the Sonate.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, with the Houae went up to
the Sonate Chamber.

AId baving returned;

Mr. SPEAKER informed the Houe that the Deputy
Governor had been pleased to give, in Her Majesty's name,
the Royal Assent to the following Bill:-.

An Act t, make further provIsion respecting enquiries, coustuing
Publie Matters.

An Act respecting corrupt practices in Municipal Afaira.
An Act to permit the Conditional Releare of Finrt Offenders in oertain

cases.
An Ac tto amend "The Weights and Meamures Ac," ehaptur one

hundred and four of the Revised Statutes.
Au Act to incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coal Company.
An Act respecting the Kooteray and Athabasca Rilway Company.
An Act respe eting tb Iiagara Grand Island Bridge Company.
An Act to incorporate the Red Deer Valley Rilway and Coal Com-

pany.
An Act to incorporate the Dominion Life Assuranes Company.
An Act to incorporate tbe Hawkesbury Lamber Company.
An Act to incorporate the Asuniboia, Edmonton and Unjiga Railway

Company.
An Act to amend the Act incorporating " The Bolier Inspection and

Insurance Company of Canada."
An Act respectini the Pontiae Paeide Janotion Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Calgary, Alberta, and Montana Rallway

Company.
An Act respecting the Hamilton Central Railway Company.
An Act respecting the South Ontario Pacifie Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Lao Seul Railway Comapasy.
An-Act to amend the Act inoorporating the KingstonSmith's Va1s

and Ottawa Railway Company.
An Act respeeting the Lake Niplasing and James' Bay Railway Cou.

psny, and to change the name of the Company to " The Nipluulng and
James' Bay Railway Company."

An Act respecting Steam Vessels to be used In comneetion with the
Canadian Paciie Railway.

An Act respecting the Baptist Conventionef Ontario and Quebe.
An Act respecting the New Brunswick and Prince Edward Railway

Company, and to change the name of the Company to "The New
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island Railway Company."

An Ae to incorporate the Victoria, Sanich and New Westminster
baflway company.
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Mr. BEAUSOLEIL (Translation). The object of my

motion, Ur. Speaker, i to bring before the House all the
documents connected with the various petitions which have
been presented, as well as the instructions which have
been given to the fisbery offieers of these various counties
by the Department of Fisheries. We will then be in a
position to know whether all the fishery officers have dis.
played in the counties interested the same activity they
have been recommended to do by the Minister of Fisheries
in his circular of the 19th April, 1888. In this circular
signed by Mr. Bauset, for the Minister of Fisheries, we
read, among other things, the following:-

" If any person refuses to obey orders, or is guilty of any violation of
the law, you will at once seize his fimhimg gear, sud report the fact to
the department."

In the circular of 1887, the hon. Minister was not content
with the making of a report to the department of the viola.
tions of the law, but he says :

" If say person refuses to obey your orders, or ls gnilty of any viola-
tion of the law, seize his fishing tackle sud send it to the department."

When thee various documents shall be laid before the
House, and I hope that will be after as little delay as possi-
ble, for if the Government deride not to carry out the
prayer of the petition which the bon. the First Minister
promised to receive favorably last year, I shall be obliged
to bring the matter anew before the House before the end
of the Session; we shall know the number of fishermen
who are protected by their license, as well as the amounts
which have been collected by the department as the price
of these licenses, and furtber, the number of those whose
1shing gear have been confiscated. When the flouse is in
poseession of all these documents, I think that it will see
that an injustice bas been done, and that it is now time to
make reparation for it.

Mr. LABELLR. My intention is not to censure the
G >vern ment, but I want to ask that they shail do jnstice in
this matter to our poor fishermen in Richelieu, Berthier
and the adjoining counties. I do not think that the Gov-
ernment thoroughly understand the position of these fisher.
men, because, if they did, I am sure that they would not
enforce the tax. I have told the hon. the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries that what we wish the Government
to do is to take off the tax on the "hoop nets," verveux
I hold that those fishermen ought not to be taxed at all, but
at ail events there should be no tax on the appliances
which they use to take that common fish. It should be
remembered that the fish they catch in that portion of the
river and the adjoining counties is not a marketable fish, it
is a common Bah, and not even protected by the laws the
same as other more valuable 6sh. There are millions of
those fish in these shallow waters, and they are as numer-
ous now as they were half a century ago, which is proof
that they do not need protection, and they are caught in
shallow water, where good, marketable fish is not taken.
This fish, however, is the food of the'e poor people, and
they have nothing else to live on. They catch a great deal
of this fish, and they take it to the narket, but they get a
very low price for it, which does not enable them to pay

glr, napsoLalw.

any tax whatever. Let me caIl the attention of theX Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, in order to farther prove the
justice of the demand which we make in this matter, to the
fact that fishermen in the Lower Provinces who are engaged
in catching herring and mackerel are not taxed at all.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; they are.

Mr. LA BELLE. Well, I have my authority from a very
good source, and the hon, gentleman had botter arrange
that difference of opinion between himeelf and the nember
for Gaspé (Mr. Joncas), who informed me that the deep-sea
fishermen of the Lower Provinces were not taxed. Her.
rings, which are worth $6 a barrel, and mackerel, which
are worth $28 a barrel, are not taxed, but those who catch
salmon are taxed to the extent of 40 cents a barrel. If the
Lower Province fishermen are allowed to catch a market.
able fish-a fish which can be readily sold in the market,
and on which they can make large profits-without paying
any taxes, I think that the least the Government ought to
do for ns would be to take the tax off those poor fishermen
of Richelieu, Berthier and surrounding counties. I have a
great deal more confidence in the Government than my
hon. friend from Berthier (Mr. Beausoleil), and I feel that
when thoir attention is drawn to this subject they will, in a
spirit of justice, look to the protection of those poor fisher-
men who have to earn their living by working day and
night in order to make a few dollars to give bread to their
children. If the Government imposes a tax on those fish-
ermen, even though it be very small, it will be a very great
burden en them. I hope that the Government will take
off this tax on the poor fishermen of our counties.

Mr. TUPPER. This question, of course, is not a new
one, but it involvées a very important principle upon which
Parliament has been acting ever since Confederation-that
is, the propriety of the license system. In Ontario and
Quebec, I believe, long anterior -to Confeeration this
system was adopted, not so much for revenue purpose, as
1 understand it, but with the object of regulating the
business of catching fish and of restricting to some extent
and in some quarters the fishing, so as to prevent over-
fiehing. Now, if there be anything in the arguments so
strongly urged to-day by both the hon. gentlemen who
have spoken, that where fishermea are poor, wi are to
relax tne reulations and abstain entircly fr.m enforcing
this system elsewhere in force, it seems to me that would
attack the whole principle of the license system, because
the system is not framed in view of these considerations
but with a view of benefitting all fishermen, poor and rich
alike, and protecting the fisheries from being exhausted by
over-fishing; and we know how apt fishermen as well as
other mon are to take advantage of the present time to
make as much as they can, regardless of the future. I
briefly meet the argument as to the poverty of these fisher-
men in that way. But while this system is never popular
in any district, and the enforeement of it seemas at times to
be hard, the fishermen do not often understand why the
Government intervene between them and their business of
catching fish which are common to ail and, as they say, do
not interfere with other occupations. Still, unpopular as it
is, it has been the steady policy of this Parliament for some
time back. Now, I am glad LO be able to say that while,
theoretically, the lcense fee may seem to be a tax, it is not s0
in reality. -r or instance, take the district to which theb hon.
gentleman has alluded, and the amounts paid for licenses.
I have in my band a statement in reference to not ail the
counties the hon. gentleman has alluded to, but the im-
portant ones, as Richelieu, Yamaska, Maskinongé and
Berthier ; and I find, running down the list of lhcenses,
that the sums paid are as low as from 13c ents to 25 cents
per man in some instances; there are a Jew mon who have
paid as much as $4 or $6i in one column there are a 09-
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siderable number who have paid $2; in another column would have a disastrous effoct on the localities concerned.
they range from $1.80 down to 50 cents; and so on. The Well, we have had the regulations in force for some time,
fee paid by these men is not so very heavy. As to whether and I am glad to say that they do not seom to have driven
these fishermen are not only poor, but the tax incon- away any people, as those gentlemen thought they would.
siderable, I regret that I could not follow the hon. gentle- I think the reason is, that in the working out, the fee is so
man who moved the resolution as closely as I would like to inconsiderable that the consequences are not at all of a
have donc, not being sufficiently familiar with the language serions character. I again repeat that the demand which
in which ho addressed the Hlouse. I will not go back to I have alluded to will engage the serious attention of the
1884, as the hon. gentleman did, because these regulations Government.
were not then in force. I have the figures for 1888 giving
the value of these fish. to show that no exceptional argument Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad indeed to find the hon. the
can be made with reference to the particular districts to Minister of Marine and Fisheries approach this subject in such
which allusion has been made-certainly notas a whole. The a calm, deliberate spirit, and to hear him intimate to this
value of fish caught in 1888 in Richelieu and Yamaska was House that the Government are disposed to take the matter
811,376, in St. Maurice and Champlain 885,619, and in into consideration with the view of re-arranging the systom
Maskinongé and Berthier $11,682. These are approximations under which the great fishing interest is carried on. While
made in the usual way in which statisties are made by the on my feet, I may say that either I misunderstood the hon.
officers of the districts. To show that the licenses are not member for Richelieu (Mr. Labelle) or he misunderstood
for revenue purposes, I will take the amount that we psy me in relation to my correction of a statement made by
for guardianship and official work in some of these waters; him, when ho said there was no tax in the Lower Provinces
and I find that in a part of the districts mentioned-and the for catching herring or mackerel. I would reply that in
reason I am only taking a part is that I have not before me the bays or rivers of the Lowor Provinces, as everywhere
a complete memorandum of all the districts-the amount else, there is a tax upon the nets used for catching berring
expended in protecting the division extending from Three and mvckerel, just as there is upon other fish; but I quite
Rivers to Coteau, including the Ottawa, in the year 1887- admit the correctness of the hon. gentleman's statement
88, was $2,000, the total revenue derived by the departmont that in the case of vessels fitted out for the deep sea tishing
was $423, and the total number of licenses issued was 449, or for fishing outside the coast, where the herring and
so that overy license averaged about one dollar. So that if mackerel are chiefly caught, there is no tax, but, on the
these districts are valuable, and the tax incorsiderable, cor- cntrary, there is a bounty given to vessels fitted out for
tainly I would submit to the House that no case has been that purpose. I sympathise with the motion of the hon.
made out for exceptional treatment in those districts. member for B'îthier (Mr. Beausoliel), and al o with the
Some hon. gentlemen who have put notices on the paper views taken by the hon. member for Richelieu (Mr.
in reference to this matter, have pressed a new argument Labelle), in which ho has so ably and oloquently submitted
which I thin'k the hon. member in charge of this motion the interests of his poorer constituonts; and 1 may
did not press much to.day, that is, that while what I say say that I shall endeavor to impress upon the hon. Minister
may be correct of the districts as a whole, there are some of Marine and Fisheries the propriety of considering this
portions of these districts where the fish are of so poor a special application which bas been made to.day. He should
description that they are merely used as food in the local- take up and reviow the whole systom of liconses as
ities where the people are not very rich, and are not applied to the river and bay fisheries of the whole Dominion.
marketable, and not exported, or used in trade. That con- When I organised that fishery service and framed its first
sideration has been pressed with considerable earnestness rules and regulations, I had in view very much the same
upon the department, and I have brought it to the attention object which my hon. friend confesses is the view of the
of the Government, and it is being considered; because, as Government-an object not of collecting revenue at all, but
I have said, we have no desire to oppress the fishermen. of regulating and controlling and protecting the carrying
The regulations are not those of any particular party, and on of these fisheries. On a former occasion, I told my hon.
we are anxious to meet the wishes of the fishermen so far friend that when a slight fee was imposied on the fi hermen,
as we can do so consistently, with the protection of the it was never contemplated revenue should be raised,
fishing interest itself; and further consideration will be but it was imposed merely for the purpose of enabling
given to the question as to whether it is possible, the department to have some control over the
consistently with the regulations of the department, fishermen. It was levied to enable the Govern-
to make an exceptional rale in some of the districts ment to regulate where nets should be set, and have
where those special circumstances may exist. I have some systom of registration whereby they could follow
ordered an enquiry to be made as to that, and I have up infractions of the law. The whoil systemoftaxing fisher-
brought the matter to the notice of my colleagues, whose mon is one I entirely disapprove of. I am now speaking,
consideration will, of course, be given to the subject. I want not in any spirit of hostility to the course pursued by the
to say, in reference to the circular that was issued, that the Minister of Marine and Fisheries in maintaining the rales
hon. gentleman will, on reflection, sec that there is no such and regulations ot the department, but for the purpose of
cruel spirit behind it as he supposes. It is a circular suggesting a botter systom without seriously impairing the
merely calling attention to the laws of the country, and revenues cf the Dominion. The system when established,
follows on the enforcing of the license system; everything with a smalt fee attached for the purpose of registration,
hinges on that. It would be far more cruel to refrain from was found to be very objectionable by the fishermen. No
sending a circular down to those fishermen, warning them matter how small the foc you touch a class of mn-a
of the consequences of violating the regulations, than to let great many of whom are very poor, indeed-and those
the officers come suddenly upon them, and involve them in people, with poverty surrounding thom, and with diffloul-
heavy penalties. The hon. gentleman bas spoken of the ties prcsenting themselves every day to find food for
effect of these regulations being to drive men out of the dis- their families, would naturally object to even the smallest
trict, or out of the country. Well, that was the idea that fee. 1 think, sivce my hon. friend bas intimated to this
ho and those gentlemen who were with him propounded House that ho wiil take into consideration the propriety of
when they addressed the Government. It is quite true revising the whole system of licensing the fishehes of this
that they drew the attention of the right hon. the First country, it will be well for him, and well, certainly, for a
Minister to the matter, and ho promised to consider it. At certain class of fishormen, if he would not impose any tee at
that time it was stated the enforcement of these regulations ail, but impose instead the taking out a licusoe for the par.
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pose of registration, and create a penalty if they fail to do
so. By pursuing that course he will avoid the imposition of
the tax, and will secure the object to be obtained by regis-
tration. He will be enabled to control the methods of con.
ducting the fisheries, and at the same time give great satis-
faction to a large class of the people who are very poor
indeed. I may say that the fishermen of my own river,
which I believe to be the finest fishing river in the Dominion,
certainly for winter fishing, and the catch and export of
smelt alone from that river is something enormous, and
would surprise hon, gentlemen if they would look into the
statistics. There are complaints far and wide over the whole
river as to the licensing fees. True, they complain also of
the rules and regulations and control of the department, but
that is a necessity ; about that I will not speak at present,
What I ak the hon. Minister is that ho should remove the
paltry tax imposed, which only leads to irritation without
bringing in any large amount of revenue. I make this
suggestion in a friendly spirit, and I ara sure my hon.
friend will receive it in the same way.

Mr, LAURIER. It must b apparent to the hon. the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries that the hon. member for
Berthier (Mr. Beausoleil) bas brought up a real grievance
from which a certain section of the country are now suffer.
ing. I am glad to notice that the tone of the Government
in this respect is somewhat changed since last year. Last
year my hon. friend brought the same subject to the atten-
tion of the Government, and thon the statement -was made
that this license was exacted for the purpose of revenue. I
am glad to see now that the Minister of Marine and Fisherios
does not at all entertain this view. It would be preposterous
to speak of these license fees as calculated to bring any
revenue, and if they were, it would be all the more blameable.
This light tax is not calculated to bring in revenue, while
it is large enough to create a considerable irritation. It is
in itself a light tax, but a tax may be light or onerous
according to the means of the party who has to bear it.
The people who now complain are a poor class, and the tax
upon them is all the more onerous. As I understand it, the
object of the license is, in some respects, to control the
fisheries and prevent illegal fishing. This is a very in.
efficacious way of attaining that object. low does
it work ? If this tax is levied with a view of
diminishing fishing, it will act in this way. It
will allow those who are rich to fish, and prevent
from fishing those who are poor, so that the very idea
is one which cannot be entertained by this Parliament. I
have no opinion to express on this subject. It may b
desirable, perhaps, to restrict fishing, but if that is the real
object the department have in view, the suggestion offered
by my hou. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
much botter meets the case, and I hope the hon. gentleman
will adopt it.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL. The regulations which are now
carried out in the counties mentioned in the motion were
new in i88l. There was no license and no tax to pay in
1887. The system was established in that year only, and
upon the representations of the member for the district the
license and tax were suspended, but they were re-enacted in
1888, and they have been carried out since then. The kind
of fish taken by this apparatus are not good fish, and have
no commercial value, and when the Minister makes the dis-
tinction ho does between marketable fish and those fish, ho
is under a mistaker impression. The fish caught by this
apparatus are of no marketable value, and, therefore, the
tax upon the apparatus bears upon the poor mon who have
no good filslng grounds. The statement I referred to was
that which was addressed to the Minister in December,
1s88, signed by 50 fishermen of the county, who stated that
half of them would be compelled to leave their homes if
this regulation were carried out I hope that the lioenses

Mr. UTORELL.

will be removed. I am willing to accept the view of the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), but I
hope that the tax upon the apparatus will be removed.

Mr. TUPPER. I think the hon. member for Quebec
Est (Mr. Laurier) has misunderstood my expression of
opinion as to the object of these fees, While the object is
not the collection of a revenue, the House should not lose
sight of the very important fact that there would be a very
heavy tax on the people of this Dominion for the preserva.
tion of the fisheries, unless we had that system in operation.
I am not at all committing myself to the present system in
saying this, but in the iniand waters, and particularly in
Ontario, where so many people take ont these licenses, ai.
though the fee is a small one on each person, the result is
that we get nearly every dollar which we spend on the
protection of the fisheries. For instance, in Ontario, the
House will, no doubt, be suprised to learn that, while the
expenditure of last year in that Province was $19,000, in
round numbers, we collected from these license fees over
$18,000. It is, therefore, a very important matter. We collec.
ted altogether about $42,000 in Canada to go towards the ex-
penditure which is made every year for the protection of the
rivers, I simply desire to put myself right, as the leader
of the Opposition drew from my remarks the idea that the
fee had no purpose in connection with the revenue, but was
merely imposed for registration purposes. What I meant
to say was that, while the main object might be for purposes
of registration and regulation of these fisheries-and some-
times it is necessary'in order to pi event overfishing, as, for
instance, in the case of the mackerel trap, for which a fee
of $50 is charged-still we receive annually a large and
important sum which is applied to the purpose of protect-
ing this industry.

Mx. JONES (Halifax). I was very glad to hear from
the Minister of Marine that ho intended to consider this
whole question of the fisheries, and I would invite his at-
tention to a broader view of the fishery question, and would
ask him to ascertain whether it would not be desirable in
the view of the Government, as I think it would be in the
view of the peeople who are familiar with the subject, to
ask the American Government to come to some arrange-
ment in relation to purse seining. There can be no doubt
that that practice is most destructive to the fish generally.
On many occasions, when a vessel is out fishing for
mackerel and draws her purse seine, it is only the large
mackerel that are taken out, and perhaps out of fifty barrels
there will not be more than twenty or thirty barrels of large
mackerel. The small mackerel are all thrown away, and
of course are dead. The same thing applies to herring,
which are taken in large quantities in purse seines by
mackerel fishermen, and, in tact, all kinds of fish are drawn
in these purse seines; and when fishermen are only look.
ing after one kind of fish, the rest are all thrown away. -It
is the opinion of fishermen, to my knowledge, that that is
the reason for the destruction of the mackerel and herring
fishery along the coast, and also of the larger fisheries, such
as the codfish fishery. We know that the large fish feed
on the smaller fish generally, and if you destroy one you
destroy the other. This question is one of very great im-
portance, and it would be worthy of the attention of the
hon. Minister to asoertain whether some arrangements
could not be come to with the American Government to
prohibit the use of purse seines on their part as well as on
ours. I believe that the Americans recognise the import-
ance of this question, and I do not think they would object
to enter into such an agreement. At ail events, it is worthy
of the earnest and early consideration of the Government.

Mr. TUPPER. I am glad to hear from the hon. gentle-
man on this very important subject. It is one which has
engaged, and is still engaging the attention of the depart.
ment, and I am in possession of very interesting reports
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from the different officers who have connection with the a view to settling these claims that my constituents had in
fisheries on thias subjeet. I am sure that the hon. member relation to some railway lande that were taken for railway
will not be surprised to learn that there is a great differ- purposes. I am happy to state that I met the Minister of
ence of opinion amonget tho officers, as there is amongst Publie Works, authorised by the right hon. gentleman, and
scientific men Who -are studying fish life, as to whether in a few hours' time we settled pretty much all the claims
there is much injury, or any injury, caused to any ·great that we had. •'Tis true they did not give over hailf what my
extent by purse seining. In England, I believe, Professor constituents were entitled to, but as it is botter to take a half
Huxley and others are carrying on quite a fiorce discussion loaf than no bread, I did not see a ohance of getting much
on the subject of deep sea fishing, and that some of thom unless I accepted the suggestions proposed by the Minister
are contending that, while these restrictions may be useful as a compromise. I may say that ho met me in a very
in inland waters, yet in the deep sea these engines used by proper spirit, and we came to a satisfactory arrangement
mon cannot be compared with the natural enemies of those about the larger portion of these claims; therefore, I with-
fish in regard to their destruction. However, this matter draw these three motions. Whon the other motions are
is being thoroughly investigated by the department. roached of a similar character, but which are not yet set-

Mr. KIRK. I am very glad this subject has comne n for tled, owing to tho department having to send to Moncton
discussion at this moment. The hon. member for Halifax for information, I wil 1have something further to say about
(Mr. Jones) has drawn the attention of the Government to them.
this question, and ho recommends that this Governmnt LUNENBURG HARBOR.should confer with the American Goverument, with a view
to prohibit, if possible, the use of purse seines in deep sea Mr. EISENIAULIR moved for:
fiahing. Now, it appears to me there is but very littie Return of copies of ail correspondence between the Department ofdifference of opinion, I think, at least, on the coast of Public Works and the engineer sent to examine and survey the haibor
Nova Scotia, with regard to the injury that purse seining of Lunenburg, Nova Sootia, during the summer of 1888. Also ail reports,
is doing within the throe mile limit, and that is a matter maps and plans received by the department fromi said engineer.
which the Government have under their control. They Ho said: I have for some time been awaro cf tho necessity
can, if they wish, without the concurrence of the United that exists for dredging the harbor of Lunenburg, and have
States, enact a law to prohibit purse seining within the three- made representations to the Governmient. Last summer au
mile limit. Now, it is thought by fishermen along the engineer was sent down thore; he spent a considerable time,
shore, and I think correctly, that purse seining is very and made a survey, a report and a plan. I called ut the
largely the cause of the scarcity of fish on the inshore office of the department expecting to got that i oport, but I
fisheries during the last few years. Purse seiners are was told that I could not have access to it, that it was the pro-
allowed to seine fish, no matter how closely to the shore. perty of the department, and made solely for the dopartrmont.
They surround the schools of mackerel with their seines, I was not aware that engineors are sent to varions portions
and haul them ail on the deck of their vessels, whether they of the country, at public expense, to make reports and sur-
be great or small and they save only the large mackerel, veys only for the benefit o the departmont, but if that is
while the small mackerel and ail other small fitsh are the case I suppose I must submit to it. But a report has
thrown overboard. These fish float on the surface of the been handed to me by the chief engincer, Mr. Porley, in
water for a while, and thon sink to the bottom and foul the which ho says:
ground, or float to the shore, and rot thore. Not only ''There are about ninety voesels belouging to this port whicb are
is there a large amount of fish destroyed in this way, but enga;ged in fishing. Of this number about one-fourth are engaged in
this method drive@ away fish from the inshore waters. The the West India trade during the winter, leaving about seventy idie untit
fish will not come in to shore whilst the ground is foul. fishing is recommenced."

The interests of our shore fishermen are seriously injured, I find theroeis an error hore, as, in point of fact, only
and the fisheries have been largely a failure during the last about one-ninth, or ton of these vossels, are ongaged in
two or three years, on account of the ground being fouled the West India trade during the winter, Ho that about
by the system of purse-seining. I would like the frinister eighty would be left idle. Mr. Perley goes on to say:
to give his attention to that matter; it is one over which "From what could be ascertained during the examination, it has
the Government has full control, without conferring at all been customary to permit these idle vessels to berth' both inside and

outaide of the legal channel, without any surveillance beîng exercised,with the United States Governmient•and there is not a doubt that if a proper system were adopted, and oare
Mir.EJSNHAUR. tbnk te to hn, gntlmenexercised in carrying it out, there would ho ample room and treedomKr. EISENHAUE R.e think the two hon. gentlemen fro danger offoulng, and this can he done by mooring the vessel

who have spoken last are mistaken. The chief injury is in question instead of permitting them to rice on a single chain or
caused by throwing the smaller fisb away. I am certain hawer, and thus tree to swing with the rising or a falling tide, or with

that, Bo far as the mackerel je concerned, thore je-ne the prevailing wind and certainly no objection eau be found to such a
waste. course, and it should be pursued, and the expeuse of dredging avoided."

Motion agreed to. Now, it is true, that by putting the owners of these vessels
to extra expense for hawsers and other gear, the dredging

CLAIMS FOR LAND DAMAGES IN NEW might bo avoided for some time, but this would entail con-

BRUNSWICK. siderable expense on those fishermen. The treatment ex-
tended by the Goveroment to the fishermen of this country,

Mr. MITCHELL. The motion now ealled for claims and the fishing interests, is not that which they apply to
for land damages on Derby Branch, and the two subse- the manufacturing and other industries of the country.
quent motions, I intend to withdraw. I regret that the They do not leave the manufacturers to paddle thoir own
right hon. gentleman at the head of the Govern ment canoe; and while hon. gentlemen opposite are professing to
and the Minister of Public Works are not present, but it will take care of ail the industries of the country, yet, whenever
be in the recollection of the House that when, a few days a request is preferred on behalf of the fishermen, it is
ago, I called attention to these motions and the probability denied. Thore was some dredging done in the harbor of
of their not being reached, I suggested a means of getting Lunenburg, ton or twelve years ago, but it only covered a
these matters settled without occupying the time of the narrow strip of dredging along the wharves. When the
House. I said that if the right hon. gentleman would wind is fair for vessels coming in or out of tife harbor, it is
either deal with these matters, or entrust the business to ail very well ; but when the wind is contrary either coming
one of his colleagues, I would be happy to meet him with in or going ont, of course the vessels run aground. Thore
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was some further dredging done during the time my pre.
decessor represented the county, but this was not of any
great advantage. It was carried on in part of the harbor
where it was not of general benefit, and, accordingly, it was
of very little use so far as the shipping trade was concerned.
I find on looking over the returns for 1887 there were 92
vessels in the Lunenburg fishing fleet. That number was
increased in 1888 to 100 vessels, and during the present
season the number increased to 112 or 115 vessels. The
value of the catch in 1887 was $738,558. If we take the
addition to the fleet and add twenty per cent. to the catch
of 1887- of course we have not the figures here yet-the
amount may be estimated at nearly $1,000,000. This in-
dustry bas grown to vast proportions, and Lunenburg is a
centre of the fishing industry. It is only right and fair
that the Dominion Government should pay some atten-
tion to this important industry, as they devote attention to
other industries in the country, but it seems to be the rule
that hon. gentlemen opposing the Government should obtain
nothing from the Government no matter how strong their
case may be. These fishermen are taxed very heavily,
as can be easily shown. The Postmaster General stated
last night that they were not taxed at all, but that is
mere nonsense, as the articles consumed by the fishermen's
families are taxed, as are those of other people in tbis coun-
tryi It is true that the fishermen obtain their salt free,
their linos free, and a few other articles necessary for
the pursuit of their calling, but so far as the
fishermen's families are concerned they have to pay taxes
as well as others. I have selected a number of
articles upon which the fishermen pay taxes, and I find
they number about forty, these all being articles used in
the prosecution of their industry, I have brought this
matter of dredging to the notice of the Minister, and I trust
a vote will appear in this connection in the Supplementary
Estimates. It is impossible to take care of this large
fleet of vessels without some further dredging being done,
and further, the ocean terminus of the Nova Scotia
Central Railway will be at Lunenburg, and it will be
necessary, after the Government has expended nearly a
quarter of a million in completing the road, that consider-
able dredging should be done, as we expect to load large
vessels at that port. The Government should send a dredge
there next year, and after carrying out the dredging
required for the large fleet of fishing vessels, the dredge
should be left there to do further dredging required for the
loading of large vessels at the railway terminus. I think
the policy of the Government is a wrong policy in this
direction. It is impossible for members of the Opposition
to obtain the execution of any work in their different
localities, and it is high time the Government changed their
policy in this respect and do what is fair and just to the
country. Hon. gentlemen opposite profess to have the
interests of the country at heart, but their policy has been
to favor their friends and do nothing for their opponents.
At all events, I hope the Minister of Public Works will
bear in mind this important work, and cause a vote in this
connection to be placed in the Supplementary Estimates.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVIN. I am sorry I could not hear
the hon. gentleman distinctly, because he was so far away
his voice did not reach this side of the House, and, there-
fore, I could not follow him; but I understood that he com-
plained that a dredge had not been sent to that harbor, as he
would have wished. That may be so, but the hon. gentle-
man may depend upon this, that whenever we can do
dredging where it is required we do it; but we cannot do
all the work in one or two years, because there are only a
limited number of dredges and a limited amount of money.
The hon. gentleman has asked for copies of all correspond-
ence between the Department of Public Works and the
engineer sent to examine the harbor of Lunenburg during

Mr. Ersim&uzAm.

the summer of 1888. I am informed by the chief engineer
of the department that there is no such correspondence.
The report of Mr. Perley, the chief engineer, of 30th January
last, contains all the information obtained by the engineer
who made the survey under his direction. That report the
hon. gentleman has in his own hands, I think, because ho
asked me to let him see it, and I gave orders to send him a
copy. Of course, I could not send him a copy of the plans,
but I gave orders, also, that if ho would kindly call at the
department, the plans should be shown him. He was
informed of that by the secretary of the department. If
the hon. gentleman, therefore, wants the report of the chief
engineer to be placed before the House, I do not object to
the amendment to his motion; otherwise, his motion cannot
be adopted, because we have not the information required,
but the report I will bring down if ho wishes it.

Mr. EISENHAUER. What I complained of was that
the report of the engineer who was sent down to examine
and survey the harbor las not been placed before the
House. In conversation with the chief engineer ho told
me that the engineer sent down there was not in the em-
ployment of the Government, but that ho was out of a job
and that the Government sent him there to give him em-
ployment. If they merely sent an engineer to give him
employment, it is a waste of public money, especially if
they do not intend to carry out his suggestions. I was
not complaining of the dredging not being done last summer,
but I wish to get the report of the engineer sent down on
the survey, because, in conversation with that gentleman, I
understood that the report would be favorable to the dredg-
ing, but the report now before the House is not in favor of
the dredging. The report of the chief ongineer goes on to
say:

" As to Mr. Eisenhauer's fear that the sea-worm would attack vessels
laid up on the mud, no evidence could be obtained to bear it out.
Sometimes a vessel may bring worms from the West Indies, or probably
from the fishing banke, but there is not any evidence that the "tredo"
exists in Lunenburg harbor."

That, I think, is a mistake, as vessels have got wormed
badly, although not employed in the West India trade. I
believe that this fleet of fishing vessels will go on increasing
there, and I think that it is the duty of the Government to
sec that they should have botter accommodation, otherwise
we will not have accommodation enough in the harbor.
Of course, if I cannot have access to this report I will have
to submit, but I should like to see it, as the report which I
have now in my bands is not in keeping with what the
conversation of the engineer would load me to believe.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman should
not suppose that the chief engineer is giving a false report
to the Minister of the department. Mr. Perley is a gentle-
man of high standing and high reputation, and ho is not a
man to deceive me or to deceive Parliament through me. 1
am responsible for Mr. Perley's action, and, therefore, I
cannot assent to the hon. gentleman's suggestion. Those re-
ports of sub-engineers 'who are sent out to obtain the infor-
mation and to collect the data for the chief engineer, are
never brought down; they are for the information of the
chief engineer, who considers their contents aud gives the
information to the Minister in his own report; and that re-
port, as I stated just now, I am ready to bring down if the
hon, gentleman wishes it. I am afraid the hon. gentleman
cannot have correctly understood the conversation between
himself and the chief engineer. When we send an engi-
neer anywhere it is not to give him a job or to give him
employment, but it is because the employment of that en-
gineer is required by the public service. The hon. gentle-
man may rest assured that this was the motive for sending
down an engineer in this case. If the hon. gentleman
wishes I shall have the chief engineer's report, and also the
plans, copied and brought down.
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Mr. EISENHAUER. I may say that the chief engineer which they ought to give. If the hon, gentleman wishestold me that this engineer who made the survey was not in to see the report I have referred to, I have no objectionthe employ of the department, that he was out of work, and that the motion should be altered in this respect. Thethat they sent him down there to give him employment. I hon. gentleman telle me that he has that report in hiswant the report of the engineer who was sent down to make hands now, and if hie ji satisfied with that, I will not, ofthe survey, because lie told me that it would ho favorable, course, insist on giving him the report. If the hon. gentle-

and this report is not favorable, man wishes more than that, I am ready to do this: lot the
Mr. LAURIER. As I understand my hon. friend he matter stand and I will look over both reports my-

wants the report of the special survey which was ordered self, and if I find that something is omitted-it can only be
by the chief engineer, and if I understood the Minister of through inadvertence of the chief engineer-I will see
Public Works correctly, lie said that those reports are never that the information is made complote, and will have a
brought down. Well, though they are never brought down supplementary report made; but I must repeat that if the
I do not know of any rale, constitutional or otherwise, why hon. gentleman insista on that report, we cannot bring it
they shouli not be brought down, if the bringing of them down.
down would be in the interest of the public service. Unless Mr. LAURIER. While I cannot admit the reasoning of
my hon. friend has some strong reason of his own to show the hon. gentleman, I would advise my hon. friend to
to the flouse that this report should not be brought down, accept the suggestion now offered, and let the motion stand
though it is not the rule so to do, I cannot see any reason over.
why it should not be brought down. If the Minister of Mr. KIRK. Before this motion is disposed of, I wouldPublie Works ias not some very strong reason against it, like again to call the attention of the Minister of Publicthe rule ought to apply that the light can be brought to Works to an application which was made a number of yearsbear on the recesses and corners of any department of ago by my predecessor, for a dredge to deepen the riverthis Government, and when my hon. friend asks the St. Marys, in the county of Guysboro'. A dredge wassntGovernment to bring down this report, the only answer there in the summer of 1882,ut, after working for somethat is made is : It is not customary to do so. Granting time, it ws found that it was too large and could not dothat it may not be customary, will the lon. Minister the work properly, and was withdrawn.pretend to say that there is any reason why those re-
ports are never to see the light of day, and why they are Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER, The hon: gentleman is hardly
always to be confined under the eye, and the eye only, speaking to the question before the House.
of the chief engineer who ordered the survey? I can very Mr. KIRK. Have you not got the subject of dredging
well understand that the chief engineer should supervise before the House ?
those reports and give his conclusions to the Government, Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Not the general question ofbut because sucl a thing may be the opinion of the chief ddg
engineer, it does not necessarily follow that his opinion is the reging,
right one, it does not necessarily follow that he may not Mr. KIRK. There can be no harm in my calling the
have come to a false conclusion. As I understand my hon. attention of the Government to the necessity for a dredge
friend (Mr. Eisenhauer), he complains that the chief engineer, in that river. I think the Minister promised that a smaller
in summarizing the report of that special survey, has not dredge would be sent, but that was not done. I hope lie
given the proper conclusion that should ho arrived at. The will ho able this year to send one down to deepen that river.
Minister of Public Works says the chief engineer reported Debate adjourned.
that those works are not advisable, and my hon. friend
pretends that the special survey would show that those
works are advisable, and that the conclusion arrived at by LOURDES AND SOMERSET MAIL SERVIC.
the chief engineer would not ho supported by the report of
the special survey. That is the reason why he wants to Mr. TURCOT (translation) moved for:
bring this matter before the House; and if this is the case Copies of al correspondence, respecting the creation of a bi-weekly
it is a good and valid reason why this report, which lie now instead of a weekly mail service between Lourdes and Somerset in the
asks for, should be brought down. Oounty of Megantie.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Those reports are made
under the direction of the chief engineer, who gives lis in.
structions to the sub engineer to examine and report. The
sub.engineers know that these reports are for the informa-
tion of the chief engineer, and they are perfectly freo to
state matters as they find them, and to give their opinions
as freely as if they wore only conversing with the chief
engineer. If these reports were to be laid before the public
the freedom between the sub-officer and the chief would be
lost altogether, and the chief officer could not obtain that
full information that he must expect from his under.
official. The chief engineer, in giving me the information
which I have given to the hon. gentleman just now, said:

" My report dated 30th January, 1889, contains all the information
obtained by the engineer who made the survey under my direction."

That is very clear. If the lon. gentleman wishes, I willi
give him the report in full, as well as the plans, and that is
all we have ever given in matters of this kind. We have
always refused to bring down those sub-reports, because, by
laying them before Parliament and before the public, we
would ,destroy the usefulness of those officers, and
prevent them giving the full information to their chief

Mr. Speaker, in making this motion, I wish to draw the at-
tention of the Government, and of the Postmaster General,
to the important interests concerned, which cali for the
creation of a bi-weekly mail service between Lourdes and
Somerset, in the County of Megantie. The weekly service
which is now carried on might have been enough when it
was inaugurated, for at that time Lourdes was peopled by
young settlers, who were beginning to clear their lands,
and who did business only with the neighboring parishes.
At that time there was but little correspondence carried
on, and these people found that a weekly service was suffi-
cient. But at the present time a great amount of trade is
done at Lourdes. There is even a steam saw mill, the pro-
prietor of which does quite a fair business in lumber; there
are also merchants and blacksmiths, ail of whom complain
bitterly of the present state of affairs. It is easy to under-
stand how, that these people who are in business, and who
only have a mail once per weok, on the Saturday, and who
are obliged to wait until the following Saturday to receive
their correspondence suffer much from such a mail service.
From the information, which I received from the hon.
Minister last year, the reason why we are given a mail ser-
vice only once a week, is, because the post-office does not
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pay. It istrue, that the post-office at Lourdes does not yield
a revenue as great as its expenditure; but it must be borne
in mind that having but one mail each week, those who are
carrying on a correspondence are compelled to transport their
letters to Somerset, in the neighboring Parish, and to go
there for the answers also. According to the Postmaster
General's report of last year, I sec that the post office of
Somerset had a revenue of $1,131.08 and that the expendi-
ture only amounted to $422. In the first amount of the rev-
enue is included a portion derived from the Parish of Lourdes
because the bulk of her population who have correspondence
to carry on during the week are obliged to go to Somerset,
a distance of nine miles, and carry there their letters. Mr.
Speaker, they say that a bi-weekly mail service would not
pay. I admit it, but I am certain of one thing, viz., that a
bi.weekly service would not occasion a greater deficit than
the present weekly service, because, admitting that the ex-
penditure would be increased, the revenue would be also.
Do we not see every year the Government asking for an uin-
crese in the salaries of certain Of its servants. I dot desire
to blame the Government for doing so, but these increases
of salaries are things from which no return is derived, the
object being the rewarding of certain employees for their
good services. This year it is proposed to increase the sal-
aries of the judges, which will cause an annual increase in
our expenditure of 880,000. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not
ask for so much as that ; I only ask for an increase of
about $30 ; and I am persuaded that if this service
was granted, the revenue would increase and the deficit
would not be greater than it is at the present, because there
would be proportionally as much revenue as expenditure.
If we take the total amount of revenue derived from the
post offices of the county of Megantic for the past year, it
is seen that the forty-one offices have yielded a revenue of
86,555.43, and that the expenditure was $4,567.14, leaving
a surplus in favor of the county of $1,988.29. If there is a
deficit each year in the Post Office Department, I perceive
clearly that the county of Megantic bas not been the cause
of it. It is not a favor that I am asking from the Govern.
ment to-day, but it is a simple act of justice towards my
constituents, who only receive a mail once a week. If the
Government should grant the request which I am making
at the present moment, their action would greatly assist in
the settlement of this parisb, because it is woli known that
a similar state of affais sometimes hinders the settlers from
establishing themselves in new places; it is always a disa-
greeuble experience to find oneself in places wher e there is
no easy communication with the outside world. I venture
then to hope that the Government will take this subject
into serious consideration, and that they will at least make
the trial for one year; and I am certain that if this is done,
it will be found that, while affording greater facilities in
the service, the deficit will be les than it is at the present
time.

Mr. HAGGART. The Government have not the
slightest objection to bring down the papers. The only
papers -in their possession are a letter from the hon.
gentleman himselt enclosing a petition from some of the
inhabitants, and I think a letter lrom a Mr. Lessard,a priest
in his district. The matter was referred to the Inspector
to report upon it. He reported that the cost of the service
already is $50 per annum, and the increased service which
the hon. gentleman asks would entail an additional cost of
$50, or, in the whole, $100. The total receipts from postal
revenue in that place is $12.65. On account of the great
deficiency between the estimated cost and the revenue of
the district, the department refused to entertain the pro.
position.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. TURcoT.

SEIZURE OF THE AMERICAN SHIP BRIDGE-
WA TER.

Mr. EDGAR moved for :
Copies of all documents, papers, correspondence and telegrame re-

lating to the seizure, or the release of the American ship Bridgeeater
at Shelburne, Nova Scotia, in the possession or control of the Govern-
ment of Canada, including aIl correspondence which has taken place
on the subject between Great Britain and the United States, and copies
of aIl claims which have been made to recover damages from Canada,
tor the seizure and detention of such vessel.

He said: Most of the members of the House will have
seen, during the past year, a good deal in the newspapers
about the extraordinary case of the ship Bridgewater, and I
propose to call the attention of the House briefiy to some of
the circumstances connected with that case, wbich will
show, I think, a most extraordinary picture of the way
some matters are managed in the Department of Customs.
The ship Bridgewater, a large Amorican vessel of over 1,500
tons burthen, was on a voyage from St. John, N.B.,
to Liverpool. She put into the port of Shelburne,
N.S., seriously damaged by a storm, on the 5th of
April, 1887. The vessel was, I believe, properly reported
at the Custom house. She was offered for, sale there, but
there were no bids for ber, and she was knocked down to
ber owner at a nominal figure. She was then being re-
paired by ber owners, and on the 27th of July, the
collector of customs at the port of Shelburne made a
seizure of this vessel, claiming, I understand, that she was
liable to pay a duty of 25 per cent. on ber entire value, as
coming under the class of unspecified manufactured articles
of wood, which are subject to that daty. The owner of the
vessel declined to pay this duty, and declined to admit that
the vessel was subject to seizure at ail; but ho was delayed
in his repairs, as the vessel was in the bands
of the Government. I believe it will bo found,
when the correspondence come down, that after the
seizure, the Government or the collector tried to per-
suade the owner of this vessel to pay the duty to the
Government, as a matter of form, and thon trust to their
tender mercies to refund it. He declined to take that course,
as he resisted the seizure altogether. So the matter went on
until September of that year, and I believe that the hon.
Mr. McLelan, who was thon the acting Minister of Customs,
had the case brought before him and ho telographed to
Shelburne, to the Cu4om house oficer there, a message to
this effect:

" Allan can repair and take vessel away. If he requires Canadien
register he will have to pay duty."

One would have supposed that would have ended the matter,
because here was a telegram from the acting Minister of
Customs declaring that the owner might take his vessel
away unless he wanted to register ber. He did not want to
register ber at ail but to take ber away; yet when he came
to take her away, the sollector required that he should
previously give a release of ail claims against the Govern-
ment or against any officers of the Government, and should
pay ail expenses. To make this perfectly clear, I will read a
letter, which the collector served on the owner, and which
appeared in the Free Press of this city some time ago. Mr.
McLelan's telegram, authorising the discharge of the vessel,
was dated the 16th of September, and this letter from Mr.
Atwood, the collector, to the owner, is dated at Shelburne
the 22nd of September. The latter is as follows:-

"Sm,-I have to inform you that the acting Commissioner of Customs
authorises the release of the ship Bridgewater on condition that she takes
a clearance to a foreign port and leaves the country on completion of the
repaire, after first paying ali expenses incurred in connection with the
seizare, and after you have formally withdrawn the proteste made and
given a written abandonment of al claims upon the Government or
seizing officer on account of seizure. You will please let me know
whether these conditions wil be complied with ; and I will give you an
account of expenses."
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I can hardly be surprised that the owner of this vessel, who
certainly could see no reason>, and when none had been
validly given, why his vessel should be seized and detained
by the Custom huse officer, should have absolutely refused
to take the vessel off the hands of the Canadian Govern.
ment, and should have insisted upon its unconditional sur-
render to him; and no doubt he felt therewereclaims which
he would be able to make hereafter for improper detention.
After this correspondence, on the 15th of October, and just 81
days after the seizure, the Customs Department released
the vessel unconditionally, and gave it back to the owner.
Now, assuredly, that unconditional surrender made it im-
possible for them to say that that seizure was a proper and
a legal one. It was either right or wrong to have seized
and detained that vessel. They cannot now say it was
right, because they have abandoned it. I understand there
is a claim made by the owner against the Canadian Govern-
ment, which partakes of the nature of an international
claim. I understand that the claim is being pressed by the
Government at Washington on the Canadian Governmont,
through the British Government, and I have no doubt that
this country will, in the long run, have to pay very band-
somely for this extraordinary performance of the Customs
Department. Well, perhaps the Minister of Customs
will tell us that this man bas no legal claim which
ho can enforce in the Canadian courts against the
Canadian Government. That will depend on how far
the Canadian Government would assent to his bringing a
claim against them, but if the contention of the owner be cor-
rect, a wrong has been doue him, and if the Goverument
try to show that there is no redress to the owner in Cana-
dian courts, that gives him theright to make his case au in.
ternational question, and I must congratulate the Minister
of Customs on having, so far as I will show, proved the case
for the owner. I suppose it will be answered, in a case of
this kind, if an American citizen claims to have been
wronged, and asks his Government to seek redress from
the Canadian Government, that he will be told by his own
Government: You must make a claim in the courts of the
country, and if you find, for one reason or another, that you
cannot enforce any legal claims against the Canadian Gov
ernment, then come to us, and it will be made an interna-
tional matter. Well, the Minister of Customs, in order, no
doubt, to save any trouble of that kind to this gentleman,
wrote him a letter, of which he bas very qumckly availed
himself, and which lias enabled him, without having to go
to court at all, to show the Washington Government that
he as no legal claim here at any rate. I understand that
the Minister of Customs wrote, on the 24th May, 1888, this
brilliant letter to the owner of the vessel:

Il BIa,-I am this day in receipt of the opinion of the Minister of Jus-
tice in re your claim for damages for alleged detention of the ship
Bridgewater, at the port of Shelburne, N.S., in which he says: The
claimant, Allan, cannot recover against any officer of the Crown for
damages sustained in consequence of the seizure. Under the circum-
stances, I do not deem it advisable to further consider the question of
recognising your claim until the decision of the case in the courts has
been rendered."

And the hon. gentleman did not see that when ho wrote
that, letter, ho was saving Mr. Allan the neocessity of
going to the trouble and expense of going through
the Canadian courts, and if the Minister of Customs
had only reflected a little over the matter, he would
have seen what a terrible mistake he was making 'and
how ho was placing himseolf at once in the hands of this
vessel owner, by enabling him to make an international
claim. There the matter stands, I believe. The Customs
Department in 1886, as has been shown over and over again
in this louse, brought this country to the verge of war with
the United States, by their treatment of vessels in the bar-
bors of Canada during that year. And after they were stopped
by the hand of the British Government from doing this in

1887 towards fishing vessels, they could not be prevented
from doing their best to raise national disputes even in that
year, when their bands were kept off the fishing vessels by
the British Government. The Bridgewater was not a fish-
ing vessel, so they were not kept in ordr by the British
Governmont in respect to it, and, therefore, they made this
seizure and kept this vessel for eighty-one days illegally.
She was seized bore, and illegally kopt here, and thon the
Government gave her up, but they wrote a letter in refer-
ence to that subject which enables the owner of that vessel,
more than anything else dos, to make a claim against this
Government. I wonder why this seizure was made. I
wonder whether, in the soizure of a largo vessel like the
Bridgewater, there may not have been a good deal of plunder
to be divided between the seizing offleer and the informer.
I suppose there would be something substantial in that if
this man had been simple enough to do as they told
him and to pay the duty into their hands, and lot them
divide it among the seizers and informers, as thoy
have been doiug, to the disadvantage of te ocountry, as 1
think, in a great many csmes, There is anothor view to be
taken in this case. The Government committed a wrong.
They authorisod a collector in Nova Scotia to commit a
great wrong, according to theirown showing, against an
American citizen. I have not heard that this collector has
been dismissed or even censured, but we have heard of an-
other collector, a man of high standing and respected by
ail in Nova Scotia, who, since this matter of the Bridgewater,
for an act not of hostility, but perhaps aun error of judg-
ment in an act of friendliness .to an Amorican citizen, for
allowing him a friondly privilege in his port which oould
do no one any harm, bas been censured and dismissed. I
think this case is a little more serious than it would have
been if we had not had all these circumstances together-
the troubles in 1886, the British Government interloring to)
try and make the Canadian Govornment behave thum-
selves in 1887, and thon the dismissal of C llector Ross in
the port of Halifax for a simple act of friendliness and cour-
tesy towards an American citizen. We remomber very
well that the Minister of Fishories claimed on a recent oc-
casion that the reason why Anerican vessels were not seized
in 1887 was that the fishermen had been taught by the ac-
tion of our cruisers in 1886 that they had to bohave
themselves. Surely it cannot be said that the owner of
this ship had been misbehaving himself. He had not been
interfering with any Customs regulations which had been
guarded so jealously by the Customs Department in 1886.
He was an American citizen who was driven by stress of
weather, in almost a wroeked condition, into a magniticont
harbor in Nova Scotia, and what was the hospitality with
wbich ho was greeted? He was seized upon, he was threat-
ened, and he was coaxed to admit the seizure, to pay the
money and make an application for a refund. When he
would not do that, ho was stili detainod, after the acting
Minister of Customs hal given his opiuion that thore was
no legal ground for the detention, and thon conditions were
sought to be made with him that, if the vessel was released,
ho should pay ail the expenses of an iliegal seizure, not-
withstanding that, as I think his claim shows, ho had been
a very heavy sufferer by the loss of profits in the voyage
he had intended to carry out.

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

After Recess.

ATLINTIC AND NORIITH-WEST RAILWAY.

louse resolved iteelf into Committee on Bill (No. 65)
respecting the Atlantic and North-West Railway Company.
-(Mr. Hall.)
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(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Sir JOHN TIOMPSON. This is a Bill to enable the

Atlantic and North-West Railway Company to build this
railway, by obtaining an extension of time for the build-
ing that portion between Harvey, which is now reached,
and Salisbury or Moncton. I move that the following be
added to this section:

Provided that the extension of time granted by this Act in respect
of the portion of the line between Harvey and Salisbury shall net be
continued beyond the first day of January, 1890, unless before that time
the company shall have expended on that portion at least the sum of
$100,000 to the satisfaction o? an engineer to be appointed by the Minis-
ter of Railways and Oanals, and in that case the time for the completion
of that work shall be extended for a further period of two years.

Mr. HALL. I believe that the company are disposed to
accept this amendment, although the time seems unreason-
ably short; but in view of the existing difficulty over the
Bill, there is no objection to the amendment suggested.

Section as amended agreed to, and Bill reported, and read
the third time and passed.

SASKATCHEWAN RAILWAY AND MINING
COMPAN Y.

Mr. DENISON moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 86) to incorporate the Saskatche-
wan Railway and Mining Company.

Mr, WALLACE moved in amendment that the Order be
discharged and that tho Bill be referred back to the Select
Standing Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines to consider the following: To add after the word
"Saskatoon " on lino 8 of section 3, the words :

Thence in a generally north-easterly direction te Fort à la Corne,
and te a junction with the Hudson's Bay Railway, or te a point on the
Nelson River, and from the said crossing of the South Saskatchewan
River, in a northerly direction te Green Lake, and a crossing of the
Beaver River to Waterhen Lake.

Motion agreed to, and Order discharged.

ALBERTA AND ATHABASCA RAILWAY COMPANY.

Bill (No. 49) respecting the Alborta and Athabasca Rail-
way Company, and to change the name (f the company to
the '1Great î orth-West Railway Company," was considered
in Committee and reported.

Mr. DAVIS (Alberta) moved third reading of the Bill.
He said: This provision was in the original Bill, but on
account of sufficient notice not having been given in one
of the districts, the Saskatchewan district, the Standing
Orders Committee could not report that the promoters of
the Bill had complied to the letter with the Rules of the
House, and therefore this provision was left out of the Bill.
It is now proposed to re insert it, and, for that purpose, to
refer the Bill back to the Railway Committee.

Motion agreed to, and Bill reported, and read the third
time and passed.

INDEPENDENT ORDER OF FORESTERS.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 74) to
incorporate the Supreme Court of the Independent Order
of Foresters.-(Mr Jamieson.)

(in the Committee.)

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). 1 have no desire to impedei
the passage of this Bdl through the committee, but I have1
been communicated with by the officers of another Orderà
of Foresters who, not having seen the Bill in its amendedt
shape, think that, perhaps, they might be placed in a dis-

Mr. EDGAn.

advantageous position through its provisions. They are
anxious to understand it, and I think a deputation is
coming to the Capital with respect to it. I would, there.
fore, ask the promoter of the Bill if it would be any great
inconvenience, after the Bill has passed the committee, to
let the third reading stand until Friday so that those gentle-
men may have an opportunity of examining it. I think
there is not the danger in the Bill which they imagine.
One of the points of danger they apprehend is this : There
was a Bill introduced for the incorporation of all benefit
societies under one Act, and one of the provisions of that
Act, as introduced in section 10, is :

" That no society shall be registered under a name identical with
that under which any other existing society is registered, or so nearly
resembling such name as to be likely, or under any other name likely,
in the opinion of the Minister, to deceive the minds of the public; and
further, that no registered society shall change its name without the
asbent of the Governor in Council."

There are three orders of Foresters, the Ancient Order,
the Canadian Order, and the Order of Foresters that is
being incorporated under this Bill. I think the fear of the
officers of the Ancient Order of Foresters is, that special
legislation being given to one order, if this general Bill
were passed with that clause in it, then this order might
have the exclusive right to the name of Foresters, and as I
understand the contention is, that if there was to be an ex-
clusive right given to any one of those three orders to bear
the title of Foresters, that it should be given to this Ancient
Order of Foresters, which they claim, as their name would
signify, is the most ancient order. I have no desire to im-
pede the progress of the Bill at all, but I would ask the hon.
gentleman if it would put the promoters of the Bill to any
inconvenience if, after passing it through the commitee, it
were allowed to stand for its third reading until Friday,
and in the meantime I might know something more of the
views of those who fear that the intereasts of their order are
somewhat jeopardized by this Bill.

Mr. JAMIESON. I have no objection to accede to the
hon. gentleman's request, but, if it is not going to a third
reading to-night, I would prefer to have it lie over till
Monday.

An hon. ME&MBER. Monday is a holiday.

Mr. JAMIESON. Well, on Friday. I would say, in
reference to the remarks made by the hon. gentleman, that
I cannot really see that the Bill is open to the objection
which the hon. gentleman mentions.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Bill is not open to
that objection. But I understand that the Finance Minis-
ter stated, with regard to the Bill relating to friendly
societies introduced by the member for Carleton (Mr.
Dickinson) last year, and re-introduced this year, that the
Government will consider the matter during recess and
introduce a Government measure on the same linos as
next year. If the Government should introduce a general
Act next year there might be some difficulty under clause
10 of this Bill, inasmuch as this company having been
incorporated and entitled to bear the name of "Foresters,"
it might be made impossible for the Canadian Order of For-
esters or the Ancient Order of Foresters to bear their
name of "Foresters." The hon. gentleman will see the
difficulty there would be created.

Mr. JAMIESON. If the gen3ral Act be introduced next
Session, we can deal then with the question the hon. gentle-
man raises. I do not apprehend, for a moment, that the
Independent Order of Foresters would attempt to exclude
anybody else, or prevent any other society from using the
titie of Foresters, so that, in view of this fact, I cannot, at
present, see any necessity for allowing the Bill to stand.
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Mr. HALL. I think I can settle the dimiculty in a

moment. When the Bill was passing through the Commit-
tee on Banking and Commerce the criticism which has been
mentioned by my hon. friend was stated. At that time I
consulted the solicitor of the society, and was told that
there would be no objection to the adoption of the use of
the name "Foresters " by any other branches of the order
in so far as the society itself is concerned. I have a letter
in my pocket to which the solicitor in charge of this Bill
states that officially. In fact, he says the adoption of the
words, "I the Independent Order of Foresters," is an acknow-
ledgment of the existence of other orders of the same
society, and that there will be no objection, therefore, on the
part of this society to the distinctive name of " Foresters"
being used by the other branches.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I place a very great deal
of confidence in what ias been stated by the member for
Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall), the chairman of that committee,
and if he thinks there is no danger on the point I have
raised, the Bill can go through, but I -would like to have the
third reading left over until Friday.

On section 7,
]gr.JAMI ESON. I move an amendment that in the

35th line, after the word "proceeds" the word "thereto"
should be struck out, and the words "of ail such property"
substituted. This clause provides for the disposition of the
property on the dissolution of a branch. Unless this change
were made there would be no power to apply the general
proceeds of the property.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I see that this Bill provides that
in a town of 6,000 -population or over, the society should
hold $25,000 wor th of property, but in a town of less than
6,000 they can only hold 85,000 worth. I cannot under-
stand why there is such a marked difference in this
reispect, because if a town happens to have 5,600 population
it could only hold 85,000 worth of property, whereas if it
has 6,000 population it can hold $25,000.

Mr JAMIESON. One of the objects of that is this. The
headquarters of this society is to be in Toronto, and it is
altogether likely that a building will be put up there suited
to the requirements of the society. In a large city it would
be a comparatively poor building, including plans, which
would cost less than $25,000, whereas in towns there would
only be a branch or subordinate office.which would not re-
quire a very large building.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not think the explanation
is altogether satisfactory. I do not see why a town with
6,500 of a population or even 6,000 could hold 825,000
worth of property and a town with less than 6,000 could
only hold $5,000 worth. I think there is a great disparity
here.

Mr.JAMIESON. We had to draw the line somewhere,
and in a case of this kind it must be somewhat arbitrarily
drawn. I do not see that we could improve it very much.
It was thought at one time that we could fix the population
at 10,000. The matter was thoroughly considered by the
Committee when they came to this conclusion.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Ithink 10,000 ought to be enough.
I am apprehensive of any of these societies being allowed
to hold a larger amount of property than could reasonably
be required for the purposes of the society. I wish to see
everything done that is favorable to tbe ii.tereist of the
society, but I do not believe in giving them the opportunity
of holding an excessive amount of real estate. 1, there-
fore, think that if you provided for $10,000 worth up to a
population of 10,000 perhaps it would be better suited to
the purpose of the Bill.

Bill reported.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 87) to amend the Act to incorporate the Quebec

Board of Trade.-(Mr. McGreevy.)
Bill (No. 90) respecting the Kingston and Pembroke

Railway Company and the Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec
Railway Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick.)

Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the North-Western Junction
and Lake of the Woods Railway Company.-(Kr. La
Rivière.)

Bill (No. 89) to amend the Charter of tncorporation of
the Great North-West Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
Daly.)

Bill (No. 16) te provide against frauds in the supply-
ing of milk to cheese and butter manufactories.-(Mr.
Burdett.)

WRECKING IN CANADIAN WATERS.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved third reading of Bill (No. 2)
to permit foreign vessels to aid vessels wrecked or disabled
in Canadian waters.

Mr. CHARLTON. I suppose the House will agree
with me in the proposition that it is always proper
to make reasonable counter-proposals to any proposition
presented to us. We have before us to-night a Bill
which is the exact copy of the American Bill making a
proposal to the Canadian Government with regard to
wrecking upon waters contignous to the two countries.
That Bill is one which, I think, we may reasonably ask to
have, in some minor respects, modified. I propose to night
to offer an amendment to it, so as to make a counter-proposal
to the American Governnent, in the line of proposing slight
modifications of the provisions of the Bill now before us.
It may be charged that my objeet in offering this amend-
ment is to defeat the Bill. I deny that such is the case.
The object is to make the Bill more acceptable to the marine
interests of Canada. The proposal is simply to open nego-
tiations with the American Government, to take the pro-
posal they have laid before us, to modify that proposal
slightly, and to ask the American Government if they arc
willing to accept the modification of their proposal which
we propose to make. A few days ago, when this matter
was under consideration, the hon. gentleman who leads
this House said that some middle course might probably be
adopted with advantage, referring to the proposition which
was made by the Canadian Government, and which is now
upon our Statute-book, offering to the United States
Government complete reciprocity in the coasting trade.
The middle course would be something between our offer
of complete reciprocity in the coasting trade and the
American offer of reciprocity in only one incident of
coasting. The amendments which I shall offer will be in
that direction; they will be something midway between
reciprocity in coasting and the American proposal to
select only the one incident which would be of advantage
to them, while they would deny us reciprocity in all
other incidente of the coasting trade. I had noe chance
to urge the views which I hold in reference to
this Bill in the committee. I was a member of the com.
mittee, but, by accident, probably, I never received notice
of the meeting until it was over. I urge my views in this
House, believingthey are just, proper, reasonable, moderate,
and that they will be likely to receive the asqent of the
American Government, if we make that proposai to thern,
as we will if we make this modification to their .Bill which
is their offer to us. As I said, the Bill before us allows the
American Government to select from the coasting trade
the one incident which would be of advantage to them and
in which they desire reciprocity, namely, wrecking, and to
exclude us from all other forme of reciprocity in coasting.
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It happens that this matter of wrecking has been in the
past in favor of Canada. This advantage was thrust upon
us by the action of the American Government in 1874, by
a regulation which was issued by their Treasury Depart-
ment, that Canadan vessels were prohibited from taking
hold of wrecks upon the American coast; and the en-
forcement of that regulation bas been of the most stringent
character. The Mackenzie Government followed that up
by adopting the same regulation as to American tugs
taking hold of wreck8 on our coasts. The order issued
by Under-Secrejary Fox, in 1874, shows that the con.
dition of things which bas since existed has existed by
reason of the action of the American Government, and
that Government cannot accuse the Canadian Government
of acting in any spirit of unfriendliness or in any spirit
but that of the broadest and most liberal character.
The Canadian Governmont were not responsible for that
order. They were driven into the position by the action of
the American Government itself. That being the case, I
hold that, when the American Government approaches us
with a proposal to reinstate them in the position they
occupied before they issued the order, we are warranted in
considering whether, under the circumstances, we shall
surrender the advantage we possess without some quid pro
quo, without some consideration beyond what they propose,
which is really no consideration at all. There has been a
large amount of investment of capital in wrecking companies
in this country. At Port Colborne, there is the wrecking
firm of Carter Bros, who have spent a large amount of
money in the purchase of pontoons, hydraulic machinery,
steam pumps, and ail the necessaries to carry on the work
of wrecking fully and efficiently, and that is one of the most
efficient wrecking firms in existence. There is another
wrecking company at Windsor, and there is another about
to be formed at Windsor; and these have been induced to
make their investments under the regulations of the Canadian
Government. It is these regulations which have called these
firms into existence, and have led to the investment of this
money, and to sacrifice those interests without good reason is
something the Government should hesitate to do. I think
it is only reasonable that some slight concession should be
asked from the American Government, and I propose it in
the belief that it will be given. I do not offer these amerd-
monts on the ground of factious opposition to this Bill or in
order to prevent its passage.

The humanity plea has been used with a gret
deal of skill, but there is nothing in the regulations
of the Canadian Government that ever has or ever
will prevent the succoring of a vessel in distress or
the saving of life. If the vessel is on shore, and an
American vessel is near, there is nothing to prevent the
American vessel from rendering assistance to the one
which is in distress. The regulations are made to prevent
the wrecking on the coast af ter a vessel is on shore, after
the crew has left, and regular operations have to be under.
taken to save the cargo or the vessel, requiring perhaps
days or perhaps weeks. Then, the Canadian wrecking
plant has and should have the rmonopoly of that work,
except where that wrecking plant is not available, and, in
that case, the Customs Department bas always been ready
to give permits to American wrecking companies to under-
take the work. I recounted the other night some 15 or 20
instances where the department had given that permission
when there was no pressure of necessity, but such permis
sion has not been given by the American Government under
similar circumstances. In regard to the conduct of the
two Governments in this matter, and the humane consider-
ation shown for wrecked vessels and for distressed mariners,
the comparison is very much in favor of the Canadian
Government. I do not think there has been a single
instance where the American Government have relaxed
their rales or have allowed Cana4ian wrecking plant to be

Mr. CHARLTON.

used for that purpose, while on our aide many instances
can be cited in which that has been done. This Bill is being
pressed in the interest of a gentleman who lives in the city
of Kingston, who thinks he has discovered, and who has
patented, a steam pump which he believes will revolutionise
wrecking. I am told by those who are acquainted with the
matter that ho is mistaken in his idea, but he desires to
monopolise the business, as he supposes he is going
to do, but, in doing that, ho is putting in peril
the whole wrecking business of the Dominion of
Canada, and I do not think he is counting with
bis host as to the efficiency of his invention.
The proposition that I make, that towing shall b per-
mitted in the case of the tugs of each country, is one that is
almost essential to the proper working of the concession of
reciprocity in wrecking itself. If a vessel is wrecked upon
the American coast of the great lakes, it is hardly possible
that the wreck will be towed to the dry dock at Colling-
wood or to the dry dock at Owen Sound, but the natural
destination would be to the dry dock in Detroit, to the dry
dock in Cleveland, or in Bay City, or in Port Huron, or
at Buffalo. In order to take that vessel from the coast and
deliver it at a dry dock, it would be essential in the case
of the Canadian tug that she should engage in coasting,
she would be compelled to take that vessel from its posi-
tion on the shore and coast along the American shore to
deliver the wreck at an American dry dock. So that as a
safeguard for the proper working of the provision contained
in the Bill of my hon. friend, reciprocity in towing should
be insisted upon, in the case of each country. Now our
tugfs are permitted to enter American ports and to take up
tows of American vessels and tow them up and down the
lakes, but they cannot deliver them in any American port.
A tug can take up a tow of vessels in Buffalo and take
them or cast it loose anywhere in Lake Huron up
the straits of Mackinaw, but in case of stress of weather,
and it becomes necessary to make port with its tow
of vessels, the law prohibits it from doing so, it is not
permitted to call at an American port. I think the modi-
fication that this amendment calls for is a just and humane
modification, a reasonable modification, and I propose to
make it reciprocal in respect of the tugs of both countries.
I propose to ask that Canadian tugs sbould be allowed to
tow vesseis and raits from port to port on the American
side, and that American tugs shall be permitted to tow
vessels and rafts upon the Canadian side, and this concession
will make the law more easily worked with regard to
reciprocity in wrecking. It is a reasonable concession, it is
a concession in the interest of the men whose interests we
are about to sacrifice if we pass this Bill; it is at Ieast a
proposition that is worth while makiag to the Americans,
before we surrender the only thing by which we can secure
any concession from them at all. I have heard it asserted
that I am personally interested in this matter, and that
is supposed to explain the reason of the position I
take upon this wrecking question. Now, Sir, I never
have been engaged in relieving a wreck, I never have
been engaged in that business, and I do not suppose
that I ever shall be; but I am connected to a limited
extent with the navigation interests of this country, and
I know enough of this matter to know that the proposal
to give reciprocity in wrecking is a proposal made exclu-
sively and entirely in the interests of the American marine.
It is charged against me that I am acting in this matter
inconsistently with my position upon the reciprocity trade
question. Sir, I take my position upon the reciprocity
question, upon the ground that the position the Liberal
party takes is going to give us a fair advantage in return
for what we give the Americans. But I oppose this parti-
cular Bill because there is no reciprocal advantage in this
matter granted to the Canadian interest that is to be sacri-
fised, by giving to the American interests the possession of
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the business that the Canadians have hitherto done. It
may be asked, why are Canadian tugs not able to compete
with the American tugs in the business of wrecking upon
the two coasts ? Now, Sir, the insurance companies, with the
exception of the Western of Toronto, that write risks upon
vessels, are in the American cities, in Buffalo, in Erie, in
Cleveland, in Detroit, in Milwaukee and in Chicago.
Whenever a vessel is wrecked the insurance company will
naturally employ the wrecking company the nearest at
hand. And there is a system of granting commissions
the wrecking company gives to the agent of the in-
surance company a handsome commission for placing the
work in their hands, and this system is so perfect that
wherever a risk is written upon a vessel by an American
company, the job of wrecking for the vessel which is
wrecked, is sure to go into the hands of an American wreck-
ing company. Our wrecking companies understand that
the passage of this Bill, with the acceptance of this proposal
from the United States, is simply a proposal to deprive
them of almost the entire amount of the business of wreck.
ing upon the great lakes. Now, I do not know that it is
necessary for me to go fully over this question, I have pro-
sented the leading points. This proposal is not designed to
kill the Bill, but it is designed to put that Bill in such a
shape that we may hope to derive some advantages from it.
Iobject to anyunconditional surrender. I believe that in this
matter it is perfectly proper to make a counter-proposal.
I do not think it is absolutely incumbent upon us to accept
an American proposal that is not in our interests, without
first seeing at least if we can get some modification of that
proposal that will make it more acceptable and more
advantageous to ourselves. It is said, why not pass the
Bill, and then ask the Americans to make this arrangement
with you about reciprocity in towing ? Why not give
away every consideration that you possess, for the pur-
pose of securing a concession, and, after giving away all
the considerations, then go and ask for the concessions.
That is not a business way of doing business. I do not
know that I need to engage further in this discussion. I
say distinctly and positively that the object of this anend-
ment that I am about te move is not to kill this Bill. I
am prepared to accept reciprocity in the matter with a
slight modification that wihl give reciprocity in towing to
tugs, not reciprocity in coasting with vessels and cargoes,
but simply a mutual reciprocity in towing vessels and rafts
by the tugs of either Country. This proposition would be
mutually advantageous, it would be reasonable, and I am
morally certain that it would be accepted. For that
reason I think that this House ought not to place the coun-
try and this interest in a position where it is hopeless for
them to ask for this concession after passing the Bill in its
present shape. 1, therefore, move that the Bill be not read
the third time, but that it be referred back to the Com-
mittee with instructions to amend the first snb-section of
the second section, by adding the following words :-

" And when the privilege of towing vessels and rafts from one
United States port to another in waters contiguous to Oanada is ac-
corded to Canadian tugs."

If that is accepted, I will move a corresponding amend-
ment to the other clause.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I was not in the House
when this Bill was discussed before, but as I represent
a constituency that bas made very large investments in
wrecking plant, I conceive it my duty, on the floor of the
House, to enter my protest against such legislation at this
time. I may say with respect to the wrecking plant at
Port Colborne, in regard to which the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) spoke, that the invest.
ment is very large. Individuals there have no less than
$130,000 invested in such material. This wrecking plant
has been purchased in good faith, some within the last six
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months, some previously, and I say that the interest of
that particular industry should not be disturbed by the
Parliament of this country. They bave purchasod the
plant, and have brought it into the country ; have
paii duty upon it, and yet to-day we are asked that
the Americans, who do not live in the country, who
will not spend one dollar of their earnings in the
country, shall b. permitted to bring in duty free
wrocking plant, machinery and coal to operate within Cana-
dian waters, I decidedly object to this, and I think there
is no hon. member who desires to place CAnadian wreckers
on a worse footing then his neighbor across the lins
operating in Canalian waters. I venture to say that all
the work on Lake Erie would be done by American tugs,
and all wrecking plant on the Wolland canal would pass
over to Buffalo. This is the ioson why I rise to enter my
protest against this proposed legislation. The humanity
cry has played a very important part in this debate, and I
desire to show from the statutes that the logiqlature in this
country has years ago been not unmindful of their fellow-
men in this particular. Tho statutes clearly set out that
every provision has been made for the human family in
this particular respect, and that ery should have no woight
in this House to aid in defrauding the wrockers ot this
country out of thoir legitinate business. In theAct respect-
ing the coasting trade of Canada theroeis the following pro-
vision :

" The master of any steam vessel, not being a Rritish ship, engaged,
or having been engaged, in towing any ship, vessel or raft, from one
port or place in Canada to another,,except in case of distress, shall
incur a penalty of four hundred dollars."

In case of distress it is providod that vessels of all
countries shall be at liberty to relieve a vessel out of the
distress in which she has been placed. It has been said
that the Americans have made an offer. So have we made
an offer, and it is an offer standing on the Statute-book of
this country to-day. The standing offer we have made is
in these terms :

" The Governor in Council may, from time to time, declare that the
foregoing provisions of this Âet shallflot apply to any ships or vemmels
f any foreign country in whicîBritish shipa pre admitted to the coast-

ing trade of that country, and to carry goods and passengers from one
port or place to another, in such country."

Lt the Americans accept this offer. They do not, how-
ever, please to accept it, becausa they desire, as I have said,
by their offer, to secure the wrecking trade of this country
and place it in the hands of their own people, and, in my
opinion, this Parliament should protectoCanadian wreckers.
At Port Colborne, as I have said, a very large investment
is made, the wrocking plant costing $130,000. If this Bill
is allowed to go into force, tugs from Bffalo and elsewhere
will come to theo entrance of the Welland Canal, go
out into the lake and tow vessls into barbor. They
will come with thoir tugs full of coal, on which they have
paid no duty, and they will work in Canadian waters with
free machinery and free coal. If, on the other hand, our
tugs go out to haul vessels, they have to pay duty on all
their machinery, upon their diving apparatus, on the
pumps they use, and on the coal they use in doing that work.
Canadian tugs may go to Buffalo, a distance of twenty miles,
get their coal there, and will then have to return the twenty
miles in order to get to the entrance of the Welland Canal.
When they reach Buffalo there are dock dues and other
foes to pay, so that the coal of a Canadian wrecker, at the
entrance of the Welland Canal, will cost at loeast 81 a ton
more than il will cost the American wrocker. We talk
about reciprocity-and 1 do not intend to deal very largoly
with that question-but according to a paragraph I read in
an American paper, a commissioner had been sent from
Washington to find out if thero were any Canadians on the
Niagara frontier who were earning one dollar on the A meri-
can side for his family, who lived on the Canadian side
of the river, and if so, to have him expelled from the
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country. No Canadian will be allowed to live in Canada, with their own toge; but where a Oanadian Ineurance company vas
and earn a dollar in the United States. That is the rested we always got a sre cf be work. We do not tink that
pin efrtha dillara iniDU n the Unt tae. h aty hoe1 therehbas been a tirue since the Americans were excluded from wreckin o
position of the Niagara peninsula, and the county whre Inourwatersthatit would have been more injurios tous t grant re.
live. It was stated the other night, that the A mericans had procity in wrecking than the pre;ent. Most of the crafts that get la

take th duy of frit.Lutme tli hisbusetha, wuletrouble now are the sqiingr vesBels and barges, and as they are rathertaken the duty off fruit. Let me tell this House that, whieunprofitable, and uually insured for their whole value, they are aonce
they pretended to take the duty off fruit, they imposed abandoned to the insurance company, sud that, of course. places the îe.
such an embargo in the shape of charges on papers, and surance comnany in a po3ition to take any meana they choose for their
entries, and so forth, that fruit crossing the frontier at release. The only chance for us to make a living at wrecking, if ibin favor 0f ty iu wrecking Bill becomes law, is for us te become Âmerican
Niagara was met with a large protection in favor citizenandthen they cannot refuse us a job becase we are otmer.
American producers. In some cases the Minister of Cus- icans. There are laborers and mechanica in this town that have et gond
toms bas ascertained that these charges amount to a protec- situations in Buffalo and hadtoreturn here becaueetheywouldnotmovetheir families over there and take thiý oath of allegiance to the United
tion in favor of American fruit growers of from 50 to 75 per States, while others have moved and taken the oath, and hold their
cent. places If reciprocal wrecking privileges are granted we would be veq

Mr. BOWELL. Oer 100 ; I have the evidence re.ndicapped on al sides.
Mr.BOWLL.Ove 10; Ihav th evdene bre. The letter goes on to speak on the matter in the satne terme

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I will say this, and I say but I have given you the main ideas advanced in the letter
it in all earnestness, that-if the protective policy which was and Iwill not read further. Therewere 15 wrecks in 1887 at
adopted ten years ago, and which has been in force during that end, on the Canadian shore of Lake Erie, and 10 of
these years, is to be trifled with at the suggestion of either these got their assistance from Port Coiborne. There was
the American people or at the suggestion of a member of only one craft in trouble at this end of Lake Erie, on
this House, who by bis personal influence can carry a Bill the American shore, in 1887; that was the schooner
like this ; if the National Policy has no more permanence Manzaninna of St. Catharines and she become a total lose
than this, I say do away with it altogether. if the National very soon after stranding, so that there was no American
Policy is to be frittered away Session after Session, if after wrecking in 18S7 at the end of Lake Erie that the
people have invested money in good faith to-day, protection Americans could have given us.
is to be taken away from tbem to-morrow, I, for one, will
ask this Blouse to cease to dende and deceivothosi who are Mr. KIRK. Who wrote the letter?
seeking investmeits in this country. If this measure t egMer. FER gUSON (Welland). Carter & Bros, of Port
paFsed. it will drive investors of large capital, men of large Te r odRfresto n hyvt
means Who omploy a great deal cff labor, to the U ni ted Oolbor ne. Te r odRfresto n hyvt
States. It will do so for this good reason, that every Cana-aganst me every time, but I an supporting the amend-
dian insurance companv bas Dow withdrawn from insuri mont of the memb r for North Norfolk, not upon party
the hulls of vepseswb ich business is now entircly in thobanslinos butin thegeoral interests of the country. ta 1880
of American underwriters, Most of the vessels wrecked are there were tixtein wrecks, and nearly ail of them recoived
barges and sailing vessels. The fow wrcks in Canadian assistance at the hands of Canadian wreckers. Now, Mr.
waters that xnay occur will ho assistod from the noearet Speaker, I find the following item n a Windsor n twspaper
point, but as soon as the vrssel is abandoned, thebAmericabn of a rcent date:
underwriters will send their own people to the wreck, nd "itA plasterer who had ecred work lua Detroit a few day ngo wa

le will have nothing te do. If this Bill should paas turned back to rsanada while more than a undred workmen came over

situotionsor in Bufanad and hwdeoreurn eebcuehywolotm

it woulenot only drive many good citizins ont of fthmcouiereanaetean
try, but aiso. I repent, drive capital out of the country. Thatis the reciprocity we recnive at the bands of the

It wil no ouy o tatMr.Speke, bt i wîi bveAmerican Government and that is the way ln which we
a very bad effept upon capital seeking investment in this are traeocas eing tionalgo ar ycoanstuenDts I es
country. By adopting this Bill the flouse will show thatn tho name of the iontryhalPoshI oaskhn p nthalaidef
there is no ability whatever in the policy which this GvtheOO that t ie r
ernment bas been sustaining for the past ton years. We b in loge to American wrecker unies wvgetomething lu
this flouse muet give that policy stability, we must declare roturn. We are wifling te grant thom reciprocity in every.
by our vote and lot it ho known to foreigu countries thot thing that is fair and right; but I say, Sir, that we are
capital seeking investmont here will ho troated iu good not camed upon to sacrifice ory interest we posses r la
faith ; treated honestly and fairly. If w allow any other order to induce or to entice the American people te do
impression to go abroad capital will cease to come to the something for us. We as Canadians ouht to stand upo
country altogother, and our reseurces wiil not be developAd our rightsand upon our privilegs, and I woul ask this
to tho saHe extentas if weo keep faith wih those who invest rouso, that bofore passing Bih of this kind an effort shoud
their money sithns. I holdlun my baud a letter whichs be mad-if it is necossnry to have rociprocity of any kind
will not read as it vi too long. -to soc that sctething bmndonclbetwon tho two Gover-

M w el reamonts in the direction indicated by thamedent,order
. IwLL o fto in some way modify thtoue o the BiewhiC is now

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The Minister of iustomsbforothe fouse. If that is nt done and if this ouse
asks me t selrad it, and I wil i It says: will not consent to such a poicy in this mattr I will ak

fWe see by the report from Ottawa that Mr. iskpatrick das again that this Parliament shall do the next best thig, ad place
ibtrodced his Billin the Commons for reiprocity in wreking. We the Canadian wreckor ou tho ame footingas the Arerican
thik the Bi would be very detrimental to the wrecking interests here. wrecker. I say, Sir, that the Canadian wrocker onght to t
You perhaps are aware that the las abanadian Marine usurance Com-a
pany (viz., The Western Assurance Company of Toronto) iusurîng loet ipraihsmtrasfeendtthosud
vessels and steamers on the lakes has rotired from the whole business, al o get his ceai froc; privileges which are now oxteudod te
Ieaving that line cf business wholly lu the hands of American assurance the Amorican wreckors. I bbeovo, Sir, tb at a moditied troaty
companieso w thavt he wole patronage of the wreckin on both the in this respect, whpasswould ho fair te both countries, could
Canadian nd Anerican shores wil be at the disposa of the American
i lsurance agents, ud they wil certSainly throw bt into the bauds ofhe ho ratifiod by mutual concessions and by matual arrangement
America wreckers und they will dosmet of the wrecking on thisde botwaen the Goveruments of the two ceuntrios. I wonld
if Mr. Kirkpatrick's Bii for reciprocity in wrecking becomes law. We theefor ask thflouse te support the amodment of my
know froni experience when the Americans were allowed te wreck in
Oanadian waters that where vessels were insured in American hon. friend from Norfolk.
compne, the American uinsu rae agents would bring American
wrecki g ug dthough we would have our tuge at work on the (Bothwell). I wd ald like t ask te hon.
vessel i trouble they would disckarge us and continue the work member whethr ho dos net beld the opinion that the

Mr. F wus.N (W olland).
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consumer pays the duty on the coal, and if ho does hold it
I would ask him when did ho change bis opinion on the
matter ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). That is a point of law
which I will leave to the hon. member for Bothwell to
decide. He appears to bo the only member in the liouse
who is able to deal with a question of that kind.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am sure that after listening to
the member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), ail iho
members of this louse must be pleased at one effect of the
debate which concluded last night, for it cannot be denied
that the speeches which bave been delivered during that
debate have made a convert of the membor for North
Norfolk. They have evidently converted him to a belief in
the salutory benefits of the National Policy to this country,
and have caused him to become an enthusiastic supporter
of that policy. But like ail converts he has "eut lHerod-
ded lerod," and ho las advocated the policy further than
the advocates of the policy themselves. lion. members on
this side of the liOuse bolieve that the National Policy,
taken as a whole, is designed to promote the greatest good
to the greatest namber, but the hon. gentleman, in order
to promote the good of two wrecking companies, wants to
make subservient to their interests the interest of the ship
owners of Ontario and Canada, and the whole of the ship-
ping interests of the mariners of Canada. 'the hon. gen-
tleman wants to make the interests of ai the wreckers in
Canada subservient to the interests of those two wrecking
companies, one of which companies ho has something to do
with; ho did not explain what.

Mr. CHARLTON. Idid not say anything of the kind.
Mr. KIRK PATRICK. The hon.umember says, that because

those companies have invested some thousands of dollars
in wrecking plant that therefore they should be protected.
What is the policy that bas been advocated by hon. gentle-
men on this side of the Hlouse, and what is the policy that
the hon. gentleman has time and time again denounced
with all his eloquence and all his vigor but that very
policy ? Because money has been invested in factories and
industries of this country the hon. gentleman bas time and
again said: Sweep them away; let us go in for unre-
stricted reciprocity or commercial union or anything to do
away with that policy. But when the interests of two
wrecking companies are concerned, the hon. gentleman
changes his tune, and asks this House to adopt a different
policy from that which ho las advocated before, Now, I
submit that, in the interest of those two companies them
selves, this Bill should become law, because when it goes
into force they will have a botter chance to make money
and to utilise the capital they have invested than they are
able to do under the present law, and I will show you how
The hon, gentleman contrasts the action of the two G(overn
monts, and he says that the action of the Canadian Govern-
ment has always been eminently humane, conciliatory and
forgiving-that the Canadian Government has always been
ready to give away and allow American tugs to come in
and do business ji Canadian waters, and ho gave twenty
or more instances in which that was done; but ho says
that you cannot refer to a single instance of the American
Government reciprocating and allowing Canadian togs to go
into American waters. That is precisely what I say. Our
Government allows American tugs to come into our waters,
but our tugs and wrecking companies are debarred from
going into their waters, and that is a right we want to
obtain. Whenever we ask the American Government for
it, they say : No ; there is our offer, as soon as you accept it,
yon will get admission to our waters, and not before. This
Act will give us that right; Americans will gain nothing
from it, and Canadians will gain everything. The hon.
membar for Welland (M.r. iferguson) argues with great

force, but lie argues not merely against the Bill, but against
the arnendment as well. IHe seconds the amendment to
allow reciprocity in towage, and ho says what will be the
consequence ? This very reciprocity in towage which ho
asks us to givo to the Americans will rain the tugcompanies
on the Welland Canal, becauso American tugs wili cone on
the lakes and tow the vessels through the canal. I cannot
understand the consistency or the logic of the hon. gentle-
man. To be consistent, ho should have said that ho would
oppose both the Bill and the amendment. Now, I hould
like to tel this House, as I have told it before, that this Bill
is not promoted in the interest of any one man or any one
firm. It is true, thera is a firm doing business near Kings-
ton, whieh has recently invested a large ainount of money
in wrecking appurtenances, and it ihas to-day the most com-
plote wrecking plant on tho whole inland waters. These
men are in favor of this Bill. and say that they are able to
compete with the Americans, and are desirous of gaining
access to those waters where the greatest number of wreeks
take place and where great irichos are sunk fathoms deep,
They are ready to operate not only on Lake Ontario, but on
the upper lakes as well.

Mr. CHARLTON. low much capital have they in-
vested ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I cannot tel[, but I know that
they have the most complote wrecking appliances on the
inland waters.

Mr.CHIARLTON. They have $30000t invosted, about one-
fifth of what Carter Bros. have.

Mr. K[RKPATRICK. No matter how mcuch it is, it is
quite ample to do ail tho business, an] thoy are not afraid
to compote with Cartor Bros. or any othor firm. But, Sir,
they are not the only wrecking company we have. Don-
nelly & Son, Calvin & Co. and ail the othor wreckers on
Lake Ontario are atxious for this Bill to become law. I
hold in my hand a letter from the Lako Superior Tug Com-
pany of Port Arthur, in which they say:

" We approve of the stand you have taken in regard to reciprocity in
wrecking, that is, that the wrecking question ehould be ettled on its
own merts, and, while we approve of reciprocity in coasting, we do not
think the question shmld be combind as Mr. Patterson puts thei. We
might say that we are the only tug owners on the northern or Oanadian
shore of Lake Superior, and if we cannot hold our own in competition
with American companies we deserve to go under."

I am told, Sir, that the capital of the company to which I
have referred is $100,000.

Mr. CHARLTON. How much paid up ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Ail of it, I suppose. 1 am not
a membe of it, and do not know anything about it; I am
only giving you the information which is conveyod to me.
This Bill, I say, is not promoted in the interest of any one
firm or any one wrecking company. It is promoted in the
interest of the ship owners on the inlund waters of Canada,
in the interest of 35,000 mariners who plough the waters of
our great lakes, who risk their lives in stormy weather in
all seasons of the year, and whose association has petitioned
this lIouse unanimonsly in favor of the Bill. It is also in the
interest of the insurance companies. We are told that the
Western Ineurance Company went out of business; perhaps
it was because there was not in Canada any good wrecking
company. The very company with which the hon. mem,
ber for North Norfolk is se well auquainted at Windsor,
knows that the system which has been in vogue, of keeping
the Canadian waters for Canadians, except when the Min-
ister of Customs allows American tugs to come in, has been
so beneficial tothat company that it is almost in liquidation;
if it is not fully go, it ought to be, because it cannot pay its
debts. Am I wrong in that statement ? I pause for a reply.
Now, I am not going to detain the House any longer than
simply to ask thom to reject this amendment, because if it fa
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tacked on to the Bill it will practically destroy it, because
it will prevent our people from taking advantage of the
offer made by the United States Government. I may say
that this Bill was preparcd in its presont shape with the
concurrence of the hon. Minister of Customs and the hon.
Minister of Justice. The hon. Minister of Customs in the
debate which took place at a previous stage of this Bill,
said :

" If we ore to have a Bill at all, let us have one in words precisely of
the same effect as that which the Americans give us, and no more."

I ask the House now to vote down the amendment, and to
give the Bill its third reading.

Mr. CIARLTON. I wish simply to strip this case of ail
verbiage and side issues, and present the plain direct ques-
tion. We have a proposition from the American Government
to surrender to them the advantages we possess in the matter
of wrecking, and my amendment simply takes the ground
that it is proper for us to make a counter offer proposing
modifications to the offer of the Americans. These modifi.
cations I believe, will be accepte-i; but if we accept their
offer without making a counter offtr we part with all the
means we have of procuring any concession, and rule our-
selves out of court. I moved this amendment for the pur-
pose of placing ourselves in the poSition of securing, if
possible, some concession in this matter which will be of
advantage to us. I do not oppose reciprocity in wrecking.
I do not say, if these concessions were refused, that I would
oppose my hon. friend's Bill, but I do say it is desirable to
get these concessions, and if we do not tako this way to
get them, we will not get them. For this purpose I move
the amendment.

Mr. CASEY. 1 cannot understand why either rmy hon.
friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson) or my hon friend from
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) should have used the lan-
guage they did in regard to this matter, nor can I under-
stand on what principle the hon, member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) can defend his amendment. The hon.
member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) says that we should
not give anything without getting somothing in return.
Well, nobody proposes to do that. The Bill of the hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) proposes to accept
the offer already made by the United States. We do not
propose to give thom anything. The existing state of things
has been pointed out to be what our friends on the other
side used to call in the old low tariff days, "one-sided reci-
procity." American vessels are now allowed to wreck in
Canadian waters, but Canadian tugs are not alloved wreck-
ing facilities in American waters. This Bill will have the
effect of removing the disability on Canadian tugs and of
allowing them the same advantages in American waters
which American tugs enjoy in ours. The hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says illogically that he pro-
poses to make the acceptance of the American offer contin-
gent on their giving something else, and he does this, not
for the purpose of preventing reciprocity in wrecking, but
for the purpose of getting larger privileges. The only rc-
sult of tacking un anything to the counter offer would be
to postpone, at ail events, if not entirely prevent the con-
cluding of an arrangement which even my hon. friend from
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says he would not object to
if it came up by itself, and the other offers were rejected.
The hon. gentleman said if the offer of reciprocity in towing
was rejected, he would be prepared to support this Bill.

Mr. CHARLTON. No; I did not. What I did say was
that if this counter offer was rejected, I would rot say that
I would oppose my hon. friend's Bill. I did not say i would
support it or oppose it.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend leaves himself entirely in
the clouds as to what he would do in case the offer of reci-
proci in towing was rejected, so that by acoepting my

Mr, IREIPATRIlCK,

hon. friend's proposal and making the counter offer, which
we know will have the effect of postponing reciprocity in
wrecking for a year, we do not know where our hon. friend
will be should that proposal be rejected. He may oppose
reciprocity in wrecking thon as strongly as he does now.
The common sense of the House will prefer to accept a
definite proposal instead of postponing the matter and pro.
bably making an agreement impossible forever. I would
have no objection at all to a Bill which contained this pro-
posal, that we should accept the Americans offer of wreck-
ing in coasting, and making the offer that whenever they
would be willing to give us reciprocity in towing and coast-
ing we would do the like with them. I would not care to
accept the Bill in the sense of the resolution of the hon.
member for North Norfolk, even if it were accepted by the
United btates, because if we are to have reciprocity in
wrecking and towing only, the Americans having larger
plant than we, would simply run us out of the business in
our own waters. If you put coasting along with that and
get it accepted, that would be a different story, and the Bill
of the hon. member for Essex (Mr. Patterson), as it stood,
embodying these three features was preferable te this nar-
row resolution of my hon. friend from North Norfolk.

Sir DONALD SMIFH. I rise to say a few words in
support of the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick). The merits of the Bill have been discussed
in all their bearings. I will content myself with alluding
to that whioh bas been urged upon me in the strongest way
possible 4, those interested in the carrying trade and com-
mercial interests of Montroal. One and al are in favor of
this Bill, and they surely know what are their best interests
and what wouli bo mot to their own advantage. I trust,
therefore, the louse will accept the Bill as it stands without
amendment.

Mr BOWELL. I do net propose te continue this discus-
sion, nor would I have risen to my feet had it not been for
a remark from the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
patrick), which must have left the impression in the bouse
that I concurred in the principle involved in the Bill when
ho stated that I had been consulted as to the wording of it.
It is quite true that I was consulted. The hon, gentleman
showed me his Bill in connection with the Minister of Jus-
tice, not the Bill as it is before the flouse, and I pointed out
its defects, and told him if ho intended to do anything in
reference to wrecking he should not, without an equivalent,
propose to this bouse any greater concessions than were
given in the American Bill. That is what I stated without
committing myself at all te the principle of the measure.
The hon. gentleman, if ho had read a little further the
remarks I made, would find that they referred exclu-
sively to the suggestions of the hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones). I said that if we adopted the suggestions
made by the hon. the senior member for Halifax (Mlr.
Jones) that the Bill should apply also to the sea coast, there
would be no probability of its being accepted. With refer-
ence to the remarks of the hon. gentleman who has just
taken his seat (Mr. Casey) he, not intentionally I am sure,
misled the House when he said the Americans were per-
mitted to wreck in our waters. In no case have they been
permitted to wreck in Canadian waters except where life
was in danger or property at stake. In such cases, the
Government considered the question became one of human-
ity, in so far as it affected the life of those who were on
board the vessels, and in order to save the property of the
country, I have given the permission required with the con-
sent of my colleagues, in every case, no matter how restric-
tive the law might ho. If the hon. member for Richelieu
(Mr. Labelle) will permit me, I will say if the tug to which
ho referred refused to tow his vessel, under the circum-
stances ho laia before the House, into a Canadian port, it
was not bocause it would have been interfered with in a
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case of that kind. But I presume the reason for the course
that the tug owner took was that ho had a longer distance
to take the vessel in order to get it into an American port,
and would make more money thereby, and no doubt, patri-
otie as they are, ho thought that, by taking it into an
American port, all the repairs necossary to that vessel, and
the benefits arising therefrom would go to American arti-
sans.

Mr. LAURIER. When the Bill passes, he will not have
that temptation.

Mr. BOWELL. That is unrestricted reociprocity. I am,
not arguing that question at presont, but I am giving what
I presume to have been the reasons which actuated him.
I differ altogether from the leader of the Opposition in his
statement that the temptation would not have been there if
this Bill were passed. It matters not whether there was
reciprocity in wrecking or not, if the tug-owner were
actuated by the feelings which I have suggested, the in-
terests of hie own country would have led him to take that
course no matter what privileges ho might have in Cana-
dian waters. It would be a question for the owner of the
vessel of saving hie vessel, and if the tug-owner refused to
come into Canadian waters, ho could not compel him to
do so.

Mr. LABELLE. I would ask the Minister of Customs,
if that tug that took our steamer down the Sault Ste. Marie
canal had taken her to Owen Sound, would he not have
seized her, bocause he took her on Cariboo Island on the
Canadian side of Lake Superior? Would not the Customs
offi ers have seized her at Owen Sound ?

Mr. BOWELL. Not under these representations. I do
rot say they would not have seized her.

Some hon. MEKBERS. Oh.
Mr. BOWELL. Of course, Customs officials have a duty

to perform, but the moment a representation of that kind
had been made to the department, the vessel would have
been released.

Mr. MITCHELL. The position, as I understand it, is that
the Customs Department would have seized the vessel and
that they had a right to seize the American tug-

Mr. BOWELL. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL,-if she brought the vessel into a Cana-
dian port. What, thon, is the position of the American tug-
owner ? fie says, am Igoing to place my vessel, which may
be worth 815,000, 820,000, 830,000 or 840,000 at the mercy of
a Canadian Minister of Customs, in vicw of all the vagaries
which that peculiar department has exhibited during the
last ftw years. This is a case of humanity, and I trust
every man in the House will support the motion.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Charlton:

Messieurs
Bain (Soulanges),
Boisvert,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burdett,
Oameron,
Carling,
Carpetmer,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Charlton,
Ohisholm,
Oimon,
Oochrane,
Dolby,
Corby,
coulou b,
Desauliers,

Dewdney,
Dupont,
Ferguson (Welland),
Freeman,
Gordon,
Resson,
Bickey,
Ives,
Joues (Digby),
Kenny,

McDonald (Victoria),
McDougald (Picton),
McKay,
McMillan (Vandreuil),
MoNeill,
Madili,
Mara
MarshlaU,
jeu»s (Annapoli,>

Moffat,
Montplaisir,
O'Brien,
Porter,
Prior,
Putnam,
Smith (Ontario),
Taylor,
Temple,
Thompson (Sir John),
Tupper,
Vanasse,
Wallace,
White (Uardwell),
Wilmot,
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wilson (Lennox),
Wood (Westm'land)-46.

Me s:

Messieuru
Amyot.
Armstrong,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baird,
Barron,
Beausoleil,
Bêchard,
Bell,
Bergeron,
Bergn,
Benier,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowan,
Brion,
Campbell,
Oasey,
Casgrain,
Choquetto,
Cockburn,
Couture,
Curran,
Laly,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Donilson.
De St. Oeorges,
Deejardius,
Dessaint,
Dckey,
Doyon,
Edgar,
Eenhauer,
Fuis,
Fisher,

Flynn, Masson,
Gauthier, Meiga,
Gigault, Mille (Bothwell),
Godbout, Mitebell,
Grandbois, Moneriuff,
Gusay, Mnlock,
Guillet, Neveu,
Hale, Paterson (Brant),
Hall, Perry,
Holton, Purcell,
Hudspeth, Rinfret,
lunes, Riopel,
Joncas, Robertson,
Jones (Halifax), Rowand,
Kirk, Rykert,
Kirkpatrick, Ste. Marie,
Labelle, Scarth,
Landerkin, Scriver,
Lang, emple,
Langelier (Montm'ency)Shanly,
Langelier (Quebec), Skinner,
Langevin (Sir Hector), Small,
La itivière, Smith (Sir Donald),
Laurier, Somerville,
Livingston, Sproule,
Lovitt, Stevenson,
Macdonald (Huron), Sutherland,
Macdowall, Trow,
McOarthy, Turcot,
McOulla, Tyrwhitt,
McLougall (O. Breton), Waldie,
McGreevy, Ward,
Melntyre, Watson,
McKeon, Weldon (Albert),
McMillan (Earon), Wilson (Elgin),
MoMullen, Yeo.-108.

Amendumont negatived.
On the main motion,
Mr. CH1RLTON. In order to give the Houso an op-

portuniLy to surrender most perfectly and unconditionally
ail chances of getting concessions from the American Gov-
ernment in this matter, I beg to complete this by moving
the comploment of the previous amendment. I nove:

That the Bill ha not now read the third time, but be referred back to
Committee of the Whole with instructions that they bave power to
ame'nd it by adding to section 1 of the said Bill the following words:-

" And United States tugs may tow vessels and rafts from one Oaus-
dian port to another in anadian waters contiguaous to the United
States.'

I regret very much the action of the Ho in this matter.
I believe we bIveovoluntarily and very absurdly surrendered
our chances of obtaining reciprocity in wrecking.

Mr. KIRK PATRICK. You must not reflect upon a vote
of thIe ouse.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the Bill passes in its present
shape, we have the satisfaction of gomng altogether without
reciprocity in towing.

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third time and
passed.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask the acting leader of
the Government what ho proposes te do in the present
exigency. It is a clear defeat of the Administration
though ho himself- voted for it as a saving clause, but i
think it is a clear evidonce of the condemnation of the
course the Government have pursued, and the hon. gentle.
man should give an explanation of the action ho intends to
take.

ADJOURNMENT-BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I would like very much to know
whether a decision has been arrived at botween the hon.
member for Monck (Mir. Boyle) and the Government with
reference to the Bil standing in bis name, that bu been on

1889. 761



COMMONS DEBATES. MAucu 21,
the Order Paper ever since the 4th of February. The Bill had
an early birth, and it has been standing there from that day
to this. It is a Bill of considerable importance, and seriously
affects some of the industries of the country. I should like
to know whether the promoter of the Bill intends to go on
with it, and whether the Government intends to allow logis-
lation of that kind. The Bill proposes to interfere with a
trade in which many people are engaged. At this season
of the year the nurEerymon are under the necessity of
making their puraba es, of making arrangements for their
supplies, and bringing from the United States the trees
necessary to carry on their business during the coming
year. 1, therefore, think that it is only fair for the trade and
for the country that we should have some statement from
the promoter of the Bill, or from the Government, as to
what is going to be done about it.

Mr. BOYLE. I do not think it will take so long a time
to pass the Bill as the bon. gentleman has occupied juast
now in asking about it. I was prepared to go on with the
Bill when it was reached on the last occasion, but the House
desired to adj>urn, and I could not move it. Iam prepared
to go on now, if the hon. Minister of Public Works will
allow me to do so.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After the long sitting of
yesterday, hon, members on both sides of the House with
whom I have consulted, are of the opinion that we should
adjourn now. To-morrow and Friday are Government
days, when we shall have to sit much longer than we ate
sitting this evening, and unless we take a lhttle rest we can-
not do so.

Mr. LAURIER. On next Monday the hon. gentleman
will have an opportunity, I presume, to move his Bill, as
it is private menbers' day, and I understand that it will
stand as the first order.

Mr. WALLACE. There aresome other Billsimmed'ately
following this one, which I think the House bas been pro.
mised an opportunity to diseuss. I think we should pro-
ced with the business to-night, and work a little later. I
have brought a Bill before the tiouse, and the Government
have promised full opportunity for discussing it. I would
like to know from the leader of the House when the Gov.
ernment proposes to take that up, because if the Bill is put
off until next Monday, there will be no sitting of the House
on that day, and these Bills that are on the list will bave
to be postponed until next Monday week, and the Bill of
the bon. member for Monck, being the first on the list, it
will throw mine back indefinitely. I would like to know
from the Government when the Bill that I have introdn'oed
will have a chance of being considered.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
say this evening, but I will mention the matter to the First
Minister, so that when we meet again my hon. friend will
be able to obtain an answer.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The hon, leader of the House
bas not answered my question, whether the Goverunweng,
intend to allow the Bill of the hon. member for Monck to
go on and when. If it is to pass it certainly ought to be
procoeded with, if it is not to pass, and I hope it wdl fnot, I
think it is only due to the parties engaged in the line of
business to whieh I have aLluded, that the Government
sbould make some announcoment as to their intention in
regard to it.

Sir HECTOR LANG.ENIN. This Bill is not in the
bande of the Government. It is in the hands of a private
member, and I understood from the promoter of the Bill
that the first time it is reached again he will be ready to
move the second reading.

Mr. BOYLE. I eau scarcely understand the impetuosity
of the boa, member for Elgin in rospect to this matter.

Mr, WIaoN (Zgin)..

He is evidently suffering from congestion of the brain, or
some such ailment. If ho complains that the Bill is a detri-
mental one, surely in the natural order of things, the
longer it is put off the botter for him and bis view of the
subject. So far as I am concerned, there bas been no un-
reasonable delay. The Bill unfortunately has been reached
just at the time that the House desires to adjourn. of
course it is in the hands of the Government, because when
they call for an adjournment the House must adjourn unless
the Government are willing to sit longer. I wili endeavor to
meet the views of the hon. member for Elgin, and I will
move the second reading at the earliest occasion. So.far as
I know, in order to correct some misapprehension, there is
nothing in the way of its becoming law.

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

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURSDAY, 2lst March, 1889.

The SPEAKES took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BELLEVILLE HARBOR.

Mr. TUPPER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 116)
respecting the barbor of Belleville, in the Province of
Ontario.

Mr. LAURIER. What is the nature of this Bill?
Mr. TIUPPER. It is simply to put the harbor into com-

mission.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will that involve any expen-

diture ?
Mr. TUPPER. I understand that the hon. gentleman

means that, in that case, the Bill should be introduced by
resolution, but the Act which is repealed by this Bill pro-
vides that certain fees shall be collected by the town of
Belleville. This Bill simply provides for putting the bar-
bor in commission, and there is no change in regard to the
fees. Therefore it does not require any resolution.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to bring in a Bill amending the Dominion
Lande Act ?

Mr. DEWDNEY. It is the intention.

EMPLOYÉ3 ON THE CAPE BRE'ON RAILWAY.

Mr. KIRK abked, Are William"Stewart, Archibald Oam-
eron, Wentworth McDonald, Joseph Freer and Daniel
McGregor, or either of them, employed by the Governmont
in connection with the Cape Breton Railway ? If so, in
what capacity, and at what salary ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. William Stewart is not
employed on the Cape Breton Railway. Cameron, Me-
Donald, Freer and Mc xregor are employed by the Govern-
ment in cqfpoction with the Cape Breton Rïilway :
Cameron, as overseer, at $75 por month; McDanald, as
track boss, at 8 115 a month; F'reer, ai masonry inspector,
at $80 a month, and MoGi egor, as walking boss, at 8115.

JOLIETTE MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. NEVEU asked, 1. When did the contract for carry-
ing the mail botween Lanoraie Station and Joliette expire,
gr when wiIit epire? 2. To whom ha bth new contra9t,
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if any, for carrying the mail between those two places,
been awarded, and what is the amount to be paid in money ?

Mr. H AGGA RT. This contract will expire on the 3lst
March, 1889. The new contract bas not been awarded.

ADULTERATION OF L&RD.

Mr. SPROULE askad, Io it the intention of the Govern-
ment, in view of the extensive adulteration of lard imported
from the United States, as shown by the Report of the
Chief Analyst in B iLetin No. 7 of the Inland Revenue
Department, to provide against its being brought into this
conntry, either by increased duty or otherwisoe?

Mr. FOSTE R. The Government is not in a position to
give an explicit answer to this question at the present
moment. It is eng:ging their consideration.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 98) to amend the "Winding-upAct," chapter
one bundred and twenty-nine of the Reviaed Statutes.-
(Sir John Thompson.)

SALARIES TO POSTMASTERS.

Mr. HAGGART moved that Bill (No. 100) further to
amend the "Oivil Service Act," chapter seventeen of the
Revised Statutes, be read the third time.

Sir RICHARID CAitTWRIGHlT. I shall rot renew the
discussion which took place in committee on tbis Bill, bUt
I would simply say that the arguments which were uscd on
that occasion, notably by the First Minister, bave entirely
failed to convince me, for one, that there is any propriety
in giving our postmasters in the large cities a salary larger
than that given to the permanent head of the department.
I, therefore, move:

That the Bill be not now read the third timee but that it be re-com-
mitted for the purpose of amending the same by providing " that the
salaries of postmasteri shal fnot exceed the sum of $3,200, being the
amount paid to the deputy head of the Post Office Department."

Mr. HAGGART. For a number of years, in fact since
1874, the salary paid to the postmaster at Montreal bas
been $4,000 a year. In this Bill it is proposed to leave i t
optional to the Postmaster General to increaso the salary
of the postmaster at Toronto to the amount of salary
paid to the postmaster in Montreal, and to ircrease
the salary of the postmaster at Ottawa $200 per annum.
This Bill is for the purpose of giving power to introduce
into the Estimates these increases. These sums will be
placed in the Estimates, and a vote of the Heuse eau then
be taken on it.

louse divided on the amendment.
YzAs :

Messieurs
Armstrong,
bain (Wentworth),
Barron
Béchart,
Bernier,
Borden,
Bourassa,
Bowman,
Brion,
Campbell,
Cartwright (SirRich.),
Casey,
Oasgrain,
Charlton,
Choquette,
Cook,
Couture,
De St. Georges,
Dessaint,
Doyon,
Edgar,
iedwardu,

lisenhaner,

Ellis, Meigs,
Figet, Milli (Bothwell),
Fisher, Mitchell,
Flynn, Mulock,
Gauthier, Neveu,
Godbout, Paterson (Brant),
Guay, Platt,
Holton, Rinfret,
lunes, Robertson,
Jones (Halifax), Rowand,
Kirk, Ste. Marie,
Landerkin, Scriver,
Lar. g, Smple,
Langelier (Montm'ency)3omerville,
Langelier (Quebec), Trow,
Laurier, Turcot,
Lister, Waldie,
Livingiton, Watson,
Lovit, Weldon (St. John),
Maedonald (Huron), Welsh,
Medtyr, Wilson (Elgin),
Memlian (Huron), Yeo.-68.
iLxullen,

Na'S.:
Messieurs

Arcbibald, Foster, Moffat,
Audet, Freeman, Moncrief,
Bqin (coulanges), GiRault, Montplaisir,
Barnard, Girouard, O'Brien,
Bergeron, Ourdon, Patteruon (Essex),
Bergin, Grandbois, Perley,
Boisvert, Guille t, Porter,
Bowell, Haggart, Prior,
drown, Hall, Putnam,
Bryson, Hesson, Riopel,
Burnu, Hickey, Robillard,
Camneron, Hudspeth, Ross,
cargill, Joncap, Rykert,
Carling, Joues (Digby), Soartb,
Oarpenter, Kenny, 8hanly,
Caron (sir Adolphe), Kirkpatrick, Skinner,
chiabolm, Labelle, 8mall,
Cimon, Labrosse, Smith (Ontario),
Cochrane, Landry, Sproule,
Colby, Langevin (Sir Hector), Stevenson,
Corby, LaRivière, Taylor,
Costigan, Lépine, Templ..,
coughlin, Macdonald (Sir John), Thérien,
coulombe, Macdowall, Tbompson (Sir John),
Ourran, McCulla, Tisdale,
baly, McDonald (Victoria), Tipper,
Daoust, McDougald (Pictou), Tyrwhitt,
Davin, McDougall (O. Breton), Vanasse,
Davis, McGreevy, Wallace,
Dawson, McKay, Ward,
Denison, McKeen, We.don (Albert),
Desaulniers, McMillan (Vaudreuil), White (lReutrew),
Desjardins, McNeill, Wilmot,
Dewdney, Madill, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Dupont, Mara, Wilson (Lennox),
Ferguson (Leeds&(Gren.)Marsball, Wood (tBrockville),
Pergnuson (Renfrew), Masson, Wood (Westm''d)-l 13.
Perguson (Welland), Mille (innapolis),

Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third timo and
passed.

CUSrOïS ACr AMENDMENT.
House resolved itself into Committee to consider resolu.

tion (p. 469) amending the Customs Act.-(Mr. Bowell.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. PATERS3ON (Brant). I think the Minister will
require to give some explanation in regard to soma portions
of this resolution wbich are not very plain.

Mr. BOWE LL. My intention was to allow the rosolution
to be road, and thon to explain each of tho sections if the
commitice desired it. I may say further, that my intention
is, as soon as the Bill bas beon laid beforo the Flouse, to
place before each memnber an explanation of the reasons for
making the changes in these differont clauses, in ordor that
hon. membors may be in full possession of the reasons that
actuated the department ini asking a change in the Custorna
Act, If, howcver, it is the opinion of the committee that
we should discuss the matter now, before hon. members
have the Bill in its entirety, and the explanations bofore
them, I shall be quite willing to give a synopsis of the
changes.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think, at ail events, an
explanation should begiven with respect to the clause that
provides for the cost of transhipmert being added in all
cases to the value for duty, in order that we may know
what the intention of the Minister is in respect to it.

Mr. BOWELL. If the committee desire, i will give a
short explanation at the presenrt time, and afterwards will
lay a fuller explanation before the Honse, as I did when
the amendment to the Customs Act was proposed two
years ago. I may say that the changes which I propose
are not of that radical character which one would suppose
them to b), from having read the comments which have
been made upon tbem by varions newspapers in the coun-
try. I wish it to be distinctly understood that I do not find
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fault with those comments, because the resolutions are so
vague that I am not at ail surprised they were misunder.
stood and misinterpreted. 'Ihc proposition is to amend
the 33rd section of the Customs Act, so as to prevent the
bringing into the country, during the night, of goods in
waggons and sleighs and placing the same restriction upon
parties so bringing Lin goods-except it be with permission
of the Customs officers, who of necessity would have a
knowledge of what the goods were and where they were
going to, so that they could follow them in the morning-as
is applied to goods brought into the country by vessels or
any other conveyance. At present goods are brought
over at ail hours of the night, just across the frontier, and
porticularly down in the Eastern Townships and other places
where there is but an imaginary line between the two
countrios. If the parties are caught bringing themc in, ro
matter at what hour of the night, they say, "Oh, we in-
tended to go to the Custom bouse in the morning." When
they were caught probably they would go, but if not, the
probabilities are they would not go.

Mr. SCRIVER. Wiil the hon. Minister allow me to ask
what is meant by "the night; " is it ail the hours of dark-
ness? If it becomes dark at five in the afternoon, as itdoes
in the autumn, is "night " supposed to last from that hour
until 8 o'clock the following morn ing ? That is a very im-
portant consideration to the people of the Eastern Town.
ships, and to tho inhab tants living along that part of the
frontier of whom ihe Minister scems to have such a poor
opinion.

Mr. BOWELL. I have expressed no opinion of the gen-
tlemen or the inhabitants who live along the frontier. So
far as my remarks apply, they apply to a certain class of
residents with whom my hon. friend who has just spoken is
as intimato and as well acquainted as I am, and if I wanted
a witness in this House to show the propriety of adopt-
ing a clause of this kind, the member for Huntingdon (Mr.
Scriver) would be the man I would look to.

Mr. SCRIVER. I will have something to say on that
hereafter.

Mr. BOWELL. What is intended by "night " in this
resolution is after office hours, no matter what time that
may be. But if the wording is not sufficient to cover that,
I am quite prepared to make any amendment that may be
suggested.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is the first time I ever knew you to
be prepared to make an amendment to the Customs Act,
and I have tried to get amendments pretty often.

Mr. BOWELL. I have been charged on more than one
occasion by my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell), with making too many changes, of a restrictive
rather than a liberal character.

Mr. MITCHELL. I said amendments, not changes.
Mr. BOWELL. I understood what you said perfectly

well. An amendment is a change whether for good or bad.
The 61st clause is to make the law applicable in respect to
the "value for duty " on ail goods, no matter from what
part of the world they may be imported. It has been
stated that the proposition was to add the transportation
charges to the port-of entry, but such is not the case. As
the law reads at present the provision is as follows:-

" In determining the dutiable value of goods, except when imported
from Great Britain and Ireland, there shall be added to the cost, or the
actual wholesale price, for duty,' ail the expenses includet from the
place of growth, production or manufacture, wh-ther by land or by
water, to the vessel in which shipment is made, either in transitu to or
direct to Oanada.P

The proposition simply is to strike out the words "except
when imported from Great Britain and Ireland." Thus
plaoing the goods purchased in Great Britain and Ireland

Mr. BOWILL.

in the same position as those which are bought in thé
interior of Russis, Germany or France.

Mr. MULOCK. That is not loyal.

Mr. BOWELL. Perbaps, if the hon. gentleman will
wait until I am through my explanation, ho may find it is
strictly in the lino of loyalty.

Mr. MULOCK. All right, we will wait.
Mr. BOWELL. I think I will be able to make my

remarks much shorter and my information botter under.
stood by the House if gentlemen will not interrupt quite
so much. There is another proposition to change this
clause so as to make it clearer what is really meant hy the
"value for duty." At present you will notice the Act says
"there shall be added to the cost, or the actual wholesale
price or fair market value." I propose to change that
wording so that it shall more clearly bear the interpretation
which bas been given to it, that is, to make the value for
duty the price which is paid in the country in which the
goods are purcbased; namely, in the proportions in which
they are purchased. Al merchants know that in going to
a foreign market a wholesale purchaser who buys more
extensively than another gets a larger discount, and as the
law is based upon what is termed a fair market value, that
n all cases has been ruled to be the "value for duty." I
hope I have made myself understood upon that point ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Which clause are you explaining
in your resolution.

Mr. BOWELL. Clause 61, of the Customs Act. I may
state that the principal reason for striking out this exception
as rogards Great Britain, was from the fact, that the work-
ing of this clause was brought under the notice of the
Imperial Government by Germany, calling attention to the
fact that a treaty existed between Great Britain and the
German Empire, which was entered into in 1866, before
Confederation, and in which what is termed the "most
favored nation clause " is accorded by Great Britain w0
Germany, and the other countries, which became a party to
that treaty, and in that treaty the colonies are included.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). How will that affect the bounty
on sugar ?

Mr. BOW ELL. That cannot affect the bounty on sugar.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Why not ?
Mr. BO WE LL. Because itis governed by another clause,

and because the bounty on sugar is applicable to all coun-
tries, it matters not from where purchased. If England,
to-morrow, were to grant a bounty on sugars exported
from Great Britain to Canada, the amount of the bounty
would be added to the value of the sugar for duty ; conse-
quently, the favored nation clause could not apply, because
Great Britain would have no advantage in shipping sugar
to Canada, over Germany, Hungary, or Austria.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman did not
quite catch my idea. What I wanted to enquire was, in
the case of sugar exported from Germany under the bounty
system, how would this clause enable you to add the
bounty ?

Mr. BOWELL. As I have already explained, that is
governed by another clause altogether. There is a special
provision in the tariff, and also in this Act, which gives
power to add the amount of a bounty or royalty, or any
other commission or privilege granted by any country from
wbich goods are imported.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is not important, I admit,
under our system of testing by polariscope.

Mr. BOWELL. In that case it doos not apply, but it
does apply wherever the ad valore principle is adopted,
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even to augar tested under the polariscope. However, thi
clause will not in any way inferfere with that. As I was
orplaining, the attention of the Government having been
called to the working of this provision of the law, there
were but two courses to pursue : to abolish the principle of
adding to the value for duty the inland tran3portation to
the port whence the goods are shipped, or to take ont the
exemption in the clause. When the House learns that the
charges upon goods coming from the interior of the con
tinent add to the value of goods for duty about 50 per cent.-
the German despateh says 60 per cent.-it will be apparent
that the charges for inland transportation could not be re.
pealed. Goods are purchased at such a very low price in the
interior that the cost of transportation to the port of ship
ment isu in mny ciîes greater than the cost of the article it.
self; and those who have had any exporionce of the working
of the Customs Act, and of the difficulties that always pre.
sent themsel7es as to the true value, know that the safest
way is to make the value for duty that at the last port of ex.'
portation. If tbatwould raise the value too high, and make
the duty too onerous, then it would ba botter to reduce pro
rata the rate of duty imposed than to remove the cost of
transportation altogether. The amendment of the 62nd
clause is simply to place it in accord with the resolution to
which I have already referred. The 64th clause is so
amended as to make clear that the value for duty shall
include the value of any royalty, rent or charge made for
exclusive rigbt to any territorial limit in which to sell or
use any machine or goods, and to co-mpel tha addition of
such value to the invoice. The only diff.erence in that
clause is the addition of the words, " or use." At preent,
if the importer of any foreign article is given any commis-
sion .by a reduction of value or royalty, or if a bounty is
given to those who export, that is now added to the value
of the duty; but instance occur in which a poison bas
his invoice made out to state that the goods are
for use, and not for sale. Under these cirourn-
stances the law did not apply, though after the goods
were entered, and after the purchaser used them for a
short time, he could place them in the market for sale at an
advantage over those who had the royalty addecd to the
valie of the goods they brought in for sale. The next pro-
vision is simply to give authority to the Board of Custoins,
that is, the Dominion Appraisery, over port apprai-ers. As
the law now stands, it is in doubt whother the ruling of a
port appraiser as to the value for duty of imported goods,
however erroneous it may be, can be overruled. The
amendment is in the interest of uniformity, and instances
have occurred in which the Board of Customs knew goods
to be undervalued, or overvalued. as the case might be, by
a local appraiser ; and under clause 62, it was doubtful
wbether be, being a sworn officer, could be overrnled
hy the authorilies at headquarters. For imstance, the
sugar inspector reports to the department that certain
sugar is undervalued. The appraiser in Montreal said
" No, I have taken the oath of office; I believe the entry
as I allowed it to pass, is correct, and I will not change it,"
The intention of this amendment is to give power to the
Board of Appraisers, consisting of the inispector, and such
others as we might add to the board, to go and make
a full investigation into a dispute of that kind, and report
to the department; and if the department thought the
evidence was sufficient to warrant the raising or lowering
of the valne, th-y would have authority to do so, and to
relieve the local appraiser of any conscientious scruples he
might have in the matter.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That1l3 quite proper.

Mr. BOWELL. The 89th section of the Act je 80
amended as to make clear that goods entered for warehouse
must be warehoused at once, some importers having claimed
that there was no absolute law requiring im mediate action,

P7

1889. 765
s they could take their time or save the trouble of removing
s the goods in case they could dispose of them before bein

called to account for the duty. Instances have occurred o
this chai acter. A man importe goode and pute them in the

f sufferance warehouse, refusing to put them at once in the
bonded warehouse, where they would be under lock and key;
and it bas been olaimed that ha bas a right to do that
because the law gives him power to sell the goods without

. being placed in bind; and a dispute bas arisen as to whether
the Custom house authorities have the right to enforce bond-
ing at once unless the duty is paid, and the goods are trans-
ferred to the buyer. I think marchants will sec the import-
ance of a clause of this kind, in order to make the law clear,
and to prevent as much as possible disputes between Customs
officials and the importer, as these cases are constantly
cropping up.

Mr. JONES (Halifax), What class of goods would that
apply to ?

Mr. BOWELL. It would apply to all classes of goods.
If a marchant imports a chest of tea ha can sell it immedi-
atoly on its arrival, and transfer it at once. The entry
has to be made whether there is duty or not. If the law
permitted the merchants to hold the goode for two or three
days, it would necessitate officers watching them all the
time.

Mr JONES (Halifax). Io it going to reduce the time
merchants now have for warohousing?

Mr. BOWELL. No, not as it bas beaen prautioed. I do
not propose cither to oxtend or restrict the time, butsimply
to make the provision so plain that the marchant, on read-
ing it, will exactly understand what his privileges are. The
next provision is a new one. ILt has been deemed advisable
to have soma means by which we can, as far as practicable,
ascertain the actual transit trade of the country, and I ask
for power toenable me to give instructions at the frontier
ports to keep a record of all goods brought into the country
and passed through it. I do not anticipate being able to
obtain an accurate record. That could not be got without
imposing onerous duties on those enggad in the trade. I
wanit power, however, to enable the officer to compel either
the steambnat owner or the railway proprietor to give us a
statemont of the number of cars entered at any one port,
aud, as niear as hoecan, the contents.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Have we not that power now ?
Mr. BOWELL. It is doubtful, and I thought it better

that it should b. placed beyond peradventure. The objeot
is to add to our Trade and Navigation Returns some-
thing similar to that which we find in the American Trade
and Navigation Returns, that is, a statement of the inland
transportation of goods. They have it, to a certain extent,
through the intorstate trade. But what I propose to find out
at present is the transit trade through Canada.

Mr. SCRIVER. Would the collectors at the frontier
ports be called on to obtain that information ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yos; we want. as faras possible, to have
that done. If fifty cars are entered in one train, we want
to have a report of the number of cars, and, as far as prac.
ticable, their contents. The next clause is to define the
tirne at which goods are exported from a foreign oountry.
The law now provides that the value for dnty sh4il be the
value at the time of exportation. It is contended that if
a vessel is loading with sugar, for instance, in Jamaica, and
i4he lies at the wharf for three monthe, and takes part of
ber cargo at the beginning of May, and does not sail until
the lst of August, the goods which were placed on baard in
August, as well as those taken on board the let of May,
should be considered as having been exported at the time
they were put on board the vessel. Instances have oo-
currcd whon vessels commenced loading molasses, the
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molasses was selling at from 14 to 15 cents, but by the
time the vessel left molasses was selling at 18 cents per
gallon. The price fluctuated from 14 to 18 cents during
the whole three months. When the merchant made his
entry the offcer at the port said the value of the molasses
at 1he time the vessel sailed should rule the whole cargo.
He replied that the Act provides that if you export any
article from this country to another, the date of exportation
is the time at which the goods are placed on the vessel.
In order to avoid any dispute in the future, I propose to
adopt the clause which is in the Anerican Act governing
this point. Article 500 of the American Rules and Regu-
lations is as follows:-

" The time of exportation muet be deemed and taken to be the date at
which the merchandise actually leaves the foreign port for its destina-
tion in the United Stateo, which period may ordinarily be establisied by
the production of the clearanee granted to the vessel at the foreigu port
and the declaration of the master, under oath, at the time of the entry,
and of the date when the vessel sailed."

The insertion of a clause of that kind will prevent, in the
future, all trouble between merchants and the Customs
authorities.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). You propose to take the value of
the last port shipped, whether higher or lower ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes. There have been many cases in
which the merchant bas purchased in a foreign country and
the goods had fallen in price before the vessel left. Their
invoi,,es have been reduced for duty, and they paid the duty
on the reduced value.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Done voluntaiily by the
Cnstoms Department ?

Mr. BOWELL. It bas been done when the attention of
the department was called to it. We are not such exacters
as you think we are.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think, under the construction
the hon. gentleman is going to place on the Act, it would
be rather difficult or unfair te value the cargo at the high-
est rate. The importations of molasses now come chiefly
from the British Islands and Porto Rico. We used to get
a large quantity from Cuba, but, since we are importing
from Porto Rico and the British Islands, there are various
grades. For instance, there might be fifty puncheons at 20
cents, and more at 18 cents, and more at 24 cents. It
would, therefore, be according to the different values that
the duty should be levied, and it would not be fair to apply
the principle to the whole cargo at the highest rate.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon, gentleman is mistaken. That
does not apply. My argument was on the general principle.
If a merchant went to the West Indies and purchased fifty
puncheons of molasses at 20 cents, and twenty puncheons at
10 cents, and sailed the next day, and the value the next day
ws 20 cents and 10 cents, that is the price which he could
enter them at. The only object of the clause is to define
the duty at the place of exportation. If you had purchased
an article worth 20 cents, and it lay at the wharf for a
month, and the price went up to 25 cents, then you would
have to pay on the 25 cents. If, on the other hand, the
price had declined to 15 cents, the value for duty would be
1 cents. The next two clauses are simply intended to
place money which has been paid in lieu of goods which
may have been seized in precisely the same position as the
gooda themselves would be in case they had been taken
into the possession of the Customs Department. At present,
if goode are seized for the crime of smuggling, they are
held. If, on the contrary, the merchant says, I do not wish
you to take these goods, but I will pay the duty-paid value
of them, the proposition i8 to place that money in precisely
the same position as the gooda would be in case they were
In thie custody of the Outemi.

Mr. POWEL4.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will you sell the money at auc-
tion ?

Mr. BOWELL. No, there is no necessity for that, because
tþere is no difficulty in getting rid of the money. If under
the law goods will not sell for the amount of duty, they
§hould te destroyed, but, as a rule, money is worth its face.
These amendments are simple in their character, and are
only intended to make the Act more workable, and to pre.
vent, as much as possible, friction between the importers
and the exporters. The only really important change which
will affect the rate of duty which the merchant has to pay,
is one to which I called attention at more length than any
others, and that is the repeal of the exception as to Great
Bi itain ard Lreland, in reference to the adding to the value
of an invoice the cost of inland transportation to find the
value of the goods for duty.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Minister of Customs bas
largely drawn our Customs law frcm the Customs law of
the United States, and, in some of the changes he is now
proposing, he is availing himself of the arrangements which
have been made over there in regard to the collection of
the revenue. I would like the Minister to give us bis views
in regard to transhipment a little more fully, and I would ask
him if it is not true that the United States law has been
changed in that regard, and that, while at one time they
added the inland transhipment charges in order to ascertain
the value for duty, they have repealed that, and they are
not added in that country now in any case? If ibat be so,
I would ask the Minister, simply for information from his
knowledge of the workings of this law, what are the advan-
tages to be gained by adding these inland transhipment
charges to the actual value of the goods ? Is it for the mere
purpose of securing greater revenue ? Does hc, or does he
not, conceive that, by the maintenance of these charges,
preference may be given to one market in a foreign country
over another ? Does he think that the United States have
accomplisbed a reform when they abandon in toto the inland
transhipment charges ?

Mr. BOWELL. Have they abandoned them? Does the
hon. gentleman say they have ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I will not speak positively,
but that is my impreo-sion.

Mr. BOWELL. The latest authority I have is that it is
not so.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). My question is proceeding
upon that supposition. I thought I saw a work in the
library which led me to understand that it was so. There
was an enquiry before a sub-committee, in which the
officer at New York was summoned to give testimony, and Ue
stated that it was his individual opinion that those charges
should be re-imposed; so that I took it for granted that the
charges had been abandoned. I ask this question, because,
while it may strike a person not having the means of infor-
mation which the Minister has, that while Ie adding of
those charges might secure more revenue Lir the country,
and might act more favorably to merchants in one port than
in other ports in the same kingdom, that might be out-
weighed by other considerations.

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot speak positively upon the ques-
tion which the hon. gentleman bas asked me, but I will
make enquiry in regard to it. The latest authority I have
on the subject, which I will not quote at lengtb, says,
amongst other things :

" Al such merchandise, being manufactured of wool, or of which
wool shall be a component part, shall, in every such appraisal, be esti-
mated to have been that at the time of exportation, and at the place
whence the sane *as imported into the United -States."

So I draw the conclusion fron this, that the price at the
1mat place of exportation; would b. the valt e for 4uty.
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Whether that has been changed Or rot1, I am not prepared
to say. In regard to the advantages or disadvantages to
which the hon. gentleman referred, I may say, that this
law has been upon the Statute-book for a good many years
before I had anything to do with the Customs, and I have
always understood that the object of making the value of
the gools the value at the place whence they were last ex-
ported, was not so much from a revenue standpoint, but
was, in order to obtain, as nearly as possible, a uniformity
of price upon the same article. The great difficulty
which presented itself in the past, was in reference to
goods purchased in the interior of Russia, in the interior
of Germany, and in many other continental countries,
where the goods are purchased at so low a
price that really they have scarcely any value.
It was deemed advisable, in order to secure uniformity, to
provide that the value for duties should be taken in the
principal markets of the country where the goods are pro-
duced, and at the port of shipment. There is no doubt,
however, that by adding the inland transportation to the
face of the invoice, it increases the value of the article for
duty, and to that extent increases the revenue. I called
attention to that, I think, when I was referring to the
question before. From my experience of this Act I am
satisfied that to change it, or to repeal it, would lead to a
great deal of trouble and a great deat of confusion with
regard to the question of undervaluation. Since my hon.
friend put that question to me, the Commissioner has sent
me a note, in which be says:

"see 2907 of Revised Statutes of the United States, containing provi-
sions for collection of duties on inland transportation. It includes also
charges for packages nputting up iandD repn.n.n the oods for trans art-

same haî been imported into (anada, the sost of inland tranaportation,
abipment and transhipmnSt. with aIl the expenses included, trom the
place of growth and production."

Ani so on.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). How would the bon. gentleman

interpret that himself?

Mr. BOWELL. If you have a case in dispute, send it
over to me and I will give you an answer.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec) I would be glal Io
have an explanation from the hon. Micister concprning a
case that is happening every day. I would lhke to know
how this clause is going to work in the following case.
We have in Quebec importer@ of furs ; they purchase large
quantities of furs in Nijni Novgorod, and Leipsir, and
many other places in Europe. These furs are cari îed inland
to a port in France, generally to Havre, to be imported to
Quebe. Vill the duty be chargod on the whole cost of
transportation inland, say, from Nijni Novgorod, or
Leipsic, to Havre, in France, or to Liver pool-would the
cost of transportation be added to the cost of purchase ?-
because the whole cost of inland transportation fron any
place in Russia where these furs are purchased, to the port
of shipment, is very considerable. It would make the im-
portation of these articles almost impossible. The purchase
price is very low, but the cost of inland transportntion to
Havre or Liverp>ol is very high. I would like to know if,
in that case, the cost of inland transportation is to be aJded
under this new provision ?

Mr. BOWELL. Tbe cost of inland transportation that
was paid in Russia to 'h , port of shipnent from Rusia-

, eisD lip uu p au iFbig u gu d rgamp -6
ation, with many other particulars."

I should judge from this that ail the inland charges are abîpmeut from Iussiu.
added to the value of the goods for duty. Mr. BOWELL. How do they geV ont? Iow do they

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). 1 am still under the im.-geV to England?
pression-and I speak subject to correction, as the Minister Mr. LANGELLER (Quebeel. They are oarried by
does not know-that while that law prevailed with refer. rail to Havre or to Liverpool. The distance is immense, as
ence to adding the inland charges, for many years, three or the hon, gentleman knows, and hs coat wonld b. a very
four years ago a change was made. However, that eau be serious item, because these people do a very large trade
ascertained, but when the Bill is introduced I will try to be with Russia and Germany in these fui-. I know, as a
in a position to know more positively. matter of fact, that they are carried by land to Havre or

Mr, BOWELL. I will look itup. Liverpool ad thence shippdVo Quebec.
Mfr. BOWELL. The value for duty would b. that atthe

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I understand the position taken principal market of the country in wbich they are pur.
by the Minister of Customs with respect to the value of chased. That is the law now, and 1 do noV propose te
goods at the time of shipment, but I would like the Min- change it. If they are bought at Leipsic, that would be the
ister to say how ho would construe the expense of placing place frem which they woutd be lasV ahippei for Liverpool,
the goods on board the vessel at the port of shipment. For and the prie at Leipsie wonld be the priee for duty. If
instance, take a cargo of molasses of which the loading may they were purchased in St. Petersburg and then sbippod Vo
cost 50 cents or $1 a puncheon. There is an ad valorem duty France Or England for Canada, the prie at St. Petoréburg
on the barrel; would the hon. gentleman hold that to apply would be the value for Vhe duty.
to the expense of placing it on board the vessel ? Mr. LANGELIER (Qeec). But i cannot se.

Mr. BOWELL. J do not propose to make any change how Vhs resolution eau be eonstrued in that way. The
in the law as it stands at present, with reference to any resolution says that in evry case the value, which includes
country. I only define the time of exportation, and what- the charges for transportation and shipment, shah b. the
ever would apply to an article as the law stands now with value for duty. The charge for transportation would
reference to the charges, whatever they may be, will con- certainly include he prie of transportation from Leipsie,
tinue in the future; there is no addition or diminution. for instance, Vo Havre, because thora is no ransipment.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Yes; but the hon. gentleman Those goods ore directly from Nijni Novgorod or
says that he defines the value of the goods to ho the value beipsic, whieh are the great fur markets of Europe, to
at the time of shipment at the place where the vessel lies, Ravie for transhipment, se that the port Of shipmenV is
plus the inland expenses of bringing them to the port for generally Havre or LiverpooL
shipment. I merely desire to know whether he would Mr. BOWELL. DeesnoV the hon. gentleman see that
consider that the expense of placing them on board the the goods are noV purchased at Havre, and the law strictly
veasel sbould also be included in their value? provides, and very pointedly, tht iV must b. tii prircipal

Mr. BOWELL. Whatever is included in these words, market of the ontrY in which the goods are purchmed.
section If the hon. gentleman went o Paris, or Vo Havre, and pur-

61, wthou the xcepion:chased his furs, then the pi-be heopC d thora would b. the
"In determining the dutiable value of goods, there shall be added to value for duty. That ie Vii.lawa J do not propose Vo

the cost, or the actual wholesale price or fair market value at the time
Of ezportationjin Vhe principal market& of therAounN E u)rom.whenTehrisnpchangeoitr
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Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). What would this
clause mean? I want to know what is going to be the
effect of the proposed law on the case I mentioned.

Mr. BOWELL. I thought I had explained half a dozen
times that there is no proposal to change the law in that
respect. The only change I have suggested is to strike
out the exemption in the 61st clause, which applies to Great
Britain and Ireland, and then the law stands precisely as it
stood before.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think my hon. friend's propo-
Sition was this: Where would the value be taken ? The
idea of the Minister of Oustoms is that you take the goods
at their original cost, plus the expenses of bringing them to
the port of shipment, be it at Havre or at Liverpool.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes. I understand the point of the
hon. member for Quebec (Mr. Langelier). The difficulty
has arisen from the wording of the Act, because it says,
" to the vessel." Take for instance, a car load of coal, or a
car lead of iron from Pittsburg to Toronto, There is no
transhipment, and in such cases there is nothing in the
law enabling the department to add the inland transporta-
tion from Pittsburg to the bridge where it crosses. But if
the car had gone to Buffalo, and it had been placed on
a vessel, then the law provides for the case. I sup-
pose it will apply to a certain extent to the case put by the
hon. menmber for Quebec (Mr. Langelier).

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I might, perhaps, now bring
to the attention of the Minister of Customs a question in
order that ho may examine more closely into it, as he says
he will do in regard to the whole subject; and I do so not
in auy captions spirit, but in order to obtain information.
I may say that, although we have a large library, it appears
there is only one copy of the Revised btatutes of the United
States, and it is difficult to get information. I now desire
to refer to an enquiry made by a sub-committee of the Com-
mittee on Finance of tbe United States Senate to conduct
investigations ordered by a certain resolution, the members
of the committee being Senators Allison, Aldrich, Miller,
Beck and McPherson. I notice that they commenced their
examination on February l2th, 1886, in New York, and they
had the collector of that port before them to give testimony.
Touching the fir st subject on the list the collector said :

" We want a change of the principle entirely. I do not feel disposed
to criticise the legisiative body, but I expressed the opinion at the time,
that it was a great mistake when the seven sections of the Act of
March 3rd, 1883, was adopteci, and the beet thing that could be done
now to remedy this evil of undervaination is for ongresa tourepsal that
section and re-enact section 2907 of the Revised Statutes."

I think this is the one given by the Minister of Oustoms as
being in force in the United States. I continue to quote:

"Mr.BOECK. 1suggest that youread those sections.
"Mr. HEDDEN. Very well (reading):
"section 7. That sections 2907 and 2908 of the Revised Statutes of

the United States, and section 14 of the Act intituled : 'An Act te
amend the Customs-revenue laws and to repeal moieties,' approved
June 22nd, 1874, be anud the samne are hereby repealed, aud heretter
none cf te charges imposed by said sections or any otheraprovisions of
existing law shal be estimated in obtaining the value of gooda te be
imp rted, nor shall the value of the usual and necessary sacks, crates,
boxes, or covering of any kind be ebtimated as part ot a value in doter-
mining the amount of dnties for which they are hable; provdded, That
if any packages, sacke, crates, boxes, or cuveriugs et any kind, shal be
uf any material or torm designed te evade duties thereon, or desig ed
for use otherwise than in he 1bondfiuiectransportation et goods 10ethe
United States, the saine shah b. subject te a duty of 100 per centum
advalorem upon the actual value of the same.

"Section 29u7 reads as follows (reading):
'In determining the dutiable value of merchandise, there shall be

added te the cost, or to the actual wholesale priue or general market
value at the time of exportation in the principal markets in the country
from whence the same bas been imported into the United 8tates, tre
cost of transportation, shipment and transhipment, with ail the ex-
penses inciuded, from the place of growth, production or manufacture,
whether by land or water, te the vessel in which bhipment is macle te
the United dLaes ; the value of the sack, box, or covering of any kind in

Mr. .JOWALL.

which such merchandise is contained, commission at the usual rates,
but in no case less than 2j per centnm and brokerage, export duty, and
aIl other actual and usual charges for putting up, repairing, and packing
for transportation or shipment. '

That was section 2907 of the Revised Statutes, which the
Minister said enforced those provisions ; but the Collector
of Customs, New York, testified that subsequently section
7 of an Act passed in 1883 repealed that section, and it ex-
pressly declared in the words I have already read that
section 2907, embodying the provisions we have in our
Statute, was repealed. I was sure 1 had seen a statement
te that effect, and that is why I present these facts now to
the Minister. My question is this: The United States
having adopted for years the provisions which are now on
our Statute book, and baving seen fit to repeal them, I ask
the Minister of Oustoms to carefully consider the question
as to whether it is in the interesîs of the public also to re-
peal these provisions here; as we have followed the United
States very closely in imposing those conditions, we may
follow them in relaxing the provisions.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman forgets that there
is no proposition before the House to change that clause.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No; but yon are going to
make it more stringent.

Mr. BOWELL. This clause has been on the Statute-book
a great many years, long before the present policy was
inauguratecd. Whether it was copied from the statute of
the United States-or they copied ours-I do net know, but
the words are certainly alike. I quite agree with the col-
lector of New York, who made that statement before the
committee. It would be a great mistake and cause endless
confusion and trouble if the clause were repealed in this
country. The only effect so far as the importers are con-
cerned is, that they have to pay a little more duty, while
great confusion would arise if we were to determine the
dutiable value of goods when the inland transportation was
not added, or, in other words, to establish any other basis for
value than that of the value of the goods in the principal
markets of the country.

Mr. MoMILLAN (Huron). I desire to draw the atten-
tion of the Minister of Customs to a practice prevailing in
Montreal when horses for breedinig purposes are brought
into the country. A certificate ef that tact, also a certifi-
cate of value ard an affidavit is made by the individual
when he goes to the Custom bouse, and the first statement
made to him is to go and employ a Castom house broker.
rhis is unjust to importers of stock. The charges made by
these brokers are sometimes exorbitant, 88 to 810 for
getting the papers passed through for two or three horses;
I have also known not so much to be charged. But impor-
ters should not be compelled to make this payment. When
they bring these papers and certificates they are all that
sbould bu asked, but it is an invariable custom of the
Custom house officers to tell the importer to go and engage
a broker. I am not speakingfrom hearsay, but from actual
experience.

Mr. BOWELL The complaint made is not a new one,
I have heard it repeatedly, and instructions have been
given that in no case should the Custom bouse officers
refuse to take an entry from anyone. An officer is net
allowed to make an entry, and he is not allowed to take a
feu for it, for this reason: that if any mistake is made in the
entries, whetber designedly or not, if he made out the papers
he would be held respoasible fbr it, and if the importer
gave wrong information designedly he would at once attri-
bute the error to the Customs officials. flence the Customs
officials are not permitted to make out the papers, ex-
cept in country places where parties perhaps cannot
make them out thenselves. But the officers have no right,
as the hon. gentleman says, to tell anyone thaLhe muet geL
a broker. I my hon. friend went to Montreae, ail he would
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have to do is to demand the papers, for whieh he would pay
for a duplicate copy, I think, five cents. He would have his
pen and ink there, ho could make out his entry without the
aid of a broker, and the officials have no right to ask any
importer to employ a broker.

Mr. McMILLAN (auron). The universal custom in my
part of the country is to charge 50 cents for making out
the papers. I do not so much object to that, but it is bein
ordered to employ a Çustom house broker that I object to.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebeo). I would like to ask if
clause "b " of the resolution will provide for cases which
must have come to the knowledge of the Minister of Cus-
toms, and which have caused a great deal of difficulty ; that
is, the difference in the inanner of appraising goods at Qeobec
and Montreal. I have got several letters on this subject,
and one, amongst others, states that Moroccoskinsaundressel
are to pay 10 per cent. by the tariff, but this same kind of
goode if imported through Quebec pay 15 per cent., and if
they are imported through Montreal 10 per cent. is only
charged. Several complaints about this were made to the
department by the importers in Qiebe, but they got no
satisfaction, and the result was that they found it to their
advantage to import through Montreal, where they had to
pay only 10 per cent. on the very same goods that 15 per
cent. was charged on in Quebec, This is a discrimination
against the importers of Quebec in favor of the importers
ol Montreal. It i8 quite posbible that this was due to the
circumstance mentioned by the hon. Minister a few mo-
ments ago, when ho stated that until now the Minister or
his deputy had no revision ever the valuations made by tho
appraisers because they woro under oath. Il this claue is
calculated to put an end to that system of irregular valua-
tion, whereby the same goods are classified in one way in
one port and in a different way in another port, it will be a
great boon to the importers of the particular goods I have
mentioned, as well as to importers of other goods. I
think that this system whereby classification is not uniform
should not be continued any longer.

Resolution reported, and concurred in.

Mr. BOWELL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
117) to further amend the Customs Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) asked, What amount per annum
has the Government paid, or is now paying, to the Interna-
tional Railway Company, or the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, or any other parties, on account of the subsidy e0
$350,000 granted by Parliament for the construction of a
line from the St. Lawrence to Moncton, Vid Mattawamkeag
and Harvey, and Frederioton to Salisbury ? Do they inteind
to pay any portion of this subsidy for line completed to St.
John, while the company fait to carry out the terms of their
agreement by leaving that portion from Mattawamkeag to
Harvey and Salisbury unfinished ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. The answer to the fir8t
part of the question is; " The Government have not paid
anything." As to the second part: "Do they intend to
pay any portion of this subsidy for lino complete'l to St.
John, while the company fail to carry ont the terms of their
agreement by leaving that portion from Mattawamkeag to
Ilarvey and Salisbury unfinished ? " Tue answer is: " Yes,
by an Order in Conncil dated the 3 lst September, 188, the
Government paid $186,000 to tre company for the sections
from Caughnawaga to Sherbrooke and from the end of the
section built by the International Railway, 11 miles long,
which runs to the boundary at Mattawamkeag."

Sir R ICLIR)D CARTWRIIGr[IT. That is S1S6,000 par
annum ?

Sir JoilN A, MAODONLD. Yeq.

NORTI-WESr MOUNTE D POLICE-PENSIONS.

House rosolve i itself itnto Comnittee oi rolut on (p. 4 69 )
providing for pensions to certain members of the North.
West Mounted Police Forceo.-(Sir John A. Mfacdonald.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Sir RICHIRD CARTWR[tHIU. The hon.gentionan, f

suppose, will state to the Houie generally what his reasons
are for introducing this measur, which is somewhat of a
new depa:ture and requires careful consideration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL9). The object is to increase
the efficiency of the lounteJ Polico. Tho hon. tmentmber for
South Oxford has been in that country and has ime idea
of the duties throwin upon tho oSiuntel Polico ro, which
is admitted to be as fino a b >dy of men as oni well bu
collected tocther. It has been found that for the first
throe or four years of service, as I have had oucsion to
say before, the men howover quialitiou, physically or other.
wise, to poi f>rm the duties, are r ally not cornplotoly efi.
cient. In case of an insurrection or a riot, they would bu
vory valuable as sodiers ; but the dties cof those men are
those of peto olicors-; they arc employed on the trail,
on patrol, following law breakars oft very kind, and keep-
ing the po co over half a continent; and i t h bnen found
that untile a man has been moved about from place to place
and has pcilbrmed the various dutios which duvolve on the
force, ho is not as efficient as ho ought to be. The couse-
quenco is that as the term of entlistmont is five
years, the best mon, sooing no hope of promo-
tion, leave the service. Some of the mon who are
fit to hold commissions are promoted, but there are
many mon who make tirst-rate constables and non-com.
missioned offlcers who are not fit to hold commissions.
They thon leave the service, and their places are filled by
new mon, who have to learn the country, the nature of the
Indians, how to overtake raiders and horso thioves, and how
to perform all the duties inposed upu themr. T!herefore,
it is thought a wise economy to givo the mtienbors tofthe
force some assistance. The B.l, whiob is btsed in principle
on the Irish Contabulary Act, provides, that a man who
has served not less than tiftocr years, and has been incapaci-
tated from injury to his health, or from bodily infirmity,
shall receive a pension according to the ratio mentioned in
the resolution ; but, ifa mani serves twenty-five year, he
shall have a rigbt to retiro, although fully able and healthy,
on a pension mentionred in this list. It i4 believed, that il
a man who takes up the service in the Mounted Police, has
bufore hi m a certaity, that when ho has served hi twenty-
five years, he will got a pension, the most valuable men
will be retained in tho force. I shall read a statement
which has been furnished me, showing the nîumber of men
now in the foice who, in the event of incapacity of mind or
body, would have a pension in the next eight years. This
staternent was propared last year, and it gives one man in
i888, four iIn 1883, five in 1890, two in 1891, two in 1892,
three in 1893, seven in 189 4, and none in 1895. Thon the
memorandum goes on to state:

"r he present state of thi healthO f the men included in the above
summary justifies the expectation tbat vtry few of them will be incapaci-
tated prior to having completed twenty five yetrs' service. Should all re-
main tor that perio. ie followiig wtil become entitled to lng service
pension between 1S93 aid 11905:-in 1894 one ma; in 1899, four; in 1900,
five; in 1901, two; in 1O, two; in 19O3, three; in 1904, sever; an in
1905, none. Tbe pension of a constable wili vary from i cents per day
for fiiteen years, to 50 cents fur twenty-seveu yeara' service ; the pension
of a srgeant will vary from 30 conta per day for Afteen years' servie to
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66 cents per day for twenty-seven years' service. The pension of a staff-
orgeant will vary from 37J cents per day for flfteen yearu' service to

one dollar per day for twenty-sevon yearas service. The Irish Qonsabu-
lary pensions are calculatea on full pay, which includes a constable's
subsistence. The Mounted Police pensions are calculated on actual
pay exclusive of subaistence, clothing or allowances. Liberal provisionis made in the Irish Constabulary Bill for pensions for men incapacitated
by infirmity of mind or body after five years' service. The Mountel
Police Bill provides only for incapacity, after fifteen years' service:
after fifteen years' service and under twenty, not exceeding one-half
pay; aftr twenty years' service and under twenty-five, not exceeding
two-thirds pay ; after twenty-five years service, and under thirty, not
exceeding three-fourths pay; after thirty years' service and over, full
pay.' ?

I think it will be found to be very wise economy to keep
the fully traincd men in the service, Of course, there are
very few commissions for a thousand men, and if you do
not provide for a system of pensions, you will lose your
experienced men, because where the peace of the country
is involved, where the efficient performance of their duties
by the police officers is required, where enormous tracts of
country have to be travelled over, where offenders against
the law have to be tracked for hundreds of miles, one
trained man is worth five recruits. Therefore, after full
consideration, in the first place by the officers of the force,
and thon by myself as concurring with them, we venture
to submit this provision to the Honse.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I regret very mnch that the
hon. gentleman bas brought this proposition before
the House. I think it is a great misfortune in this
country to extend the principle of pensioning any
portion of the community beyond its present limit. In
fact, I think we ought to retrace our steps and undo a
great deal of what bas been done. The hon. gentleman
bas read a libt of those who are now in the service, who
would be entitled to pensions under this resolution, The
number the bon, gentleman bas given shows the Bill that
ho proposes could not, for many years to come, have any
appreciable effect upon the efficiency of the service. The
number now in the service who would be entitled to the
pension, under the resolution, is very small. The right
hon. gentleman intends that the number shall ho very
much increased, and the community burthened with a very
large tax. I do not think it is in the public intrest that
mon shoald be retained for a very long period in that
service. On the contrary, it would be botter that after five
years those men should leave the force and engage in other
industrial pursuits. There is no doubt that if they are kept
in the service for a long period, they will become unfit for
settling down to ordinary industrial pursuits. Shou;d,
however, they be compelled to leave the force after a
short period, when industrial pursuits will no longer
have lost their attraction, they can be replaced by
younger men ; and in the case of an emergency
we would thon have a species of reserve force
composed of those who had retired from the service,
which we would not have if the ton. gentleman's
scheme could be successful in the way ho indicates. The
hon. gentleman bas bad no difficulty in securing a sufficient
number of recruits. There have always been men ready
to engage in this police service on the terms that now
exist. Why, thon, should we undertake to burden the
public Treasury with a large sum, when such burden is
wholly unnecessary to secure the number required ? What
does the hon. gentleman propose to do with those who
have already retired and have had long service? It is
something like fifteen ycars Pince the force was organised.
Those who have served 14 years and 11 months are not en.
titled to anything, but if they soerved but a week longer than
the fifeen years they would be entitled to pension. If the
hon. gentleman would, instoad, retain a certain percentage
from the salaries of th-se mon, and pay that over to them,
with accumulated interest at 4 or 5 per cent., on their
discharge whether the time they served was long or short,

sir ÂA. MACDQONALD,

that would be a reasonable arrangement. Tho hon. gen-
tleman says that the efficiency of the force will be incréased
by his scheme, that a man who has had many years
experience in the service is worth four or five
mon or more who are new to the business. That
is not the opinion of those who are acquintel with
the police force. The mon do not always improve
according to the length of the period they bave been
engaged in the service. On the contrary, there is deter ora-
tion in some cases, and there would be a manifest interest
on the part of a man to romain in the force when there
might ho a manifest interest on the part of the public that
ho sbould be got rid of. Admitting for a moment that the
proposition of the hon. gentleman would increase the
efficiency of the force, there are other considerations besides
efficiency. There is the consideration of the public interest
at large. If you are unfitting a large number of the com-
munity for industrial pursuits in the latter period of their
lives, you are doing a positive injury to the community,
and you are bound to take that into consideration as well
as the simple question of the groater efficiency of the force. I
say that a man who has served fifteen years, and much
more, a man who bas served twenty-five years in the for ce,
would be utterly unfit for any other pursuit in life af'er-
wards. The hon. gentleman knows that a man who
bas served a great many years in the idle life of a soldier
or policeman becomes, as far as industrial pursuits
are concerned, a poor member of the community. It
is not desirable that young men should romain in this
force for a long period. I deny altogether the statement
that a man who has been ton years in the force is several
times as efficient as a man who bas been only five. If there
is proper organisation and discipline and control on the part
of the officers, if they are straightforward, law-abiding,
energetic mon, the man who bas been but twelve months
in the service underthem bas learned his business and is as
well fitted to engage in it as a man who has been in it for
years. One would suppose that the whole Territories were
overrun by thieves and robbers, which these parties have to
engage in the pursuit of, and that, like ordinary detectives,
they require a very long experience to learn the business
of tracing these people over the whole of the North-West
Territories. I do not admit that. The hon. gentleman bas
given no information to the House to show that a condition
such as that exists, and as the country becomes settled,
there will be less and less chance of the lawless section of
the people congregating in the Territories, and committing
depredations upon industrious and law abiding people. I
do not understand the police force are to any great extent
peiforming functions of that sort. The police force, in a
great portion of the Territories, have very little to do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman says, "Oh."
I think ho wili have a good deal of difficulty in making
plain to this committee that these people have very much
to do. There are periods when there are indications of
lawlessness on the part of the Indian population, when the
police have to be on the alert. There may be occasionally
horses and cattle stealing which requires the active
exertions of the police to reclaim the property and catch
the wrongdoers, but these must be rare cases. The report
of the hon. gentleman does not disclose a very different
state of things in the North-West Territories from what
existe elewbere in this respect, bat however that may be,
I submit we ought not to engage in the business of pen-
sioning a large portion of the community in order that
they may, for a great portion of their lives, be
supported by the industry and hard labor of others.
Who pensions the farmer ? Who pensions the mechanic ?
Who pensions the men who are engaged in daily toil in
ordor te obtain a daily subsistence? If these parties were not
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getting as much or. more than they coull get in other
avocations, they would not be there, or the Government
would have to offer them more pay, and that would be an
indication that higher salaries should be paid. But there is
no difficulty found in getting the number of policemen
who are required at the rate of pay which is offered. This
system is opposed to the genius of democratic govern
ment, and I am opposed to pensioning one portion of the
commnnity at the expense of another portion who are just
as much entitled to the product of their earnings as tbese
men may be who have engaged in the public service. One
would suppose that this is a sort of ant-hill government in
which one portion are the masters and the others are the
slaves. These may be neutral ants for whom the others
have to labor. The hon. gentleman may bring bis friends
in here, and may cram the Government offices to repletion,
and may pension them by giving them Indian timber and In-
dian lands, but, when ho begins to pension them from the
publiicTreasury, Ithink the louse and the country willbe dis-
posed to resist such a proposition. I trust the hon. gentle-
man will not force the fouse to divide upon his proposed
measure, but will be content to withdraw the proposition,
When the police force cannot be adequately kept up for the
salaries which have hitherto been paid to its members, he
will be able to satisfy the House that they are entitled to
something more. If ho thinks they are entitled to a
retiring allowance, ho should provide for that by keepi ng
back a part of their salary, and thon, when they retire,
whether it be at the end of five or ten or fifteen years, let
that amouit be paid over to them. If they have not the
necessary prudence or the necessary economy to provide
for themselves, that might be a proper provision, but i
cannot agree to the proposition that the Govern ment should
be able to dismiss a man at the end of fourteen years and
eleven months without anything, while a man who was dis-
missed at the end of fifteen years would receive a pension for
lif e. At all events, the whole pension system, whether long or
short, is grossly unfair to the great mass of the people of
this country.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Before discussing this measure, I
would call the attention of the House to the system of pen.
sions which we now have. We bave a system by which we
superantuate a number of our civil servants. It bas been
fiequently pointed ont that the salaries which are paid to
Civil Service officers are equal, or in excess of those which
are paid to people of equal ability throughont the country
occupying other positions. As to the Uounted Police, I
think we should look forward to the reduction in numbers
of that service as soon as possible. It is evident that the
increase was made in consequence of the trouble in the
.North-West, and now we should be hopeful that we will be
able to reduce that number in a very short time. In that
case, you will be able to dispense easily with the services of
the men who are not efficient, but, if you inaugurate the
pension system in connection with that service, you will
have to make the country pay for those who leave the ser-
vice. There are now about 1,000 men employed in that
service, and the wages paid are about equal to those paid to
men who would be able to fill any ordinary position, such
as that of a laborer, a mechanic or an artisan. These men
receive pay fully equal to that which is received by inen oc-
cupying similar positions, except in the cases which require
extra education. These men are receiving, on the average,
$300 a year, and I understand that they are provided with
their clothing and their food. All they do is to diseharge
the duties of monnted police. I find that such things as
carrying their supplies from the railway to the stations are
not performed by them, but are paid for separately, an i I
think it is unwise to increase our pension system, for this
reason, that, the moment you paso this law, the mon who
leave the service and bave not served the full term will
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press for a gratuity sucb as is now granted to the civil
servants. There will be no end to that. A great many of
them have gone into that service with the intention of
eventually taking up land and becoming settlers in the
North-West. W hile they arc going round the country on
their duties, they are inspecting the country and forming
an idea of the best place in which to settle ; and I think the
best way for the Goverument to act is to offer them an
induce ment to become actual settlers rather than to continue
in the service in the hope that they will be pensioned off at
the expense of the couutry. I think we should do away
with the pension system altogether. The country cannot
sfford to continue it, and, instead of the Governnenttaking
a stop in the direction of restricting the amoutit of these
pensions, this is a step in the direction of increasing the
drain upon the country's resources for this purpose. I have
never beard any com p:aints with regard to the Mounted
Police in this matter. They are well taken care of, they are
well fed, well clothed, and well paid for the service they
perlorm, without its being necessary te offer any further
inducement or te give them a retiring allowance when they
leave the service. I do not think it is desirable to counte-
nance this proposal, because we should allow those who are
zealous and active in the discharge of their dcty to under.
stand that they are not the first who will be removed from
the service when the Governmont think it desirable to ra.
dnce the numbor. That time cannot bo far distant. We
have got rid of a great many of our troubles in the North.
West, and we hope that in a short time, as p-ople oet into
the country and settle it, the necessity for the Mounted
Police will grow less year atter year. There is no reason,
whatever, why we should put on the Statute-book an Act to
allow these men to look forward to being pensioned at the
country's experse, instead of retiring from the service and
becoming citizens and depending upon thoir own resources.
We want te educate our people to depend upon themselves,
and not upon the state. 1 think it is unwise to institute a
system of this kind in tho North-West. There is no need
for such a measure. If a man should be injured in the
service, and his case should be looked into by the Govern-
ment, I have no doubt that this House and the people of
this country would agree te giving him proper consideration.
I say, te inagarate a systera whereby every man that is
now in the service may at somo future day look forward to
becoming a charge upon thu resources of this Dominion, is
a wrong course to adopt, and it will tend to lead thcso who
are now in the service to suppose that they may look for-
ward to living at the publie expense, in ease, while at the
same time they aie drawing an annual allowance equal to
that which they could earn in any other position in life. I
say, if you take that force, man hy man, there is not one of
them who could find any othor public position in which ho
could earn more than be is getting now, and perhaps in a
great many cases, not as much. Now, why is it considered
necessary te pension those men ? I say it ie unfair. The
First Mmnister says that the system that he his about to
introduce is modelled after the Irish Constabulary system.
The police in Ireland are paid bat a miserable pittance,
when compared with the pay given to the &Lounted Police
in the North-West. The Irish Constabulary are barely paid,
the pittance is a mere nothing. The result is that when
they have put in twenty fiveyears they are pensioned off, and
allowel a small sum for the balance of their life. But
these mon in the North-West are getting every dollar
they are capable of earning. They go into the
Mounted Police, not because they are so absolutely
devoted to the peace, prosperity and welfare of their coun-
try, or beesuse they are w.ling to sacrifice their lives in
defending the country; but they go into the force beeau-e
they consider that it affords them au opportunity of pos ing
thenselves on the resources of the North.West, and of
eventually becoming settiers, while at the same time they
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are getting a fair allowance for the services they render.
I have not tho slightest doubt that if the First Minister, to-
morrow, will put a notice in an*y well-known paper in this
country that he wants to add 100 men to the Mounted
Police force, ho will have 500 applications.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, no.
Mr. McMULLEN. Why ? Because the pay they "re

petting is a fair remuneration to them, and it is an easy job.
There is very little to do, and a great many men would be
willing to perform the duties they perform for the amount
that is now paid. I hope that the First Minister will seriously
consider before he decides to preo4 this measure upon the
louse, because it is adding to the pension list already

burdensome, and becoming more burdensome every year,
and I believe that the people of this country will resent it
when they get an opportunity.

Mr. MITOHELL. J want to add my testimony in the
same direction as the views that have been stated by my
hon. friend. The right hon. gentleman bas chosen, as he
generally does choose, if he bas got any vervdoubtful thing
in view, to quote from the Imperial Parliament and the
Imperial Aets, what is done in England, and what is done
in the Irish Constabulary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And in Australia.

Mr. MITCHRLL. Yes, Australia too. My hon. friend
is always ready, when he Las anything of a very doubtful
character to propose, which adds to the charges ur-on the
people of this courtrv, to quote Engl'ndi end Fr ish pre-
cedents. Now, Sir, T must say that when somo years ago
the Superannuation Bill was introdueed, no man who sat in
Parliament at that time Lad the slightest idea that the
charge would swell to the proportions that it bas reached,
or that it would become such a burden upon the country as
it bas become. Whv, Sir, n ore ever thought that mon,
such as have been superannuated, wu1ld ever be superan-
nuated and be gettirg twotbirds of'their regular salary, some
of them even more, I believp; and these men, manyol them,
as healthy, yes, much more healthy, than the bon. gentleman
or myself are to-day- just as fit to perform their duties in
the departments bore as they were ton years before
they were superannuaied. If tnis lergth of service, if this
great experience, if the great advantages aorui ng
from their knowledge of the duties of the departments
amount to anything, surely they sbould not have been
superannuated until they were unfit for public service. Let
any man take up the blue-book containing the list of people
superannuated. and he will find that many of these men, in
the cities of Toronto, Montreal, Ottawa and elsewhere,
Lave been superannuated, not because the men were not fit
for their duty, but because it suited the right bon. gentle-
man and the Cabinet to make vacancies, in order that they
might put others in their places. That is the way the
system bas been carried out, and has been made to work
injury to this country; it bas become an enormous charge,
which never ought to have been ifnflicted upon us. I must
say, that I am one of those who do not believe in pensions.
I believe that men who are getting a liberal salary, as
almost every person employed by the Government is now
getting, ought to save, out of their annual receipts, enough
to keep them in their old days, and that the poor people of
this country, should not have this enormous tax imposed
upon them, while, at the same time, it increases what the
poor people of the country have to pay for their food,
for their clothing, and for the articles they require to
use in their various industries, for the purpose of support-
ing a lot of men who, out of the liberal salaries that the
country is giving them, should lay by enough to keep
them in their old age. I believe that this system of pen-
sioning the North-West police is all wrong. My hon.
riendtaks about mon who, whon thev have been ton or
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fifteen years in the service have become more efficient and
we ought to retain them. I believe a man is as efficient in
the police after two years' service, if he bad any brains
at all, as he will be after he has been ton years in the service.
I perfectly agree witb the views expressoed by my hon.
friend from Wellington (Mr. MeMullen), that if an adver-
tisement were put in the papers to-morrow for 100 men for
the Mounted Police in the North-West, you would probably
get applications from 500, and of a class of people who go
to that country with a view of settling there. Therefore,
I think the right bon. gentleman is carrying out a princi.
ple which is wrong, which is unfair, and which is a great
injury to this country. It is taxing the people, in addition
to the numerous taxes which have been imposed upon
tbem by the tariff. The system of pensioring these police-
men is one which ought not to ho adopted, and the hon.
gentleman would do well to nause before he intensifies the
system by giving to the North-West Mounted Police the
remuneration which he proposes to give in the Bill undcr
consideration. I want to express my ardent conviction
that the duty of this H~ouse is to sit upon that measure, to
sit upon any measure that adds to the pension list of this
country, and that we should receive with care any sugges-
tion of the right hon, gentleman, when he points to England
as a precedent, for any measure which will add to the taxa-
tion of the people.

Mr. FLLIS. I approve of the suggestion of the bon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that if the superannua-
tion list is to be extended, it bad better be extended so as
to take in every industrious man who, for fifteon years,
contributes to the wealth of the country. Now, what is the
present position of the superannuation fund ? For every
dollar that is paid into the superannuation fund we pay out
three; there bas been received so far about $800,000, while,
as near as I can recollect, about $2,400,000 have been paid
out, and the disproportion is growing greater every day.
When the Finance Minister made bis budget speech, he
promised that the expenses would not be increased, that he
would be able to make both ends meet at the end of a year
or so, and that at the end of tbree years, there would be no
deficit. Yet hardly has the flouse ceased to echo his words,
when there is another proposition to extend the charges for
superarruation. Now, how is the country gett ng the
money to meet this charge? We are borrowing it, Of
course hon. gentlemen may cover it up by saying that they
are borrowing the money for railways, or some other pur-
pose, but if the monev was not expended in this manner it
would be left in the Treasury of the country; indeed, we
would not have to borrow it at all. I think it is time for
us to put an end to a system that is so entirely foreign to
the genius of this country.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think the hon. gentleman, by
introducing a resolution of this kind, says, in effect, that ho
bas not the confidence in the Mounted Police in the North-
West which he formerly had. If the members have done
good service, as bas been declared in this House, whv pro-
pose a system different from that which at present exists ?
If the statements made are correct, there bas been no diffi.
culty up to the present time in obtaining any number of
Mounted Policemen for service in the North-West, and why,
therefore, is this scheme required ? I do not deny that the
mounted police have performed their duties well, that they
have been efficient during the past, and have discharged
their duties to the satisfaction of the Government. Am I
to understand that in the opinion of the First Minister the
force has not been competent and efficient, aind is it on that
account that inducements must be held out to members to
romain in the force for a long time and thus become com-
petent ? I do not think such is the case; but the announce-
ment of the First Minister bas been made for the first time
that the system, which has herçtofore prevailed in the
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management of the police bas not been a system satis.
factory to the Government and to the country. Will the
hon. gentleman state whether such is the fact, and if that
is one of the reasons for introducing the present resolution ?
I think it is not, and that the object is a very different one.
It will give the hon. gentleman an opportunity to expend
more money and to impose more burdens on an already
overburdened people. The hon. gentleman's proposition is
that the men should remain la the service a number of
years and thereby become more efficient. Do they require
to be taught for twenty or twenty-five years before they
understand the different trails, and be able to follow them ? Is
that a reasonable proposition for the hon. gentleman to sub.
mitto this Flouse as areason for bringing this measure down ?
We know that with advanced age aid with the exposure
such as they are stated to be obliged to endure, the mon
belonging to the force become less efficient and competent,
for we know that exposuro induces various kinds of
disease. Again, I should like to know if the introduction
of a pension system in the police force is merely a fore.
runner of a pension system for the whole of the militia
force of Canada; it is the thin end of the wedgo which in a
short time will result in pensions being granted to varions
officers from one end of the Dominion to the otbor.
I verily believe that if the right hon. gentleman remaincd
in his present position very long he would sec the neccssity
of holding out stronger inducements in the future, and ho
would ho granting pensions al[ through the Daminion in
order to retain power, because I do not believe it is necos-
sary to introduce a system to ensure the efficiency of the
North-West Mounted Police. Under these circumstances
the hon. gentleman should hesitate, especially when thero
has been no request, except, perhaps, fromu parties inter-
ested, for this legislation, before ho imposed heavy burdens
upon the Dominion for the sake of a class who are already
well paid and amply compensated for the services per-
formed, and when there is no difficulty whatever in securing
as many men for the positions as are required. It is un-
reasonable that the hon, gentleman should make a proposal
of this kind, and it ils certainly not because ho bas been un-
able to get good men.

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

After Recess.

Sir JOHN A. MACDO NALD. Will my hon. friend from
Elgin (Mr. Wilson) allow me to make a suggestion? I
know that ho wants to get home as soon as ho can, and as
several of my hon. friends on the other side have called the
attention of the committee to what they call the imperfec-
tions of this proposition, if the hon. gentleman will allow
the resolution to pass, so that the Bill can be introduced, I
promise him that we will have a full discussion on the
second reading. Otherwise, we will have a discussion now,
and a discussion on the second reading as well. If the hon'
gentleman bas no objection to this, it will expedite business
and give every gentleman an opportunity of expressing his
opinions on the Bill itself.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I have but a few remarks to
make with reference to the resolution before the Chair, and
perhap, it would be the botter plan for me to make them
now. 1 was trying to induce, if possible, the Minister to
understand that this Bill was not really required la the in-
terest of the services of the North-West, and that, judging
from the manner in which the police service bas been per-
formed during the number of years we have had mounted
police in the North-West, the Bill was uncalled for. I do
not think that any representations have been made-except
by parties interested-from the North-West as a whole, that
the Mounted Police service is in any way deficient, or that
members of the force should be pensioned. If you observe
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the progress of the increased expenditure which has taken
place in the North Wemt for a number of years, I think you
will agree with me that it is higbly inexpedient that we
should take any action to put an additional increase on the
ordinary expenditure, which bas been growing rapidly for a
numborof years. I would call the attentin of the First
Minister to the Public Accounts, in which ho will see the
rapidityof the increase in the expensesof this force from the
first year it was established up to the present time. I do not
think it is in the public interest that we should put any addi-
tional burdens on the country in connection with this force.
The expense of that force for the year 1873-74, the year of its
inauguration,was 8199,599.1 LIn 1874-75 the expenditurehad
increased to 8333,583.90. In 1875-76 it inereased to 8369,4
,'19.39, and in 1876-77 we find the expenses had somewhat
diminished. I think that, perhaps, the present Government
wasnot in powerat that time, orcertainlywe would not have
tound a decrease in any expenditure, as they are not
troub!ed with ary sins of that kind. However it may be,
we find that in the year 1876-77 the expense had decreased
to $352,7 19.05. In 1877-78 it still had diminished, showing
that economicul individuals were at the head of th Govern-
mcnt and that they tried to curtail expensos thre as much
as possible, for we find that in that year the oKpenditure
was $334,748.50. lu 1878-79 the expenditure was 8331,823;
in 1879 80, it was $332,855.12; in 880-81, it was $389,4S5 33;
in 18>1.82, it was $368,456 47; in 1882-83, it was 8477,825.45;
in 1883-84, it was S8I5,983 26; and in 185-86, the expondi-
ture was 8564,249.64. The year 1885-86 was an ex.
ceptional year, on accourit of tho nismanagement on the
part of the Government of the affair of the North-West,
and by reason of the negleoct they displayed towards tho
people of the North-West, in allowing ail manner of abuses
to take place there and in refusing to pay any at-
tention whatever to the representations made to them
of wrongdoing on their part towards the people of the
North-West. The result was, that in this year, an unfor-
tunate rebellion took place, and I do not hold the Govern-
ment responsible for the increase, any more than that it waa
brought about by their acts; but during that year, the ex-
pense of the North-West Mounted Police Force, amounted
to the enormous sum of $1,029,369.20, and in 1886-87, the
following year, we find that the expenditure was$781,664.42,
and in 1887-88, the last finanaial year for which we have
returns, we find that the expenditure was $862,965.06. I
would say, in all justice, that this expenditure on the force
is ample and sufficient, without the First Minister coming
down and asking us to vote an additional sum for pensions.
We are liberally paying our mounted policemen, and it is
unreasonable, unfair and unjust, to the rest of the Dominion,
that we should b called upon to pension them as well. I
repeat what has been stated before, that our Mounted Police
Force is very different from the police force in Ireland.
The Irish policemen serve for a more pittance, » hereas, in
the North-West, we pay our mcn liberally. I say, that if
the Government pursues this course, and holds out to the
members of the North-Weat Mounted Police the pensioning
system, that the men will not be inclined to leave the
service, for the purpose of engaging in other pursuits,
but that they wili continue on for the sake of getting
their pension. I would advise the First Minister, and I think
it would he wiser for him to withdraw his rosolution and
not to introduce this Bill, particularly as it is so late in the
Session. I think that the right hon. gentleman should try
if ho cannot retrench a little in the expenditure for the
North-West Mounted Police, and set a sum aside to com-
pensate such special cases as ho may find absolutely noces-
sary to pension. I hope the First Minister will take my
advice, although I did not take his, and withdraw his re-
solution and not introduce this Bill.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). As I am entirely oppoSed
to the principle of superannuation I intended to speak on
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this Bill, but as the hon. the First Minister wished us to
allow this resolution to pass, and stated that ho would give
us an opportunity of discussing the matter when the Bill
came before the flouse, I will, in deforence to bis request,
postpone my remarks. I suppose the First Minister will
give us an opportunity of discussing the whole system of
superannuation on a future occasion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. Of course if this
resolution be adopted, I can thon introduce a Bill, which
must get its first, second and third readings, besides being
considered in the Committee of the Whole, so that the
House wili have half a dozen opportunities of discussing
the Bill.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). But my hon. friend is apprehen.
sive that this Bill may be postponed till the lastdays of
the Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will undertake to bring
it up early enough to give every hon. gentleman an oppor-
tunity of discussing the whole q2estion of superannuation,
which can be brought up in Supply, as well as on other oc-
casions; but there is no objection to bringing it up on this
Bill.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I may say that there is a very
geneial desire to aiecuts this question tboroughly. There
is such a feeling of dissatifaction w ith the present system
of affairs, on this side of the Bouse at least, that we are
anxious to bave the whole matter gone into, and ii we yield
to the suggestion of the hon. gentleman to-night, we ex-
pect to have an opportunity to do so at an early day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly, I will under.
take that.

Mr. McMULLEN. In my opinion the Opposition have
not sufBloently discbharged thoir duties in regard to important
questions in the last two Parliaments. I sympathise with
the hou. First Minister; ho is always very courteous to the
House, and when ho makes a request, I feel like granting
it; but, in my opinion, the Opposition have not been dis-
charging their duty in failing to discuss thoroughly Bills of
an objectionable character which have been brought before
the flouse. I have noticed in the last two dessions, when
many members wanted to getaway, Bills which were eaceed-
ingly objectionable in their character have been allowed to
slip through without that criticism which they ought to have
had. For my part I am not going to share the responsibility
if that course is going to ho adopted in funure. I can wel
remember that last year things were iushed through con.
currence like sheaves going through a threshing machine.
et bas been a more farce. and 4, for one, am not going to be
losponsible for it in future.

Resolution reported, and concurred in,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to introduce

Bill (No. 11s) to authorise the granting of pensions to
members of the North-West Mounted Police force.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MONTREAL HARBOR COMMISSION.

Mr. TUPPER moved second reading of Bill (No. 103)
further to amend the Act, 36 Vie., chap. 61, respecting
the Trinity House and Harbor Commissioners of Montreal.
Re said : The object of the BAt is to repeal section 19 of the
Act. The barbor of Montreal, long ago, was charged with
the responsibility and duty of placng and maintaining
buoys and beacons, not only in the har bor, but in what was
defined to be the port of Montreal, including a very large
portion of the River St Lawrence running from Montreal
close to the city of Quebec; and Parliament, by subsequent
legisiation, eiabied the commissioners to levy certain duos

Mr. MAODONALD (Huron).

upon shipping in order to obtain a fund for the maintenance
and placing of these buoys. Since thon, changes have
occurred. In connection with the deepening of the chan-
nel, Parliament assumed the debt which fell upon the
harbor of Montreal, and in the Act passed last Session, the
clause enabling the commissioners to raise a revenue for all
these purposes was repealed, so that, to-day, the taxes
which the commissioners may impose to meet the different
duties which devolve upon them are confined to wharfage
dues and rates, and taxes on shipping for other purposes
have since been removed. For some years anterior to
this, Parliament made a grant of $7,000 a year to enable
the commissioners to carry out this responsibility. The
position of the commissioners was, in this respect, anomal.
ous, because no other port in Canada is chargeable with
the maintenance of these buoys and beacons, the Act re-
lating to the Department of Marine and Fimheries imposing
that duty upon the country at large, and an appropriation
being made every year to meet the expense. The objeot
of the present Bill is to remove the obligation remain-
ing on the port of Montreal to maintain that service,
outside the harbor of Montreal, which is some two miles
in length, in the River St. Lawrence,and which comes within
the definition of the port of Montreal. The Bill bas no fur.
ther object, and the clause to which I ask the consent of
Parliament is to repeal that obligatory section of the Act
relating to Trinity flouse and Harbor Commissioners of
Montreal, so that instead of the clause reading that the
Board of Harbor Commissioners shall maintain that service,
it will read that "the buoys and beacons within the port of
Montreal may, by order of the Governor in Council, be
placed and maintained by the said corporation." If the
(i-vernment could make a contract with the harbor com-
missioners of Montreal, as they make them with other
people, for the performance of that service, the harbor
commissioners would still have the power to make that
contract, but the effect of this Bill woult be to relieve them
from the obligation of maintaining that service.

Mr. MITCHELL. What about the second section ?
Mr. TUPPER. The second section follows, as a matter

of course, the main section. It is that the buoys and boa-
cons within the port of Montreal, and the plant used in
connection therewith by the harbor commissioners, shall
hereafter belong to the Government of Canada There are
some 500 buoys and considerable plant and material, and it
follows that if the commissioners are relieved from the
duty of maintaining the buoys and beacons, that property
and plant shall become the property and plant of the Gov.
ernment, just as in the Act of last Session, when relieving
them lrom the obligations in connection with the deepen-
ing of the channel, a clause of this kind was inserted trans-
ferring all the dredging plant to the Government of
Canada. This Bill will leave us free either to make a con-
tract with the harbor commissioners to carry on the
service with this plant, or, in the event of our being able to
make a botter contract with other parties, we wili be able
to do so according to the practice of the department. The
principle of the Bill has been virtually sanctioned by the
course of Parliament in the last few years in appropriating
the sum of $7,000 to meet this expense, and which has been
handed over to the harbor commissioners in a lump sum
to carry on this service.

Mr. MITCH E LL. It appears to me this is a very inoffen-
sive kind of Bill, and the explanation of the hon. Minister
seems to be a reasonablo one. The Goverument have agreed
to relieve the port of Montreal from the burden of maint*in-
ing and placing these buoys and beacons, which hitherto
devolved upon them, and for which they were allowed a
sum of money by this Government. This seems reasonable
and fair ; and when I asked information about the second
smecion of the Bill the hon, gentleman sid the object waS
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that the Government should take over the plant and pro- understand under whnt circumstmnea any Bill ean b.
perty for maintaining this service. This possibly follows, introduced hereafter with a view to its consideration during
as a matter of course. the sane Session. The Bill was not only announced in the

Mr. JONES (Halifax). When the harbor resolutions were Speech from the Throne, but it was introdnced on the first
before the House, it was explained that the harbor com- available day. It bas stood on the paper for six weeks, and
missioners paid a certain amount, 87,0001 [think, and the [think plenty of time has been given for its consideration.
Government an equal amount, for the maintenance of these [ have taken pains to distribute it through the country, and
buoys and beacons. By relieving the commissioners from [cannot see any reason for postponing it.
this duty, the Govern ment are assuming a larger amount Mr. MITCHELUL. I agree with the views which havethan they have been in the habit of paying. It was under- been expressed on this side of the House, that this Billstood that the harbor commissioners had undeitaken this should be allowed to stand over, in order to allow theduty at the expense of the port of Montreal, and I do not country to consider it. The Kinister of Justtce has amended
see upon what principle the Government are going to re- the Bill very considerably since its introduction, and he baslieve them 0now. is ,ed copies in galley form, and very few members, I

Mr. TUPPER Tbe hon. gentleman must speak from think, have their copies to refer to. I have not been able to
recollection, for I do not think that that was ever contended get extra copies. Binkers, and brokert, and notaries have
by the barbor commissioners of Montreal, nor was it put applied to me for copies, but I had only my own, and one
forward, in any representation they made, that they would which was given me by a friend. Now, we are asked to go
assume this obligation in consideration of the Government into Committe on this Bill, without having copies of the
assuming the debt of deepening the channel. The tax was actual Bill which the hon. gentleman proposes. This is
taken away out of which they formerly maintained that practically, as my bon. friend has said, a commercial code
service, for this country, and I do not think we should deal in a

Bill read the second time, considered in Committee, and hasty or summary manner with a Bill of this nature,
reported. voluminous in its character, and very important in the way

in which it affects commercial and trade relations. If the
BILLS0F' EOHANG ÂND ROM ISOJYNOTE . n gentlemen desire to get tbrougb before Baster, I LhiukBILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROMISSORY NOTES.theyhould consider the prriety of allowing t Bilt

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved that the House resolve b. printed, and to go into the bauds cf members, and Le go
itself into Committee on Bill (No. 5) relating to bills of te the varions commercial institutions cf Lhe country. I
exchange, cheques and promissory notes.do not say this from any desire Le oppoe Lbh reconstruc.

tien of the. law iD regard te this matter, but iL 15 Dot a aafe
Mr. JONES (Halifax). The First Minister has expressed pi inciple that, because it à an exact transcript of the Eng.

a desire that the House should get through the business lisb Iaw on the subjeet, as;Lte hon, gentleman ays, that we
before Easter. This Bill, which I have no doubt is a very sheuld accept it. There are many tbings wbich take place
proper one, is not one which there seems to be much im- in England, in the way cf legislation, whicb are not at &Il
mediate necessity for, and it will undoubted.y take a very itted to a new country, sucb as Canada is, and tus Bih
considerable time in passing through committee. I would should net b. rusbed tbrough the flouse. I uderstand
suggest to the Minister of Justice whether it would not be that we have very tittle more than 18 werking days before
advisable to allow it to stand over to another Session, and aster, witb a massof legislation before us, with the Esti.
take it up at an early part of that Session. mates, nine-tenths cf wbicbave yet te bc passed, with the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think, notwithstanding Suppl.mentary Estimates, and the railway legisîstion wbich
this Bill is on the paper, we eau get through by Easter. If tbfe us..Blde et see hew w. cSTI ge atrugb f
we put it off tilt next Session, we may not be ab o to get take
through before Baster of next year, as there may b. a greAt
deal of important business. Mr. EDGAR. I entirely agree witb Lb. general objecte of

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the suggestion of my tus Bill, and) I think, if it becomes Iaw, it will greatiyfacili.
hon. friend from Halifax (Mra Jones) is a very good one. tate commercial transactions and, aloc, tbe work cf'Lb. legal
This is a very important Bill, because it is practically con- profession; but tus is largely a codification cf the. aw, sud
solidating the law in respect to promissory notes. After the flouse will recolleot that, vien weonsoiidateI the
locking over a portion of the Bill-and I have not had time Statutes, and wheu we bave any important commercial pieo.
to study it throughout-I notice that, in many respects, itov
would vary the law very materially, and I think that mostinupeandComt t aivseo atteintetii.
gentlemen on this side of the House who are interested in Now, the. Mnister cf JusLice wil b. the firat, I think, te
subjects of this sort would like to have an opportunity, at admit that the CommiUee of tb. Wbole Of this Bons.6le
their leisure, between this and the next Session, of comparing
this Bill carefully with the law as it stands and with the t exactly Lb. place te give calinsud careful consideration
various judicial decisions. te the complex detaits o! a commercial B1l11 ike tus. Lt

bas net beeu referred te any Co)mmittee, met even the. ocr.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The House hs had the mitte. on Bankiug snd Conmet'ee, altiough1tLink tut

Bill before it for more than a month. would b. mnch toc large te deat with IL prcperly. The
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But the House has been busy. mensure itseif May satisfy tue Minister cf Judtice, IL May
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not more than in other satisfy the very few members cf tus Bouse vho have mot

Sessions. bad an opportnity te study iL, but most cf the commercial
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is true, but this Bill requires aud legal gentlemen cf tus Bouse vho eau study the. qnetien witl b. utterly unable te, do iL in the Oommittee of the.

a great deai of attention because, it is really an attempt at Whote. The confusion incident to sucb work we al onder-
a code. stand, sud I do press upon tbe Geverumeut, spart from tb.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think this will be found toquestion cf the fitenewsof the Ssiw, teouader viether
be the simplest Bill on the paper, because it is almost aniL would not be far botter Le have tus meare refer.d te
exact transcript of the English Act and our own law. If aCmmittee, either tus Session, or, if It in toD late, te a
tterh h c ieaey objection to going on with ttsoiyfhIhdohhot Committeh.
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Mr. WELDON (St. John.) This Bill being of a nature of

a codification, is one which requires very careful examina-
tion in Committee. The hon. Minister of Justice well knows
that a codification, when you introduce strict etatutory
provisions, requires to be dor e very carefully, and I think
it would be weil to refer it to a sub-Com mittee, as suggested
by the hon. member for Ontario (Mr. Edgar). Indeed I do
not tbink the country would suffer very much if the Bill
was allowed to romain over until next Sesson. In the mean-
time the members would have an opportunity of exchang-
ing views with the bankers and other persons interested.
No doubt one great and very proper object of this Bill is to
render the law uniform throughout the Dominion, but while
I would like to see that done, I think the necessity is not
so groat but that the Bill might be left over until another
Session. I think that is tbe general feeling on both sides
of the louse, because if we go into this Bill now, every
section would have to be carefully scanned in order that the
law might be put in such a shape that it would create no
difficulty, and no great change in the present system. I
also agree with the remarks of the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) that in following the
English statute we have to be very careful, because the
condition of affairs in England is so different from ours
that frequently in following too slavishly English legisla-
tion, we are apt to pass laws which we find very difficult of
application.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I wish to remark that there bas been
plaoed in my hande a reprint of Bill No. 5, which was
placed in the hands of the House sonie three or four weeks
ago. I understand that a number of changes have been
made in the reprint; and I also understand that it has been
placed in the hands of the legal representatives in the
Bouse, while non-professional men, like myself, have not
been favored with a copy. Now, if the important matters
dealt with by this Bill are to be attended to only by the legal
representatives in this Chamber, and that men from the
rural districts, non-professional men, are not supposed to
be worthy of receiving a copy of the Bill, I want to know
it. I claim as a representative of a constituency that I
have a right to be placed in possession of a copy of this
Bill, as well as any other man in this House. I know there
are other members who sit around me who have not
received a copy. Now, I claim it is nothing but right,
before you leave the Chair, and before this tionse goes into
Committee on this Bill, that every member should have a
copy of it. Changes have been made since it was firet
printed, and it is unfair that only professional men should

ave an opportunity of examining these changes. I
applied to the distributing department for one of these
reprints, and was told there were none to be had. My
esteemed friend who site beside me bas obtained a copy by
sending over to the Minister of Justice and requesting one.
I suppose if anyone else wants to get a copy, he will have
to send his compliments in a polite manner to the Minister
of Justice in order to get it. This is an exceedingly im-
portant Bill, and it is one of a clas that affects everyone in
the country. The poor man who does an ordinary business
of $50 or 8100 a year, is just as much interested in the
provisions of this Bill as another man who does his busi-
ness by millions. I have no doubt that legal men are per-
haps able to deal more satifactorily with the peculiar clauses
of this Bill than ordinary men; but sometimes other men
that are not even possessei of a legal mind, may make sug-
gestions with regard to the provisions of the Bill, that are
perhaps even more valuable than the suggestions of a
lwyer-

Mr. PATERSON (Biant). There is no blame attaching
to the Minister for not introducing hie Bill at a suffieiently
early date. He did that, and it has been in the hands of
members. The Minister says that he bas received many

Mr6 EDGAR.

suggestions in response to copies sent out, and that in
deference to the opinions expressed, ho bas considerably
altered the Bill ; that fact shows that the Bill when first
introduced was not entirely satisfactory. Now, it is not
from a sense of burt dignity that I speak, but although I

am somewhat interested in this Bill as a commercial man,
I bave not seon any of the proposed changes at al. I agree
with my hon. friend who spoke last that wbile in a great
many matters legal gentlemen in this House are botter fitted
to deal with tbem than non-professional mon, still, I am
proud that my hon. friend bas paid me the compliment of
supposing that while it is necessary for legal gentlemen to
have an <pportunity of studying the amend ments before.
hand, ho thinks a commercial man may take them up on
the spur of a moment. From all that I can hear there bas
been no particular demand for this Bill, and it does seem to
me that a Bill so important as this, and in which the
Minister bas discovered by enquiries that several amend-
ments must be made, and seeing that no interest is suffer-
ing, perbaps it would be dvisable to take the suggestion
that was made, and let the representatives of the peoi le go
to their homes and, during the course of the year, ascertain
the opinion of their constituents upon the measure. The
boards of trade and bankers will consult in regard to it,
and we shall be able to obtain a more perfect Bill. I do
not desire to say more, nor do I desire to push objections
from this side of the House in regaid to it, but I hope the
afinister will see that the suggestions offered are reasonable
and perhaps in the publie interest.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). As a matter of order, we bave
not this Bill before us at all ; we cannot have it before us
.except informally. The Minister of Justice introduced
another Bill, and that is the one under consideration. The
hon. gentleman may have put this before us merely to show
what changes he proposes, but this Bill could not be before
us formally. He would have to begin again if ho desircd
to put this Bill before the House.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am sure no one would be
more indisposed than I would be to force a Bill on the
attention of the House if the House were not ready for it.
If it was suggested that there was a strong feeling in the
country against the princi ple of the Bill, agairst the policy
of consolidating the laws respecting bills of exchange, [
would not desire to press it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is not so.
Sir JOIIN-THOMPSONi If any one were able to say that

this subject being committed to us by the British North
America Act, twenty-one years afterwards was too early a
period to legislate upon it, I would hesitate about pressing
the Bill upon the attention of the House. Or if any one
could suggest an earlier period of the Session at which it
coatd possibly have been laid before the House, [ might
think something had occurred to delay the Bill this year;
but I have listened to the suggestions of the hon. gentlemen
opposite as regards the reasons for lettir g it stand until
next year, and I fail to see in what Sessiop of this Parlia-
ment such a Bill can ever be considered if not now. But lenst
of ail did I expect to ho reproached because, having intended
to propose certain amendments in Oommittee of the Whole,
as we always do in reference to a Bill of any importance,
especially a Bill of any length, I committed the indiscretion
of announcing pretty generally to the House the na-
ture of the amendments which I intended to subm t. I
have enjoyed the advantage of conferring with different
gentlemen occupying seats in this House, who take an in-
terest in this subject, who are more or less entrusted with
or at al events are acquainted with the interests of
bankers and merchant in so far as they might be
affected by this Bill, and to those gentlemen I thought it
only proper and fair to give an intimation of the kind of
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amendments I had to propose in Committee of the Whole.
That would not have stood in my way if the louse had gone
into Committee, and I had moved these amendments without
notice in manuscript, and had the Bill afterwards reprinted
As regards the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
MoMullen), I have only to remind him of what he probably
knows alroady, that this Bill was read a second time and
was laid on bis desk five weeks ago. It was read a
second t:me, printed in English and French on 5tb
February, which is considerably more than five weeks
ago, and, under these circumstances, I hope the hon,
gentleman, if he takes any umbrage at the circumstance of
my baving distributed somothing else, will lay it asido and
give bis attention to the Bill that has been five weeks on
his desk. The Bill will be reprinted before the third
reading. What I ask the House to do to-night is not to
consider simply at the outset that this is a large Bill
and a somewhat abstruse subject, but to take up the
Bill and pass it so far as the Committee is pro-
pared to do so to-night. I think it will be found
that we will make substantial progress with the Bill.
If there be any amendment which I propose that the
momber for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) or anyone
else is not prepared for or does not under stand, it will stand
over until there is ample opportunity te consider it; but I
ask the Hlouse to go into Committee, and pass some of these
clauses, and we can make substantial progress and notdelay
the prorogation of the Session. I have done the best I
could to make the nature of this Bill as well known as pos.
sible, and I have received information from all parts of the
Dominion, from business men, boards of trade, banking in-
stitutions and private persons intimating that their opinion
is favorable to the principle of the Bill-to the proposal
that we should codify snd make uniform as far as can pos-
sibly be doue the laws relating to this important subject
all through the Dominion; and I think that, inasmuch as
the principle is accepted and there are no abstruse details in
the Bill and the changes in the law are very slight and
very few, the sooner the codification is accomplished the
better, and I can promise no better means of disseminating
the information or making the provisions botter known to
the fouse next Session than I have adopted this Session,

Mr. LAURTER. 1 do not think the hon. gentleman bas
rightly apprehended the spirit of the objections that have
come from this side of the House. Thore is certainly no
fault to be found with the hon. gentleman in regard to the
introduction of this Bill and pressing it forward; but the
objection raised by the bon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) is one which I think cannot be successfully
met. It is that the desire prevails on both sides of the
House, as was expressed the other day by the First Minis.
ter, to have prorogation before Easter. Now, there are not
more than about twenty-two or twenty-three working days,
and considering that we have part of the Estimates, the
Supplementary Estimates for the current year and Supple.
mentary Estimates for next year, and we have already on
the paper nineteen different subjects to go through, it is
almost impossible to prorogue before Easter if this measure
is taken up and considered. The hon. Minister has asked
at what Session this subject can be taken up, if not at this
Session. Perhaps next Session Parliament will be called at
such a time that Baster will not happen to fall about the
tenth week of the Session. If we do not prorogne before
Easter, the Session may b prolonged for some time after-
wards. There is, however, a commendable desire to pro.
rogue before Easter. We on this side of the House desire
to do so, and we will help the Government in that respect;
but I am afraid if the hon. gentleman persista in pushing
this Bill, which is a heavy one, we will not realise our hope.
No doubt the Bill is an essential ene, but it is not an urgent

one, and the oommunity can wait twelve montha without
suffering.

hir. MITCHELL I do not think I can put the oase any
botter than the hon. gentleman who has just resumed his
seat bas done, and perhaps not quite so well; but I tndorse
every word ho bas uttered in relation to the general desire
for an early prorogation, and I think both sides of the
louse will agree in that sentiment. I agree that if we
take up this Bill, a Bill every line of which involves a law.
suit, and there is a great many linos in the Bill, thore may
be doubt as to proroging before Easter; and as it is one
which requires the groatest consideration, I think it is
unwise for the Gonment to press the consideration of it
at this étage of the Session, which everyone expects to b.
short. The hon. Minister bas said that if ho thought the
principle of the BiIl did not meet with the approbation of
the country at largo, ho would not press it. Everyone who
has expressed thoir opinions about the Bill admit that its
princip!e will be approved by the country at large, but
what 1 object to is this, that this Bill which the hon. gentle.
man has laid before the Ilouse at the very oarliest stage he
could lay it before the House-and nobody blames him for
delay-but that ho bas, at a subsequent stage, made amend-
monts to the Bill, which, as ho says himself, have been the
result of correspondence wih bankers, brokers, notaries,
boards of trade and individuals of th3 genoral public, and
which amendmeuts we have no notice of. The fact ot
those representations being made to him shows that import-
ant interests are involved and that the public arc anixious
about the measure. I believe that it is almost a cortainty
that discussions of a very extended and lengthy character
will arise upon this Bill. What I object to paiticularly,
and what my hon. friends the Ministor doos not refer to
sufficiently in bis answers to the objection, is that the public
have endeavored to get information about the amendments,
and that they have been unable to ob-ain it. I have sent for
those amendiments every day last week to the Distribution
Office, but I was unable to get them. The only copy I could
get was one sont me by the hon. gentleman himself and
which I sent away to a person who had asked me for it. On
every occasion on which I visited Montreal during this
Session I have had people asking me to get a copy of this
Bill for them, and since this amended Bill bas come in
enquiries for the amended Bill have beon made over and
over again. N>body denies the necessity of codifying our
laws in this respect, but none will pretend that the question
of dealing with promisory notes, the mannor of meeting them,
their dates, the liability of individuals, the liability of
partners and the course pursued by banks, and matters eof
that kind, does not involve an important principle and that
therefore time should bc given for its consideration. While
the country does approve of the codification of the laws
controlling the financial affairs of tte country, yet, before
old linos of business are disturbed, and new issues
created, the people iterested have a right to feel that they
fully understand the changes that are to be made, and they
should have ample time to deliberate on and consider
them. I repeat again, what bas been so frejuently stated
from this side of the House, that it is important that a
Bill of this nature should receive the most ample considera-
tion, and that gentlemen who sit here representing the pub-
lic should have a full opportunity of consulting the people
as to the provisions of this Bill. There is no measure which
could be brought before this House on which se much cor-
respondence could arise, aid on which so many suggostions
could be obtained from people interested. If hon. gentle-
men wish to close the Session at the time they say, and we
are all anxious that tuej should, they should have this Bill
reprinted, in order tha the publie may be aware of the
changes which are proposed, and defer a consideration of

1889. 777



COMMONS DEBATES. MARI 21,
the Bill to an early stage of next Session. I believe, that
this will meet with the approval of the country, and I am
sure it will meet with the approval of the House.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think that the request I
have made is a reasonable one, notwithstanding the repeti-
tion of the objections for our making progress with the
Bill. The fact that the Bill was a re-cast in galley form,
and the amendments I intended to make embraced in it,
has given the hon. gentleman an idea that the Bill bas been
entirely remodelled. Such is not the case. What I propose
is that the Bill ehould proceed, and, if we think there are
such changes introduced in the galley form as will require
a reconstruction of the Bill or a protracted discussion, I am
quite willing that such a clause should stand over, and I
am ready to listen to any representations as to the necessity
for making these changes at all. So far as this being a
Bill that will involve serious changes in the present system
the hon. gentleman will be surprised when ho finds out, as
I am sure he will, how much there is of it which is the
present law, and a law known toevery one interested in the
business.

Mr. MITCHELL. The point I make is that as there are
important changes proposed we should have an opportu.
nity of sending copies of that Bill to the business men of
the country, in order that they may discover and point
out to us what changes are desirable, and how far the
changes that are suggested are such as are required by the
needs of the case. The members of the House ought cer-
tainly to have not;fication oi those changes bef ore they go
into the consideration of the Bill. 0

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). What is "notification ?" I

do not quite understand that.

Sir JOHN TIHOMPSON. The hon. gentleman will see
that actual acceptance on the face of the bill may be waived.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I can understand it if the
acceptance had been, as it can ho sometimen, by letter.
Acceptances are not necessary under our present law, but
now the acceptance muet ho on the face of the bill itself.

Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. In section 21 there is a pro-
vision as to how the acceptance is to be made. The accept-
ance implies not only the writing of the name on the face
of the bill, but delivery.

Mr. McMULLEN. I want to know what acceptance by
delivery means ? Does it merely mean presenting a draft
at a man's office or to his servant ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If a bill should be drawn on
the hon, gentleman, and ho desires to accept it, his accept.
ance is not completed by his meroly writing the word
" accepted " on the bill and signing bis name under it, but ho
must deliver it back to the holder before his aceptance i8
complete. But the object of this Bill is to provide that
while that complotes an acceptance, the hon. gentleman,
if ho acoepted the bill, could send his notification by letter,
which would have the same effect as delivery. It is in-
tended to make that a binding contract of acceptance,
although the bill itself may remain in the possession of the
accepter, and not have been delivered.

Mr. MOMULLEN. I would like to ask, in the case of a
person accepting a bill and signinf his name upon it, does
this bill make provision that he caf complote the accept-
anoe by telephone--by notifying the bank that ho accepte
it ?

Air. MITCELL.

Sir JOHN THOIPSON. Yes. I intend te propose
instead of the definition of banker in the Bill, that the ex-
pression banker means an incorporated bank or a savings
bank carrying on business in Oanada. Hon. membeis will
fully understand that it is necessary in this co intry that
we should have a different definition of banker from that
in the English Act. In the United Kingdom there are
very few incorporated banks, the business of banking be, cg
principally carried on by firms and private banks. In this
country I think it would be more convenient, and would
answer ail purposes, to limit the definition to incorporated
banks and savings banks. If we adopted the English deS.
nition, viz., all persons who carry on the business of bank-
ing, it would be very difficult to determine who are bankers
and who are not.

Ur. MoKULLEN. I would like to know the object of
limiting these transactions to chartered banks and exclud.
ing private banks. There are a great many places iu the
Province of Ontario where there are none but private
banks, and I would like to know whether this provision
will interfore with the business of those banks.

Sir JOHN TIHOMPSON. It will not restrict business at
all, but certain special provisions are made in the Act with
respect to bankers in this country, and we ail understand a
banker to mean in this country an incorporated bank. It
would take me a long time to explain the operation of
these definitions, and therefore I am quite willing to let the
interpretation clause stand so that as we go through the
Bill hon. gentlemen will see the force of these various defi-
nitions.

Mr. AMYOT. I would suggest that the following sub-
section be added to section 2:-

The expression I"signature" means the name in full of the party
signing, or his ordinary signature, or hie usual cross in the presence of
une or more witnuesses.

On section 3,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I think the article in the

Quebec Civil Ocde is much shorter and more satisfactory
than this section. The article readse:

" A bill of exchange is a written order by one person to another for
the payment of money absolutely and at aIl events."

That definition has always been found very satisfactory.

Sir JOHN TUOMIPSON. It means the same thing.
The language is very terse and expressive, but itb as the
disadvantage of being mere code language in contradistine.
tion to the usual language of statutes. It is better to fol-
low the English definition.

Mr. MoMULLEN. The section reads that a bill of ex-
chang is an unconditional order in writing. Suppose a bill
is half in writing and half printed, wili it be covered by
that section ?

Sir JO HN THOMPSON. This section is precisely in
the words of the English statute, which certainly applies
to bills partly written and partly printed.

Mr. LAU RIE R. The word "writing'" is simply in con.
tradistinction to verbal agreement.

Mr. GIROUARD. This section defines a bill of ex-
change to be an order payable to a specified person or to
bearer. Supposing there is an order to pay to blank. Will
that be a bill of exchange ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. No; not without some further
provision. It may be so in its effect, but it will not be no
under this clause.

Sub-section 2,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). In the 9th section a party is

allowed to draw a bill of exchange payable at the currenM
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rate of exohange. That has been held not to be a bill of
exchange, and as this 9th section would appear to be con-
tradictory to the sub-section we are now on, that contra-
diction should be removed.

Sir JOHIN TiOMPSON. We will add the words " un-
less hereinafter otherwise provided."

Mr. LAURIER. Do I understand that under this Act
a bill wil not be payable to order, but payable to a person
named, and will be negotiable ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. If it is not payable to order or
to bearer it is not negotiable except by sub-section 4. We
define that a negotiable bill must be made payable to order
or to bearer.

Mr. GIROUARD. I presume an 1.0. U. without order
or bearer, would be negotiable under this clause. That is a
change in the law. It is a serious thing to change the
mode of doing business in this way.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think ihat is the law of the
Province of Quebec.

Mr. LAURIER. No; in the Province of Quebec, unless
it is made to order, it is not negotiable. If it has not one
of these two qualities certainly it is nct negotiable.

Sir JOHN THIOMPSON. The hon. gentleman is right,
but the object of the main section is to establish the validity
of the instrument, to make plain and simple the law re-
lating to bills of exchange, and to abolish the magie effect
of certain words, or the omission of certain words, in the
instrument ihielf.

Mr. LAURIER. I think the magic effect of words should
be retained as far as practicable.

Mr. LISTER. I think the clause as it stands now is the
proper legislation. Accordiug to the law in the Province
of Ontario, if we want to make a bill payable at a certain
place, we must put the words "not elsewhere."

Mr. McMULLEN. I am satisfied that advantage will be
taken of simple-minded people if this provision becones the
law as it is at present drawn. It is desirable to change the
law as little as possible.

Sir JOHN TIIOMPSON. I never saw any simple-
minded person who was so well acquainted with the law as
to understand that notes were not negotiable unless the
words "or order " were upon them, although, of course,
there may be such cases. The whole object of the Bill is
to make the law broad and plain, and a contract should be
just what it purports to be on its face. We should do away
with collateral arrangements by word of mouth and compel
persons who give notes and wish any restriction to put the
restriction on their face. This was the law of Scotland, and
it bas now been adopted as the law of the United Kingdom.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I can see no objection to
the provision, which will not make much difference as
regards the law of the Province of Quebec. Under the Code,
it a bill is negotiable it is payable from bearer to bearer,
but it can be transferred by a notarial deed of assignment.

Mr. LOVITrp. Supposing there is no rate of exchang e
named in a bill, what would be the rate?

Sir JOHN THOMIPSON. The law at present provides
that it should be paid at the rate of exchange on the day
that the bill is payable.

Mr. LANGZLIER (Quebec). Suppose a bill is drawn in
France, and no rate of interest is mentioned, would the
Canadian rate or the French rate obtain?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It would be a foreign draft,
and, probably, the rate would be according to the rate of
the country in whioh the bil was drawn.

On section 10,
Mr. WHITE (Ronfrew). As I understand it is proposed

by this section to make a sight bill payable on demand, that
bill would cause a change which would be very inconvenient
to a great many people.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think that the present custom of
three days' grace should be maintained. It s now quite
customary to allow those three days on bills payable on
sight.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). That is the law.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is notsettled to be the law,
but the practice is so. This is to make it clear what the
law on the subject is.

Mr. GIROUARD. I do not see how in face of the eus-
tom of giving three days' grace we shdild interfere
with it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We will lut the clause stand.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think the custom of allowing

three days' grace is one of great importance between banks
and merchants, and I hope the Minister will see his way
clear to continue the custom we have now.

Sir JOHN TIHOMPSON. Of course it would bo an ad.
vantage to those who have to pay. At present there is no
obligation to givo the three days' grace; some do and
some do not.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the present system is inter-
fered with, it will cause a great deal of inconvenierce-it
would mako sharp and short payments.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I think the present system is
much the better one, and I would not like to se. it changed
as regards sight drafts. Suppose a bank has a draft pay-
able on demand, it would be inconvenient for the holder of
the draft to wait for its payment. The distinction between
sight drafts and demaud drafts is that a sightdraitis under-
stood to bu a draft payable three days after it is accepted,
and I think that custom should be continued. I think it
ought to be so expressed in the Bill, if the law does not
already express it.

Mr. SUTIIERLAND. Most business with merchants
is done through the banks. An arrargoment is made to
pay on demaod or in cash. The draft is pr sonted to the
merchant, and if he were not ready there and then to pay
the cash, the note would be protested ; but where three
days grace are allowed, he accepts the bill and has three
days' in which to provide for payment, and that arrange-
ment meets all practical purposes.

Sir JOHN TIIOMPSON. Now that attention is called
to the matter, I will allow the section to stand so that it
eau bu looked into.

On section 13
Mr. MoaMULLEN. I think it is not wise to make a bill

a legal instrument when it is dated on Sunday. The pre-
sent law is that when a note is dated on Sunday it is not
collectable. .

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We do not change the law
regarding the validity of notes made on Sunday. This is
simply the present law, but in order to remove doubts we
declare that a note is not valid by reason of being dated on
Sunday, which may have been done by mistake.

On section 14,
Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I would suggest the pro.

priety of doing away wth those days of grace. They have
been done away witb in France, Italy, Germany, and I think
in Spain. It seems to De childish that when a bil is payable
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on a certain day three days additional should be given.
This used to exist in the French law, but they abolished it
in the code of commerce.

Sir JOHN TILOMPSON. It presents a great anomaly
as compared with other contracts, but I think the custom
is too old and to well established too be now changed.

Mr. GIROUARD. I thiak we should add civic holidays
to the list. It is inconvenient for banks to have to keep
their doors open on those days when other places of busi-
ness are closed.

Mr. MoMULLEN, I agree with the suggestion of the
hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Ur. Girouard). It is
unfair on a civic holiday to oblige the banks to keep open.
Bank clerks should have a respite on that day as well as
others. I have known of cases where, on such days, it has
been difficult to get men to protest a note. The notaries
were away and the notes have had to be protested at a late
hour at night, after their return, in order to hold the en.
dorsers.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That subject is dealt with in
the Act relating to banks. We are only dealing with one
class of contracts, and even if we adopted the suggestion
ust made, that would not make those days'bank holidays.
t would be inconvenient for the bank when its doors were

open, to have to throw over all bills and notes until the fol-
lowing day on the more proclamation of the mayor of a
town.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If the mayor were a debtor
he might proclaim a good many holidays.

Mr. DALY. The custom with banks is when a civic
holiday is proclaimed for the manager to arrange with bis
customers soveral days beforehand to meet their bills, or
to arrange with their solicitors to attend at three o'clock
in the afternoon, and one clerk is kept on band to receive
payments of these bills.

Mr. GIROUARD. Under our Code, article 2290, if a
bill is refused by the drawee in case of need, it must be
presented to the referee.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). That is a very good pro.
vision.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. In the United Kingdom that
matter was unsettled, but in the United States tbe present-
ment is obligatory. It seems that by the German law it is
obligatory. It is a question whether we should alopt the
provision of the Quebec Code or the Englikh system, and
certainly the suggestion as to the inconvenience which may
result from the necessity to present the bill to the referee
is a serious question.

Mr. LISTE R. I think the Statute should remain as it is.
The referee may live a long distance away from the place
where it would be impossible in point of time to reach him,
and therefore both trouble and expense woald be saved by
adopting this provision.

Mr. GIROUARD. I do nut think that is a correct
position to take. If the holder accepta that, le knows
what he is doing. If the refer e lives at too great a dis-
tance, he should not accept the bill in that form.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). I think it would be well
to take the law as we have it in Quebec. As the hon, mem-
ber for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) bas stated both
parties to the bill should b cequally responsible.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I agrce with my hon. friend
from Lambton (Mr. Lister) that a great deal of inconven-
ience might be caused by the adoption of this provision.

Mr. LANGELIER (Quebec). Thon why sbould the re-
feree accept the responsibility ?

Mr. LISTER. Probably he could not get anything better,
Mr, LAu1aw.u (Quebee),

Mr. LANGELIER (Queboc). Then itl is for him to de-
cide when the bill is made.

Mr. GIROUARD. There may be two drawers and the
Bill may be payable in two places, and if the holder could
not go to the two places it would be a serious i nconvenience.

Sir JOHaN THOMPSON. I do not think it would be. a
serious inconvenience, as the reference in case of need will
not be much used, because the bill proposes to prevent
damages for dishonor as it does.

On section 19,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). I know that this is the Eng.

lish law, but their banking system is different from ours, and
I cannot see any reason or argument why that practice
should be introduced in this Dominion.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is the English law, and it ii
the law of Canada as regards bills of exchange, and it
seemas much better to make it applicable to promissory
notes as well. I do not see why there should be any dis-
tinction between promissory notes and bills of exchange,
and it seemas to me that it would be much botter to make
the law uniform unless there is some serions objection.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In Ontario a great many people
make their bills payable at their business offices or at their
bank. The bill has to be presented thore before it is pro-
tested, and I would like to know whother this clause inter-
fores with that or not ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me that it might
place the acceptor in a very awkward position. Suppose a
person at Halifax accepts a bill payable at a bank and pro-
vides the funds to meet it. Ho may be away, and if this
alteration is made in the law the bill need not be presented
to the bank and the party may be sued unless he hunts up
the bill himseolf. Suppose my friend from Bothwell lives in
London, Ontario, and he makes a bill payable at a branch
of the Bank of Montreal in London, the first thing he knows
is that a lawyer in Ottawa may have the case in hand to sue
him, although if the bill were presented at the proper bank
the funds were there to meet it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think the reason for the
change in England was, that in a great many of those trans-
actions the person in whose favor the Bill is drawn requires,
for the convenience of protest, notice of presentmont, that
some place be designated in which ho eau perform those
duties, and in very many canes it is intended only ae au
address.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It seems to me that if a party
makes a bill so payable ho ought to be bound by it. The
words "not elsewhere " would be regarded as superfluous
in any other case than that of a bill or promissory note.
If a party designates a particular place as the place of pay-
ment surely he means "not elsewhere." You give no
meaning to those words under the present interpretation of
the law. If a man makes a note payable at the Bank of
Commerce in Toronto, and if ho does not add the words
9not elsewhere," the holder can make it payable where he
pleases. That makes the words " payable at the Bank of
Commerce in Toronto " perfectly meaningless. It seems to
me most absurd that we should persist in inserting words
that in any other document in the world would be regarded
as superfluous.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I am only arguing in favor
of the present statute, not only of England, but of Canada
as well, on that subject.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Before this section is passed, I
would like distinctly to understand whether, if a merchant
makes a bill payable at his office or at a bank in a certain
town or city where he does business, it is neoossary to
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present that billu at that place. In the great majority of
cases the custom is to make notes or drafts payable at the
bank where the maker of the note does business, and it is
not necesaary for him to be there when the note falls due,
because it is usual for the bank to charge the note to his
account. That is a great convenience, because when people
are away from home, their bank in that way protects themr.
To make the law such that a note would be placed in the
solicitor's hands and costs incurred if the maker were not
present when it falls due at the place where it is made pay-
able, would be changing the whole custom of bu-iness and
would be a great injury to the business of the country. I
hope the Minister will take this into consideration, and ask
any merchant or bank whether it would bo to the interest
of the business community to make this change.

Sir JOHN TIHOMPSON. I understand that the hon.
gentleman is perfectly satisfied with the present system.
Well, Ihis Bill does not change it. It is true, under the
present law, the bill need not be presented at the particular
place, and an action may be brought or a protest made with-
out its being presented there. It may be an inconvenience
to have the law so; but the hon. member will see how
slight the inconvenience is when ho urges that that system
is carried on everywhere now and is a good one. But the
inconvenience, on the other hand, is the inconvenience
affecting the liability of the parties, and imposing the ne-
cessity of presenting the billu at that place, in order to
charge the parties at ail, in order-to enable them to h sued
at ail, even though there may be no funds there, or the
place may not be accessible or it may be a place whore no
body lives. It is necessary to go through the form of pre-
sentirg them before an action can be brought against the
maker of a note.

Mr. SUTIIERLAND. I will guarantee that yon will
not find these words in the printed form of any bank in
Canada.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. These aidresses are given
mostly for the convenience of the banks, especially in the
case of persors living in the suburbs or at a distance from
the town. They say, you must give us the address of sone-
one in town where we can present the note for acceptance
or payment.

Mr. W'ELDON (St. John). I think this, provision was
first put in the Act of 18F6, having been taken from the
Consolidated Statutes of Upper Canada, but until that Act
was passed the practice in New Brunswick was very dif-
ferent. There the acceptor made the bill payable at a par.
ticular place, and that was done for the convenience of all
parties, and it must be presonted at that place when it falls
due. The effect of this provision is that an acceptor must
hunt up the parties to the note or else ho is liable to ho
sued, and I agree with the hon. member for Oxford (Mr.
Sutheiland) that those words are never used. I never saw
a bill accepted yet with those words ; and I am told by
gentlemen cognisant with the system in Enqland that it is
more the exception than the rule there. What additional
inconvenience is it to present the bill where it can be chargedf
to the acceptor ? The majority of bills in this country are
payable at a bank, and if the party bas good creditor funds
at the bank, the bank meets the draft, and thus conveniences
him, no matter where ho may be. But the effect of the
present system is to make the acceptor liable to beo sued
without being called on to pay the note at ail, and it seems
to me that it would work unjustly. It works no injustice
or inconvenience, because, when presented, ho must pay it.
So far as this country is concerned, the old doctrine was a
great deal better, and it is a doctrine we always held in
New Brunswick until the Revised Statutes were passed.

Mr. GIROUARD. I find this is another change in our
Code, but I presume it is useless to noticO it, It is very
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desirable to have uniformity in the English law, but we
onght to act carefully when we come to make so many
changes in the business relations of the community. Ar.
ticle 327 of our Code says:

" If a bill of exchange be made payable at sny stated place, either by
its original tenor or by a qualified acceptance, presentment must be
made at such place."
By this Bill, in order that preaentment should be made at
a particular place, the words "only and not elsewhere "
must be inoserted. This clause is to be found in the statute
of 1849, which was the first statute of importance concern-
ing bills of exchange and promissory notes, but after a few
years it was found to be so inconvenient, and gave rise to
such misunderstanding, that the law was repealed. The
Code promulgated in 1866 did not contain those words. It
is very much to be regretted that so many changes sbould
be made just to have uniformity with the laws of England.
We ought to be more careful to have uniformity among
the different Provinces, especially as these words "not
elsewhere " are not to befound in the laws of any nation
on the continent of Europe or in the United States.

Sir JOHN TIIOMPSON. It was taken from the Consoli.
dated Statutes of Upper Canada.

Mr. GIROUARD. Where it applies to Ontario only.
Sir JOHN TaHOMPSON. 1 have no objection to let

that clause stand, but I hope it will not be supposed I do
so because I do fnot see the necessity of making that
clause. I am open to conviction as to that or anything else
in the Bill, but it will ho in more uniformity with the whole
Bill that if there is any limitation in the contract it should
appear on the face of it. The theory is, the acceptor owes
a debt; ho agrees to pay the debt at a certain place on a
certain day, but ho should pay the debt anyway, and itis
no answer for him to isay that he has given ths address of a
particular place, and that the creditor must ho obliged to
go there or lose the debt. I have known cases where a
note was made payable at a particular place where it was
impossible to present it for payment.

Mr. GIROUARD. In our Province the acceptor must
have funds at the place named, and there is no presentment
unless he proves he las funds there and kept them there
afterwards.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is not so elsewhere.

Mr. GIROUARD. It ought to be so everywhere else,
instead of taking the law of England.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I know of cases where partie"
sold lightning-rods to farmers and took notes payable at
the farmers' residences. Later on thes. parties reoei;ed
notices from a solicitor in Toronto that those notes were in
bis possession and asking payment there with costs,
although they underatoo4lthe notes were, payable at their
residences.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. We will let the clause stand,
on condition that the hon. gentleman will banish from lis
mind these notes for lightning-rada. I would fnot like the
law of bills and notes to b settled to suit the lard cases of
lightning-rods.

Mr. SUTJIERLAND. I quioe agree with t hon. the
Minister that these parties should not be relieved of the
liability to pay because the notes were. net presented
at a particutar place, bµt I objoet, o, to, ,mç of
the notes being put to costs through no fault of their own.
if my note is payable in the town where I live, a notary in
a distant place should not have the power of putting me to
the expense of paying the costs of that note becaun e the
holder did not choose to present it at the place where 1$
was made payable.
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Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Suppose you take the converse
case, where an acceptance is made payable at a particular
place and before it falls due the agency of the bank is with-
drawn from that place. You will not allow the acceptor toi
escape liability from the impossibility of the holder present-
ing it at the agency where it was made payable.

Mr. DALY. In Manitoba the Ontario Bank had an
agency at Portage la Prairie which they afterwards closed,
although a great many notes were made payable there. The
court held that presentation there was not necessary.

On section 20,
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The provision in England is

the same as it was at Common Law, that the 7signature to
a blank paper stamped was an authority to the holder to
fill it up to the amount which the stamp justified. We
have no regulation as to stamps, but I propose to adopt the
same principle, and to provide that:

Where a simple signature on a blank paper is delivered by the
signer in order that it may be converted into a bill. it operates as a
prima facie authority to fill it up as a complete bill for any amount,
using the signature for that of the drawer, or the acceptor, or an in-
dorser; and, in like manner, when a bill is wanting in any material
particular, the person in possession of it has a primû facie authority to
fill up the omission in any way he thinks fit : ui order that any such
instrument when completed may be enforceable against any person who
became a party thereto prior to its completion, it must be filled up
within a reasonable time, and strictly in accordance with the authority
given ; reasonable time for this purpose is a question of fact: Provided
that if any such instrument, atter completions is negotiated to a holder
in due course, it shall be valid and effectual for all purposes in bis
hande, and he may enforce it as if it bad been filled up within a reason-
able time and strictly in accordance with the authority given.

Of course, that proceeds on the principle that the man who
signasand authorises another to fil1 up the blank is negligent
and must bear the consequences of his negligence. As to
the first parties to the contract, it must be shown to be ac-
cording to the authority given, but the innocent holder
may be misled, and the provision is therefore necessary.

On section 21,
Mr. WELDON (St. John). Suppose a bill was stolen

from the acceptor ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Then it would not hive been

delivered.
Mr. WELDON (St. John). Then, in the hands of an

innocent holder, it would not be va!id ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think not.
Committee rose and reported.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11:50 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDA, 22nd March, 1889.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRaTZs.

ADJOURNMENT-ANNUNCIATION DAY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That when this House adjourne to-day, it stands adjourned until Tues

day next at three o'clock.

Mr- TROW. I would ask the Minister of Public Works
if it would make any difference that the House should ad-
journ until eight o'clock on Tuesday evening instead of at
three o'clock? There are many members who want to go

[r. SurTIAND.

home and to whom il would b. inconvenient to get baok ait
home and to whom it would be inconvenient to get back at
three o'clock.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Let them stay here.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Hon. gentlemen on both
sides of the House desire to prorogue before Easter, and if
we adjourn until eight o'clock on Tuesday we lose half a
day. It is not likely that during that half-day there will
be many divisions which hon. members would miss; there.
fore, I think we had better say three o'clock.

Mr. LAURIER. I think these remarks will commend
themselves to my hon. friend. If we want the blessing of
prorogation at an early day we must work hard and every
minute.

Motion agreed to.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 115) to amend the Railway Act.-(Mr. White,
Renfrew.)

LEGISLATION-JOINT COMMITTEE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:

That a Select Committee be appointed to act with the committee
appointed by the Senate to enquire into the expenditure of the country
in respect of legislation, and thi practicability of reducing it, and that
the said committee do consist of Sir Hector Langevin, Messrs. Boweil,
Charlton, Foster and White (Renfrew), and that a Message be sent to
the henate to acquaint their Honors thertwith.

Mr. LAURIER, Is that the whole of the explanation
which the non. gentleman intends to make in reference to
this very important movement. I would expect that some
different course should be pursued from this.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The reason why the other
House has appointed a committee and asked as to join in
that committee so as to make it a Joint Committee of both
Houses, is that they desire to enquire with respect to the
expenses connected with both fouses of Parliament. The
expenses in the Upper House and in this House are differ-
eut, and we thought it would be a proper thing to ascertain
whether there could not be an isesimilation of the expenses
between the two Houses, and whether the expenses could
be reduced as regards the general expenditure connected
with legislation. That is the reason why the committee is
asked for.

Mr. EDGAR. May I ask the Goverument if the step
taken in this direction is with the object of abolishing one
of the branches of the legislature, for, in my opinion, that
would be the simplest way of reducing the expenditure.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is no intention of
abolishing the hon. gentleman and this House, or the
Upper House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think this is a ques-
tion that the Government ought to undertake itself, if it is
necessary, and not intercept a buffer composed of a commit-
tee of this House, on which I may say there are to be three
Ministers, one supporter of the Conservative party and oue
member of the Opposition, who, I may add, is not present
to say whether he is prepared to sit on that committee or
not. I have no opinion whatever of the value of these
committees, for 1 hold that the responsibility should be
assumed by the Government of the day. I do not believe
the slightest good will reault from a committee of this sort
being appointed, or, for the matter of that, can it be said to
be in any shape or way a representative committee of this
Hiouse, as there is but one member of the Opposition upon
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It Feems to me this is an extra. voted to them. It would be more

ordinary proposition to corne from the Sonate. If we are movement tending towards econot
to have a committee of investigation in regard to the Government itself instead of by an i
management of the finances of the two Houses, it seems to The Grovernment should take the.rer
me that proposition should originate in this House. Not this matter, instead of throwing it o
onli y f it th duty of tho sovernmente oassume responsi. Mr. EDGAR. Does the leader of thbility -for any such propositioni, but the Govern ment sbould ommittee fairly constituted, having
initiate such a proposition in this flouse. This proposition of the Opposition and the supporter
comes from the other Çhamber, which has no constitutional thise ousei? A nthough I admit ter
control over the finances, and yet this proposition is one t) jority, 1 think it is hardly th large
consider the propriety of reducing the expenditure. This If w are goin te have a committe
is a most unconstitutional proposition, and it is one whieb fhec ae gome roportio comtit
this House should not entertain. Why, the Sonate might tho flouse.
as weil propose to amend the Supply Bill as to initiate such
a proceeding as that which they have initiated in this case. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Mr. LAURIER. Before this motion goes further, I larger number on the Committee
would ask the rulng of the Speaker as to whether it is in appointed. Thore is only one repre
order or net. tion, but I do not think they can i

must be renembered that the repres
Mr. SPEAKER. I cannot see how this proposition is tion is a very strong man, in fact 

out of order. If this Honorable House chooses to waive their the hon. member for North Norfolk
undisputed right to initiate measures for the control of
the expenditure of publie moneys, and consent to the join- Mr. LAURIER. I do not appreh
ing themselves to the Sonate in such measures, it is for the Constitution will suffer very, ver
therm to say so. is carried, because I am sure that 1

Mr. LAURIER. The reason wby I asked your ruling, strong that it will rosist any assault
Mr. Speaker, on this proposition is, that it is one dealing events I think that the principle i
with the finances of the country, and, therefore, under ail questions conoerning public expend
constitutional irules it should be initiated in this House and with the Government and in ihe H

not in the other House, which is not responsible for the gentleman is too familiar with the Co

finances. That, I repeat, is the constitutional method of principle is ene that cannot be su
procedure. may say that I believe the hon. ger

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. The object of the Sonate, from the true spirit of the British Cc
of course, is to ascertain whether by joint action we cannot spect to try to shield himself, becaus
make reductions in the expenditure connected with the grapple with the questions ho has h
affaire connected with the two branches of Parliament. net help seeing that his end must
The other House has control over its own expenditure, and direction, since it has originated in1
we canLot, without quarreling with one of the estates of other side of the House. However,1
the realm, interiere with their expenditure, and they make the right hon. gentleman is some
this proposition in order to ascertain if the expenses for the enormous public expenditure of thise
working of the machinery of Parliament can be reduced, time when the hon. gentleman said
and how it can be reduced and re-arranged. I see nothing govern the country for $22,000,00
unconstitutional in the matter, for it is admitted they have has reached $17,000,000, and he has
a right to regulate their own expenditure. Opposition in order to stem the curr

Mr. MILLS. They propose to comneere to assist as in ture whicb he has thrown upc
M r s. ppsteenRetesit ouse. I think it would be much b

rega ating ours. tieman had asked the assistance of th
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The object is, as every- raising the expenditure, instead of

one will admit, a worthy one, and the point raised is one of now to stem the rising tido and to d
those constitutional lads which the hon. member for Both-|gentleman should take the responsib
well (Mr. Mills) always takes up. I am very glad, indeed, expenditure himself, because practic
to see that the Senate are inclined to enter into this subject, that the expenditure has reached the
because, if hon. gentlemen will look at the Public Accounts which it has reached now. The incr
they will find that the expenditure in the Upper House- he is responsible for it. The hon.ge
perhaps it is on account of their superior dignity-is consid- the Opposition te come to the rescue,
erably more per man than it is here, and, I repeat, I am We are powerless to stem the curr
very glad to see that they desire, by concerted and common Would it not ho more manly for the h
action, to consider and report on this subject. I do not responsible to the country, to assum
think the Constitution can be degraded ifthis committee sits. boldly, since he has also the emolume

Mr. BLAKE. Had they not botter take the beam out of office.
their own eye before they take the moto eut of ours? Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.1

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am glad to see there is little innocent motion of mine was

a beam in the hon. gentleman's eye that is gleaming a great constitutional question.1

brightly. statement of my hon. triend opposite
tures of the country must originate h

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman is in error in saying of the machinery of the legislation is
that we cannot interfere v, ith the expenditure of the Son- and it stands all of iteolf. My b
ate. The other House spends the money voted by this we do not interfere with the expen
louse, but it cannot ccmpel us to vote any particular House, and if we do not interfere w
amount for their expenses. We can thus compel the Son- fore with us. Well, there has beenc
Mte to economise by reducing the amount of contingencies about this question of expenditure.
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have that considered, and I think a committee chosen in
this way would be able to reduce the expense very larp ely
in this House, for, practically, the expenditure must be under
you, Mr. Speaker, and your-subordinate officer, the Clerk of
the House, and for ail the minor appointments under the
Sergeant-at arms. If we have a joint committee to look
into these things we might be able to introduce order into
matters in wbich there is considerable disorder, and to
make a considerable retrenchment. I may take the com-
plete responsibility of saying that I would like to have this
joint committee, and the booner it sits the better for the
House and the better for the country. I hope that my
hon. friend, being an economist himiseif, will let this joint
committee sit. We are a retrenched Government, as the
hon. gentleman knows, and we would like to have ex-
penses cut down.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We know very well
what you are in practice.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It seems to me, that the appoint-
ment of this joint committee is really, by inference, admit-
ting the right of their Honors at the other end of the build-
ing, to interfere with the expenses of this House. If the
right hon. gentleman will look at the Public Accounts, he
will see that the expenditure at the other end of the build-
ing is much larger in proportion than it is at this end;
but perhaps that is in accordance with the dignity of the
other body. However, if their Honors desire to reduce the
expenditure, they have it in their own power to do so, and
if they have any real desire to reduce the expenses, let
them commence by reducing expenses in the Senate. By
appointing a joint committee, we are virtually admitting.
that their Honors have some right to interfere with the ex
penditure in this House. We should not forget that we
are the represent&tives of the people, and our duty is to
try and keep down the expenditure here. I believe we try
to do so, and we ought to do so, without any interference
from their Honors in the other end of the building.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman for-
gets, that if the other Rouse is going to interfere with our
expenditure, we are going to interfere with theirs, because
this is to be a joint committee.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Therefore, you are putting
them on an equality.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. They are on an equality.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Not in this.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, there are matters

of considerable importance to come before this committee
We are overloaded with a separate staff in the two louses
now-law clerks and things of that kind, as weil as with
the expense of separate printing for each Hou e. There
are a great many other matters which can be attended to
by this committee for the benefit of both branches of the
Legiblature, and which would save considerable expense if
the expenses were joined together. That is the object of
this cornmittee, and it is so good an object that I think we
might hllow the joint coin mitteo to act.

Mr. BLA E. The end justifies the means.
Mr. SPEAKER. Carried.
Mr. MliTCHELL. Not much, Mr. Speaker. It is not

carried yet, for I want to say something in this matter. 1
agree with the hon. gentleman in my eye; I don't know
what constituency he represents.

An hon. MEMBEl. Frontenac.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, Frontenac (Lr. Kirkpatrick).

We know that this Government is very extravagant, and I
must say that while there is a good deal in what that hon.
gentleman says, that any proceeding whieh bears on an
inqrease of expenditure ought to be originated in this Ilouse.i

Sir JouN A.'IMAODONALD.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL. I knew my right hon. friend would
approve of that. He says "hear, hear," to the whole of
of my statement, I suppose, including the charge of ex.
travagance. I may be excused if I say that there is in this
flouse a great absence of independent criticism in relation
to the expenditure of the country, but what I object to now
is the composition of this committee which my right hon.
friend has submitted to the House. Now, Sir, when we
look at the composition of that committee, what does it
mean ? It means that his extravagant Governnent, that we
have been complaining against for years and years, propose
that the committee shall consist ot the following gentleien:
First, Sir Hector Langevin. I might just say here, that I
have a great deal of confidence in that hon, gentleman
whose name I have mentioned, because I think he is one
of the best members we have in the Cabinet.

Several hon. MEMBEIRS. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL Yes,I do think so; and I say it Eincerely
and honestly that I believe Sir Hector does his duty well
and faithfully. Then another member of the committee is
Mr. Bowell. Well, I have very little confidence in Mr.
Bowell, very little indeed. He will collect every dollar that
he can scoop out of the industries ofthe people and construe
the Customs Act in a way to get every shilling 'he can,
whether it is legal or not, and he will then appeal to the
majority behind him to sustain him, so that I have little
confidence in Mr. Bowell. I come to the next member of
the committee, Mr. Foster. I described a man to-day as a
fledgling politician with the pen-feathers sticking ont of
him yet and that might apply to Mr. Foster, because he
has not much experience. What he may develop into we
cannot tell, because we have not seen any signs as yet of
economy or anything else from him. ILow as to another
member of the committee-Mr. White, of Renfrew. He is
a coming Minister; he is a disappointed man because he was
not made a Minister before, and, therefore, I have not a
great deal of confidence in him.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). May be you might have.
Mr. M ITCHELL. I will give you a chance to speak just

now. You are a coming Minister, and no doubt you are
very auxious for the position; and the next fellow
that dies or gets out of the way, you will succeed him
in the Cabinet. The only man who is named at all
on that committee on this side of the House is my
respected friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), -and I
must say that the very fact of the right hon. the Premier
naming him las created a good deal of suspicion in my
mind in relation to a member of this flouse whom I esteem
very much. I always suspect the right hon. gentleman
when he talks about economising or about makng changes,
and refers to the practice in England and Ireland, as he did
the other night when ho proposed to pension the Mounted
Police, I always have great suspicion that there is some
little job behind. What i want to say i this: There is
another party in this Hlouse who are apt to speak out their
minds and say what they think-the Third party; and if
the Government really want suggestions about economy in
that committee, they ought to appoint a member of the
Third party on it.

Some hon. MEMIBERS. Name one.
Mr. MITCHELL. Myself, Sir. There is no money or

pay attached to the position, but I think-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me Lo interrupt him one moment? I move that the
mution be amended by striking out the name ot Mr. Bowell,
in whom the hon. gentleman lhas no confidence, and in-
oerting the name o ithe lion. Mir. .iLchell instoad.
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Mr. MITCHIELL. Mr. Speaker, I will not take up the

time of the House any longer. I think if there is anything
to b cdone by a-minority of the committee, my hon. friend
from North Norfolk and myself will accomplish something.

Mr. DAVIN. I may point out to the House that I felt
certain, on generai principles, that the action of the Sonate
was constitutionali; but i sent to the Library for May, and
I find, according to him, that the constitutionality of the
motion could be perfectly maintained.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 103) further to amend the Act 36 Vic., chap.
ter 61, respecting the Trinity House and Harbor Commis-
sioners of Montreal.-(Mr. Tupper.)

THE flOUSE OF COMMONS.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second Zeading of Bill
(No. 108) to amend chapter 1 of the Revised Statutes,
intituled : "An Act respecting the House of Commons."

Motion agreed to, Bl read the second time, and House
resolved itseif into Committea.

(In the Committee.)
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It bas been considered ex-

pedient by the Treasury Board that the credits which are
placed at the disposal of the various departments of the
Government should be placed at the disposal of more than
one officer, so that the cheques drawn from tirr.e to time
shall be drawn by two, and a check will be bad upon the
drawing of accounts. ln respect to all the departments of
the public service, except the Sonate and the House of
Commons, that matter is subject to the control of the Trea
sury Board ; but inasmuch as the expenditure in connection
with the Sonate and the House of Common s is regulated by
Statute, it is necessary, in order to make the same change
there, to have the statute amended ; and the purpose of this
Bill is to provide that credit may be made in favor of the
accountant and the assistant accountant, or any other two
officers who may be designated by the Commissioners of
Internal Economy.

Mr. LAURIER. What is the present law ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The present law is that the

credit shall be made to the accountant alone.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the Gov-

ernment under what authority these payments by the ac-
countants are made, and what rule governs their conduct
in making them ? . The reason I put this question is this:
It will be remembered that in 1883, I think it was, the
party who was beld to be improperly returned for Both-
well, in my place, sat lere for a part of the Session befere
the Supreme Court finally disposed of the case. He was
paid for a portion of the Session that ha was here, and 1
was paid for that portion of the Session that I sat hare after
the Supreme Court upheld the decision of Mr. Justice Galt.
In the Session befere that, there was, I think, a Mr.
Brecken returned here for one of the constituencies in
Prince Edward Island. A Mr. Jenkins claimed the seat,
and was ultimately given the seat by the Supreme Court.
Mr. Jenkins tuok bis seat near the end of the Session; 1 am
not sure whether ha sat a week or not, but he was paid for
the full Session.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No, no.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes; ha was paid for the full
semsional allowance, and a part payment was made to Mr.
Brecken. It was reported to me by the accountant at the
time.

Mr. KI RKPATRICK. Is t-batthe case in whieh there
was a double return ?

Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). No, there was not a double
return; and the accountant undertook to justify bis conduct
by stating that he had paid under the order of the Firet
Minister. Now, I would like to know whether any mem-
ber of the Government bas a right to interfere and give
instructions to the accountant. The question is whether
he has the right to order the full payment to one member
and the partial payment to another, under eaactly the
same circumstances. Now, I am not complaining, and I
never did complain, of the payment made to me when my
opponent continued to sit here in opposition to the decision
of Mr. Justice Galt, because he had taken an appeal to the
Supreme Court, and retained his seat until the final decision
was given; but I do object to one rue being applied to
members on this side and a wholly different rule to hon.
gentlemen opposite. I believe the payment to Mr. Jenkins
was made through the interference of the First Minister,
and I call on him to tell this committee by what authority
he interfered with the accountant, and upon what principle
of law or justice he proposed to pay S1,000 to a ruember
who sat bere four or five days at the conclusion of the
Session, while ha applied a different rule to hon. gentlemen
on this side. This Bill is based on a good principle, and if
it will improve the law it is a stop in the right direction,
I hope the improvement will be such as to prevent the im-
proper interference by any member of the Cabinet with
any officer of this flouse in the dischago eof bis duty.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite ag-ee with the
bon. gentleman that the officers of this House could not be
interfered with improperly, but I really do not remember
any of the circumstances which the hon. gentleman relers
to.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend bas a
very good memory, but not perhaps altogether an accurate
one. But I am quite sure 1 never interfered, so far as I am
aware, in any of these matters, and I think I am the last
man chargeuble with trying to dep:ive un hon. member,
who sits on the other side, of bis rightful dues, or drawing
a distinction between members on this sidue and on that.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, it was donc.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have always dealt
with anything connected with the compensation of members
without reference to party. I do not mean to say that the
accountant, or bis deputy, would not be given my opinion
if he asked me for iL. No donbt, if he asked me, I told him
what i thought was right, and I would so again if ha came
to me. The accountant should get bis opinion, however,
from some legal authority-for instance, the Minister of
Justice, aithough ha is a member of the Goverument. If
this law will prevent any such interference as that sug-
gested, I would be only too glad, and the hon. gentleman
may put in a clause providing that the accountant shall in
no case ask the advice of the First Minister.

Mr. LAURIER. It isof ittale importance whether the hon.
gentleman interfered in the case referred te or not. The
Ministry is responsible, because the Government practically
control the whole expenditure of this House. The Commis.
sion of Internal Economy ii altogather in the hands of the
Governmant, and, therefore, practically, the Government
may shield themselves bahind the Commission ; still they
are the parties who are responsible. If the accountant did
not consult the hon. gen tleman, or some member of the Inter-
nal Commission, where did ha get bis authority ? If he bas
to consuit anybody, he should consult the Internai Com.
miss10n.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Commission of In-

ternai Economy have nothing to do with the salaries of
members.

Mr. LAURIER. But, according to the admissions of the
accountant, if he consults anybody, he should consuit the
Commission of Internal Economy. Of whom is composed
this Commission? It is composed of members of the Gov-
ernment altogether, so that whenever a case occurs in
which the accountant is in doubt, ho should bring the ques-
tion before the Commission. Mr. Breocken had been sitting
part of the Session. He was not entitled to the seat, still

e was in the House. Then Mr. Jenkins came in at the
end of the Session, and, practically, ho had been all the time
a member of the Hâouse. The question might arise as to
how the indemnity ought to be distributed. Were they
both entitled to part of it or not? i apprehend the ac.
countant then required advice, and I suppose he went to
the Speaker, or some other member of the Commission.
What I maintain is that this Commission is useless, because,
practically, the whole expenditure is in the bands of the
Government.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What I pointed out was that in
my case one rule was adopted, and in the case of Mr.
Jenkins and Mrs Brecken another and a wholly different
rule was followed. A man who came within a week of the
close of the Session was paid his whole sessional indemnity.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. If I understand the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) rightly, he says this occurred in
the Session of 1883. I have no recollection of any such
case occurring. I do not think the accountant would
consult anyone but his superior officer, who is the Speaker
of the House. I am very sure ho received no such order
to pay any member that came the last week of the Session
the whole sessional indemnity. The law would not justify
it. If the accountant took orders from the First Minister
or any other Minister, ho doserves severe censure. I know
of some other cases where the question of indemnity came
up, and which were referred to the Speaker, and in the
only case where there was any doubt, and in which the
Speaker gave his decision, his decision was referred by the
Auditor General to Mr. Christophef Robinson, of Toronto,
who endorsed the Speaker's decision. The law is plain
that a new member takes his sessional indemnity only from
the day he takes his seat, deducting the days when ho was
absent. I am sure there is no case of Mr. Jenkins being
paid his full sessional indemnity. With regard to the Bill
under discussion, we have appointed a joint committee to
act with the Seate. Why should we make a law with
regard to the louse of Commons, and say that the money
shall be paid out here by cheques signed by the accountant
and his assistant, when we do not know anything as to the
way in which they pay out in the Senate ? How do they
pay out the money in the Sonate ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. The choques are paid out of
the credit.

Mr. KIRK PATRICK. Paid by the Clerk on his own
authority ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Yes, but I am proposing a
Bill to amend that.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. There should be the same law
for both Chambers, and if it is salutary that two officers
should sign these cheques, the same law should apply to
both flouses alike.

Sir JOHN T HOMPSON. I propose a slight amendment
giving power to the Commissioners to designate any two
officers from time to time to sign these cheques, and provid-
ing that any officer who may be so designated shall give
seourity.

Mr. LAVIU.

Mr. EDGAR. When two officers are to b> appointed to
perform the duties which were formerly carried out by one
officer, I do not see why it is necessary to take power to
dispense with the services of those gentlemen, and appoint
other persons to do this work.

Sir JOHN T HOMPSON. The object is to have al ways
two. At present there is but one, and that is the account-
ant. The assistant accountant is not recognised in the
Act. One of these officers may ho absent from duty or may
be ill, and it may be desirable to have power to appoint
another in his place.

Mr. EDGAR. That is, in place of one of them ?
Sir JOHN THOMPSON. This would enable the Com-

missioners to dispense with the services of both.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Is it the intention by the pro-

visions of this Bill, to dispense with money payments to
members altogether, and only to pay them by choque ?

Sir JOHN TIROMPSON. That is not a necessary conse-
quence of this Act.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It would be most inconvenient
if that course were adopted ; and, if there has been no loss
sustained by the Government in this respect, the present
system should be continued.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. There is no change in that
respect.

Mr. MOMULLEN. Before this Bil is reported, I desire
to refer to a case which bas been mentioned by an hon.
member in reference to the member for West Northumber-
land (Mr. Guillet). A year or two ago, that hon. member
was unseated during the Session; ho drew his full allowance,
less the number of days ho would have to put in from that
time to the end of the Session. A writ was issued, and ho
was re-elected, and then ho drew bis sessional allowance
less the number of days ho was absent. He thus drew two
sessional allowances for one Session of Parliament; and I
think, when we are considering a Bill of this kind, we should
make provision that that should not ho repeated. The hon.
member for Kont (Nir. Campbell), who came here last year,
but a few days before the House rose, was only permitted
to draw for the few days ho was here, anI not for the whole
Session less the number of days ho was absent. What is
sauce for one should ho sauce for the other, and if our law is
so vague as to permit a man to take an advantage of the kind
to which I have referred, and to draw two sessional allow-
ances for one Session of Parliament, there should ho a
change made so that all parties should be treated alike.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The case to which t hon.
gentleman refers, was an exceptional one. The reason for
it was, that there was an extra indemnity voted during that
year. It was the year 1885, when we had the long Session,
and it was the reading of the Members' Indemnity Act,
coupled with the Act granting the extra indemnity, that
gave the extra amount to the bon. momber. Mr. Christopher
Robinson endorsed the decision which was come to, and
such a case could not occur again, under the ordinary cir-
cumstances, when an indemnity is granted.

Mr. McMULLlEN. We are to have another Franchise
Act, and we may sit for six months again. The Govern-
ment bas given notice, every Session, of a new Franchise
Act, and we cannot tell when we may have to sit six months.
We are to have a new Franchise Act this year, and we have
not got to the consideration of the first clause yet; but I
tell hon, gentlemen that, if we are to have a Franchise Bill
this Session, they will not see their homes at.Easter. We
know that the last time we had a Franchise Bill to consider
it was held over until the end of the Session, and we were
asked to consent to a hurried review of ité provisions ; but
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we did not consent to that, and in consequence the Session
was lengthened out to nearly six months.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

EXCHEQUER COURT OF CANADA.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill

(No. 109) to amend the law respecting the Exchequer Court
of Canada.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and House
resolved itseolf into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Would it not ho well to unite

the Chief Justice, say, of the Supreme Court, along with
the Judge of the Exchequer Court, to make these rules? If
there were a court of more that one, it would be different,
but when you have a court consisting of a single judge
there would be more responsibility if the Chief Justice of
the Supreme Court were united with the Judge of the
Exchequer Court. It is a large power to give to one man;
ho bas no one to consult,

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think it would be awkward
to have a judge of another court; but I have no objection
to having some other control. I would be willing to make
it subject to ratification by the Governor General in Council,
or to put in a provision that the rules should be laid before
Parliament and could be negatived ai any time during that
Session.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURTS ACT.
Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved second reading of Bill

(No. 105) further to amend the Supreme and Exchequer
Courts Act. fe said: This Bill involves a principle which I
do not propose to press on the Honse-that is, the principle
contained in the first section, namely, that a judge who sat
on the trial should not sit, or take part in, or adjudicate
upon the proceedings in the Supreme Court. If we had
intended to pass the Bill it would have been necessary to
have proceeded with it with more expedition than has been
observed, because the sitting of the court to which it was
especially intended to apply, has already commenced. I
understand that the necesiity is not so great as I supposed,
and that the opinion of the judges, as to the necessity of
legislation of this kind, is not what I was led to understand
it was. I will not, therefore, press upon the committee the
first clause. I think it would be undesirable to legislate ini
this connection, and thereby disturb the arrangement in
regard to the quorum, except more urgency is showni
The view I understood to be talren was this: that the learned
judge who has recently come to that court, having heard a
large number of cases in the Appeal Court in Toronto,
held that ho should not sit on hearing appeals, and ho
was obliged to sit for the lack of any provision of the law
to relieve him. I have had the benefit of communicating
with the learned judge, and I understand that is not his
view, and that he thinks leogislation of this kind is not
necessary. For that reason I do not propose to proceed
with the firet section. I would not have moved the second
reading of the-Bill except to give the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Weldon) an opportunity to move some amend-
ments which ho desires to have incorporated in the Supreme
Cout Act, and which ho thinks are necessary. I now,
however, move the second section. The facts which led to
the framing of this section are these: Courts are actually
constituted in various Provinces for the purpose of regulat-
ing the assessment of property in thoso Provinces, and it
bas been the practice in two or three of the Provinces of
late years to give those courts, although they are not in the
ordinary sense courts of justice, and although sometimes

they are not presided over by professional men, very large
jurisdiction indeed. In some cases it bas been brought to our
notice that adjudications have been made by those courts in-
volving taxation to the amount of tens of thousands of dollars
a year. There is no appeal to the Supreme Court, by reason
of the fact that those courts are not in any soense superior
courts, and it is provided that there shall only be an appeal
from a superior court, In the North-West Territories we
found it necessary to give a very liberal interpretation in
regard to appeals, and an appeal can be had whenever a
judge of the Supreme Court thinke it proper to allow an
appeal to be taken. The provision made in thie Bill is
intended specially to apply to the Province of British
Columbia, which has established a provincial tax and
authorised an assessment court in which there have been
adjudications icvolving payment by a single company to
the extent of between 860,000 and $70,000 a year. [t is
proper, under these circumstances, that an appeal should be
permitted, and I may say its provincial Legislature has so
far concurred in that view, that they are prepared to per-
mit an appeal from the assessment court, and, therefore, all
that is required is authority to appeal te the Supreme
Court here. I propose to take the view of the committee
as te the amount which shall regulate an appeal.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time, and House
resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. WELDON (St. John). With regard to the second
section I propose to add another clause to that Bill with
regard to appeals from the Court of Probate. Suits involv.
ing millions may come before these courts, and I think it
is very important in these matters, especially as regarde
our Province, that there should bo an appeal in cases before
the Probate Courts. I beg to move in amendment the
words:

(K) Prom any judgment on appeal from a case or proceedings In-
stituted la any court ot Probate in any of the Provinces of Oanada,
other than the Province of Quebec.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. That amendment may be
added,

Amendment concurred in, and Bill reported, and read
the third time and passed.

PAYMENT OF SESSIONAL ALLOWANCES.

Sir JOHN THOAPSON moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee to consider the following resolution :

That it is expedient to provide that there shal be granted to Her
Majesty, out of any unappropriated moneys forming part of the Conroli-
dated Revenue Fund, an annuai sum sufficient to enahFe ier stajesty to
pay the estimated amount of sessionai allowances awarded by law to
senators and %fembers of the House of Commons; and that all moneys
expended for such purpose shal be expended and accounted for in like
manner as moneys are expended and accounted for in respect of the
contingent expenses ef the, ause of omonio aunder the Aet respecting
the Hense of Oemmons as amended by any sub3equent Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRI(GHIT. What s the reason for
thie?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. Th:e is a measure like the one
we have just passed relating to the House of Commons, and
is intended to provide that choques shall bi drawn in like
manner by two officers o the Senate. Perhaps the Bill did
not require*to be preceded by a resolution, but having the
appearance of a measure involving the expenditure of public
money, I thought, to avoid any objection, we had better
proceed by resolution.

Motion agreed to, resolution considered in committee,
reported, and concurred in.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 120), to amend chapter 11 of the 1evised Statutes,
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intituled.: "An Act respecting the Senate and House of
Commons."

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

BILLS OF EXCH ANGE, CHfEQUES AND PROMIS.
SORY NOTES.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 5)
relating to bills of exchange, choques and promissory notes.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. LAURIER. Before we take up this Bill, I would

once more cat the attention of the hon. gentleman to the
objections raised on this side of the flouse, yesterday, to
going into this Bill at all. I do not know whether the bon.
gentleman will be as obdurate to-day as he was yesterday,
but I must say, at the rate we progressed last night, it will
take three or four days more to go through with this mea.
sure. The hon. gentleman wiuld do well to consider the
propriety of postponing it until next Session. Though the
Bill is an important one, we can well go one year longer
without it.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I think we made very sub-
stantial progress with the 13ill last night. ln two hours we
pased twerty clauses, and very valuable assistance was
given me by members of the House. I am not so obdurate
as the hon. gentlemian's remarks would imply, but I am not
yet prepared to abandon the Bill. I do not tbink we have
arrived at such serious difienlties that they cannot be re-
moved. I will, however, promise toe consider the represen-
tations of the hon. gentleman and consuit my colleagues.

Mr. LAURIER. There is no intention>to criticise the
Bill in any hostil.e spirit. I only speak from the point
of view that, even with every desire to assist the hon. gen.
tieman, it must take stili a very long time to go through
with it, and, ait Ibis time cf ihe Sussion, time is valuablc.

Sir JOHN THOMPSON moved that the Committee rise
and report progress.

Committee rose and repor ted progress.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.
(In the Committee.)

Pensions payable on account of Fenian Raid .$3,086
Sir RICHARD CAR E WRIGHT. In this I see there is

an increase in the shape of a pension to Mr. James Bryan,
amounting to 8109.50. That requires explanation, seeing
that it is now 20 years since these Fenian claims accrued.
low does this occur now for the first time ? What are the
circumstances which induced the Government to recom-
mend this pension at this distant date ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I am informed that James
Bryan is a regular pensioner, but he was not paid last year
because the department could not pay him without the
regular voucher, which he did not send in.

Sir RICHARD CAhTWRIGHT. What is the amount of
his pension ?

Sir ALDOPHE CARON. 8109.50.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose he was paid

for last year ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yese; that is true.

Veterans of War 1812. .......................................- .... $3,150

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the average
age of those old gentlemen? Speaking generally, it cannot
be voryfar short of 96 years apioce.

Sir'JoN TUompson.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have been endeavoring for
some years to ascertain the average age, and it is rather
doubtful still.

Oompensation to Penusioners in lieu of land..... .... ....... $1,800
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Can the hon. gentleman tell us

anything in reference to the pçeion awarded by the de.
partment to Sergeant Valiquette ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Sergeant Primat Valiquette,
No. 4 Company, 65th Battalion, entered theactive militia
at about the age of 18 years and was 22 when he, left, with
his battalion for the North-West, 2nd April, 1885. Was
most robust. Had never been sick, Wages between $1.50
and $2per diem, ail went to his father. On the march from
Beaver River to Fort Pitt, 37 miles marched in one day, 25th
June, 1885; took sick with gastric enteritis of whioh he
died on the 4th July, 1885. His father, Antoine Valiquette,
is 58 or 68 years old. He is unable to work since 20 years,
on account of chronie asthma. His wife is 50 years old,
manages ail the affairs of the family, and works outside
for their living. Children. 4 girls, 16, 18, 20, 22 years; 2
boys, 12, 14 years old. Ali with father and mother working
the best they can, but family is poor and at times has been
depending on public charity. Board (4th March, 1887)
recommended pepsions as per sections 15, 16, 17 of Order
in Council of the'8th July, 1885. Father; half widow's
pension, that is, $51.33 per annum, and a pension at the
same rate to the two boys until they attain the age of 18,
and a pension at the same rate to the three youngest girls
antil the age of 21. Then, in regard to the case of Ryan,
I have this : Gunner John F. Ryan, No. 2 Battery,
Montreal Brigade Garrison Artillery, enjoyed good health
up to 23rd May, 1885. When at Regina, he was seized
with symptoms of acute bronchitis which resisted treat-
ment owing to unfavorable weather. The patient growing
worse was admitted to the hospital on the 13th June, 1885,
improved there, returned to camp and fell ill again. He
was discharged and arrived in Montreal on the 29th June,
1885. He is now permanently disabled-tubercular dis-
ease of the lungs. Cannot follow hie ordinary occupation
as a moulder nor any heavy work. Was paid up to the 31st
July, 1885. Has no means of support except his parents.
Married man, wife 26 years old ; he is now 28 years old; no
children. His salary was $10 to 612 per week whea working.
The Board (26th October, 1885) recommended that he be put
in the second class, Regulation.Orders 1009. By Order in
Council of the 21lst January, 1887,,the widow wat granted
an annual pension of $68.44, being the ,three-eighths of a
daily pay of a gunner during twelve mpnths, and, as it wae
afterwards found that she had a daughter, the Minister of
Militia and Defence had an Order in Council passed (23rd
August, 1887) granting to Mary Elizabeth Ryan, the
daugâter in question, a pensionof $14.60 per annum, being
calculated at the rate of one-thirteenth of a pay of a gunner.
Paragraph 7 of General Order No. 14 of the 19th July, 1885,
contains two scales, of pensions, first in the case of a soldier
killed in action or who died f rom wounds received in action,
and second in the case of a soldier who died from, iliness
which can be,traced to exposure in the active service. This
last scale is the lowest and applies to both Valiquetie and
Ryan, but &rs. Rygn'o question was caleulated upon the
rate of pay of a gunpg,, whilst, that of7Valiquette's father
on sergeant's pay1-at the rate of half the pension given to a
widow; and the brpthprs and sisters of Valiquette reoeived
the same rate of pension as per Paragraph 16 of General
Order 12,214.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What change has been made in
the amount awarded to Valiquette last year?

Sir ADOLPlE CARON. There is no change.
Mr. JONES(Halifax). Last year exception was taken

$ the fact that thedepurtment had awarded to V.iquette
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more than it had to Ryan, and even more than the man
himself received when he was in the service; and, further,
that it had awarded to members of the Valiquette family
who were brothers and sisters, and not children, a pension.
The Minister then, and the First Minister, also, agreed with
the views which were expressed from this side of the
louse that that appeared to be irregular and should be

looked into.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It has been looked into, and

this is the report which I have read. That shows that
Valiquette was paid as a sergeant under the Order in
Council, and the other man was paid under the same Order
in Couneil, according to the rates fixed to be paid to a
gunner.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the sum total
paid to the Valiquette family ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The amount paid to the
Valiquette family was entirely contrary to law. By the
rules and orders the family of his brothers and sisters can-
not receive any pension from Parliament, and the amount
awarded to them is in excess of his pay during the time ho
was in the service. The Minister promised to bring down
a report last year on this point, and ho brought down
nothing more than the report which is read to-day. When
the discussion took place it was so generally concurred in,
and appeared to be such a ridiculous departure from the
rules of the department, and appeared to be such gross
favoritism, and so contrary to law, that the First Minister
said that it should be looked into.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I will repeat again to the hon.
gentlemen the amounts which were paid to the Valiquette
family upon the Order in Council which was passed.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That is not what we want.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. As I make it, over

$300 are paid to Valiquette's surviving relatives.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I will give the hon. gentleman

the figures which have been reported to me as being the
amounts paid. The father gets half a widow's pension,
$51.33 per annum, and a pension at the same rate is paid
to the two boys until they attain the age of 18, and a pen-
sion at the same rate to the three youngest girls until the
age of 21, all the pensions to date from the Order in Coun-
cil. The brothers and sisters are treated in the light of
children.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Under what authority ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Under the authority of the

Order in Council, and under the authority of the regula-
tions which were laid down.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). No; no.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I beg your pardon. It was

considered that the family were exclusivelydependent upon
the work and labor of Sergeant Valiquette who was kilLed.
The matter was tried by the Commission, like every other
pension claim, and the Order in Couneil was passed upon
the report of the Commission which I have just read.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here you pay, not to
the wife, not to the widow and the children, but yon pay
to the father, to the brothers and sisters of Sergeant Vali-
quette, $319 a year, if I have made the addition correctly.
Another man-not in the anme rank, it is true, a privato
gunner, while the other man was a sergeant in the same
regiment-another man dies leaving a wife and child, and
she is only to get 898 dollars a year The objection was
taken from both sides of the House, not altogether in making
a liberal provision to Sergeant Valiquette's relatives, but
to an extravagant disproportion. It did seem to us, and in
spite of the explanations, it seems to me still, that to give
$98 to a widow and child, and to give $300 to the brothers

100

and sisters and father, is.a very extravagant difference, far
more than the difference in rank between the two, or the
income lost by the death of either of these parties, justified.
The hon. gentleman will know that, according to his own
statement, Gunner Ryan was in receipt of, I think, 810 or
812 a weck, that is precisely the same income that Vali.
quette was receiving, 81.50 or 82 per day; so that ihe
losses to the family of Gunner Ryan were quite as great as
any possible loss that could be sustained by Sergeant
Valiquette's death, and the widow and infant child are,
presumably, not as well qualified to support themselves as
the brothers and sisters of Sorgeant Valiquette. The father,
the hon. gentleman states, was quite depondent upon his
sons, but the brothers and sistors were of reasonable age.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Lot me read the paragraph:
" Paragraphe 7 of General Order No 14, of 19th July, 1885, containe

two scales of pensions; first, in the case of a soldier killed in action, or
who died from wounds received in action."

This is Valiquette's case-
" And, second, In the case of a soldier who died from illness which eau

be traced to be from exposure in actiual service."
The last scale is the lowest, and applies to both Valiquette
and Ryan, but Mrs. Ryan's punsion was calculatod upon the
rate of pay of a gunner, whilst that of Valliquette's fat)her,
on sergeant's pay, at the rate of half the pension given to a
widow; and the brothors and sister of Valliquette riceived
the same rate of pension as por paragraph 16 of above
quoted General Ordors.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIG1T. I hardly think para-
graph 16 involves that. It soems to me that Mrs. Ryan
should get more.

Mr. McMULLEN. I soe the pension list bas been
inereased since last year by the sum oft 2,275. What is
the cause of that increase ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I remember that it is strictly laid
down in the Act that no pension cari be granted under
authority of that Act, to tho brothers and sisters of the
party, but in this case we have granted a pension to the
brothers and sisters of Valiquette. It was discussed very
generally in the House last year, and the hon. Minister, as
I have said beforo, promised to inspect and report, but
there was no report except bis own statement of the case.
Whon that was very fully discussed hure Sir John A.
Macdonald said:

" I think the circumstances mentioned by the hon. gentleman require
some investigation. I will undertake that the matter shahl be fully
invostigated."
Now, the only investigation the hon. gentleman appears to
have undertaken, is to repeat the sanme explanation that ho
gave us last year, which was no explanation at all. I say
that he had no authority under the law to grant these pen-
sions to the brothers and sisters of Valiquette, and that ho
exceeded his authority and transgressed the laws in so
doing. The hon. gentleman will have to give some botter.
explanation than tbat before ho can satisfy this House on
that subject.

Sir A.DOLPHE CARON. I consider that regulations 16
and 17 warrant the action that was taken. I nca state that
the cases now under discussion came before the Board and
had every consideration nas to the facts. The matter came
before Council, and aun Order in Council was passed, and
the cases were taken into consideration, one being that of a
sergeant and the other that of a gunner.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is strictly laid down that if
there is a daughter or brother living there shall not be a
pension given, and in one of these cases there was a brother,
sister and father living.

Sir ADOLPH E CARON. The regulation has been
carried out.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). But the father was living.
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. But the Governor in Council

is able to consider the special circumstances of a case.
Although the father was alive, ho was reported to be
absolutely dependent upon the earnings of Valiquette, and
by his death the father was deprived of his livelihood,
and it was considered that under that provision and under
clause 17, after the report was made by the Commission,
that Sergeant Valiquette's family were entitled to the pension
mentioned.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). It is distinctly laid down that
the department cannot give a pension in such a case. It
is an improper act and an unlawful exercise of the Minis-
ter's authority. So much is that the case that the First
Minister declared last year that he would have the matter
investigated. The Minister of Militia has been unable to
afford any other explanation of his action than that fur-
nished last year, when the First Minister, as I have said,
thought it was such an extraordinary proposal that he
would have the matter looked into.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I fail to see anything impro.
per in what has been done. It is stated by the regulations
which have been passed by Council that, in instances where
the regulations do not meet the circumstances of an indivi-
dual case, those circumatances may be specially considered
by the Governor General in Council. I have told the hon.
gentleman as frankly as possible the nature of the report
made by the Board on the circumstances of Sergeant Vali-
quette's family. All the details came before Council, and
Council decided that under clause 17-of course there must
be some one to judge what the special circumstances are-
and on the report of the Commission, they would grant
the pensions.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Those children were not orphans,
for they had brother and father living.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The brother is young and
unable to render help.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I regard this as a highly impro-
per and illegal procceding, and it was so considered at the
time the promise was made by the First Minister that the
matter would be investigated. The result is that these have
been made permanent charges on the pension list. I
protest against this action, and I think those hon. members
who take an interest in this question should mark their
sense of what has been done. I am quite willing that any
man who was unfortunate in the services of bis country
should be rewarded as the law provides, but I am not
willing to allow the Minister of Militia to interpret the Act
to suit himself, which ho bas done in this case.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I have not.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). I repeat there was been an impro.

per exorcise of authority.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the hon. gentleman

has so interpreted the law that the amount received by the
family is in excess of the a.tual earnings of the deceased
when in public service. Surely that cannot be an exact
interpretation of the law.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was the exact
pay of a sergeant per day ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The pay of a sergeant, 75
cents; of a gunner, 40 cents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the sergeant
would have been in receipt of about 8280 per year?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And this sum is $319?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes; but the hon. gentleman
is not considering the question fairly. If the man had been
alive ho would have been receiving a much smaller pension

Mr. JoNEs (Halifax).

than the united pensions which were allowed to his mother
and bis sisters and brother. The individual pensions
granted to each are very much smaller sums than ho would
have got himseolf, while altogether they make a larger sum.

Mr. LAURIER. Does the hon. gentleman pretend that
if a case does not come within rule 17 it might be oconsidered
by the Governor in Council as to whether it was a favorable
one in which to grant a pension or not ? I understand the
hon. gentleman to find bis authority in rule 17, that it
authorises him to look into the special circumstances, and
if the special circumstances appear to him favorable,
although the case could not fall under any other rule, ho
would in such a case grant a pension.

Sir ADOLPH E CARON. The hon. gentleman is asking
a question that is answered by article 17. It states that if
the regulations do not meet the circumstances of an indivi.
dual case, those circumstances may be considered by Coun-
cil upon the report of the Commission stating that
certain circumstances existed in regard to the possibi-
lity of the father or mother earning a livelihood for their
children. These matters would come up in connection with
the case, and it would be considered by the Governor in
Council. The only interpretation that could be given to
clause 17 was that the Governor in Council could jadge of
the special circumstances of thecase, and if Council decided
that a pension should be paid, it would be paid.

Mr. LAURIER. I am not familiar with these rules, but
rule 17 seems to eho very wide, and very liable to be
abused. It appears to be left optional with the Minister to
consider whether there are special circumstances in a case
or not, and if, in bis opinion, there are special circum-
stances which are not covered by any rule that warrant a
pension being given, it is granted. The rule is a very wide
one.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My authority cannot ho ques.
tioned under that rule; but, of course, the rule itself can be
attacked.

Mr. LAURIER. I repeat that I am not sufficiently
familiar with the rules to say whether the Minister has gone
too far or not, but ho should not ho placed in a position
where ho is liable to exorcise the full authority given by
that rule.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. member says his
authority cannot ho contradicted. I beg to point out what
the law provides. It says:

" The sisters collectively of the officer or soldier killed in action or
dying of wounds received in action, within twelve months after such
wounds, without leaving widow, legitimate child and provided there
be an orphan or orphans without surviving brothers."

Now these were not "orphan or orphans," and they had
a surviving brother. Both of those circumstances placed
them beyond the consideration of the department. The
Act further says:

" And mainly depending for support on the officer or soldier deceased
may under special circumstances to be determined by the Minister of
Militia, be granted an allowance equal to half of the rate of the widow's
pension.,,

Sir ADOLPHE CARON.
go on and read section 17.

If the hon. gentleman would

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I have not it here.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Well, that is jast it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That is the rule.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is not the rule; that is
clause 16. We will allow the item to stand over.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Very well, let it stand over until
I get my authority. I have sent into the Library for it and
could not get it.
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Mr. O'BRIEN. I wish to say now, becanse I may not

have an opportunity of doing so when this matter is up
again, that I was in this House when the matter was
brought forward last year, and I certainly do agree with
the member for Blalifax (Mr. Jones) that this would
primd facie appear to be a gross case of injustice. I do not
think that the Minister of Militia bas at ail improved on it
by his explanation. I know that a pledge was given by
the First Minister, that this matter would be looked into,
but this Session we have the same injustice repeated. It
does seem a most monstrous doctrine that a man's family
should be allowed a larger amount than ho could earn if ho
were alive. That makes the pension system ridiculous, and
what emphasises it is that the Minister of Militia refused a
pension in a case where the facts were all in favor of
granting a pension, on a technical rule, whereas in this
case ho stretches the technical rule and, as I believe, goes
beyond it in order to justify a pension in another case. IL
seems like a gross case of favoritism, and it appears to be
an extraordinary thing that in one case the rule should be
stretched even beyond a technical point-where in another
case, when all the facts were in favor of the technical rule
being superseded, it is not donc. I think this item should
not be allowed to pass.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There was another case
in which explanations were demanded and also promised last
year, that was the case of Mr. Swinford, of Winnipeg. He was
killed in action or died from disease contracted on the field,
I do not know which, but at any rate his father received a
grant of $732 a year. Captain Brown was killed in action
and his widow received a pension of only 8259 a year. Now
I call the attention of the Minister to what would appear
to me to be a most extraordinary decision of the Board, viz.,
that the widow of an officer killed in action, of superior
rank, only received $259 a year, while the father of an
officer, of inferior rank, was assigned just three times as
much I cannot sec that the explanationr that we have got
appears to me to justify the Board, on whose recommenda.
tion the Minister acted, in deciding upon those different
amounts. There certainly is an extraordinary difference
between the case of a widow and the case of a father sur-
viving a son, even though the son had been, and I suppose
ho may have been, largely assisting in the support of his
father. In that case, alseo, an explanation should be given to
the House.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON, I remember the circumstances
perfectly. I have the report of the Board by me, but 1
have not the explanation.

Sir RICfHARD CART WRIGHT. We want the explan-
ation.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I cannot explain anything
more than what the Board lays before me. Ail these pen-
sions were granted without any reference to the Minister.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. gentleman
will allow me the point was taken last year, and the reason
that the discussion passed over for the time being was that
we admitted that the hon. gentleman was not acquaint.
ed with the facts, but we thought there was a clear
discrepancy in the decision of the Board, and that the
Minister should give reasons for this extraordinary action
on the part of the Board. These rossons we expected the
hon. gentleman would provide to-day.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentleman will
allow the item to pass, or to stand for the present, I will
give all the explanation that I can get, from the report
which has been made to me, that is aIl I can produce.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We wanted you to get
the full particulars.

Mr. JONIZ (Halifax). We wil let this item stand.

Sir ADOLPHEE CAIRON. I will get full particulars and
give them to the hon. gentlemen.

Pensions on accounts of Rebellion to North-West
Mounted Polioe, k................ .$1,324 91

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). In connection with this item, I
must express my regret that the Minister of Militia has not
seen his way to make a provision for the mon who per-
formed useful services to the country in 1837. I called the
attention of the House to this matfer a y car ago, and I think
that then I did not receive that satisfaction from the First
Minister which I thought I ought to receive. I notice, Sir,
that a case has been rolated whore a man had been in ser-
vice, and had caught cold, through which ho got bronchitis,
which rendered him unfitto perform his manual labor, and not
boing able to provide for his family the Government gave
him an allowance. I have a caso exactly similar to that,
of a veteran of 1837. I know that it is a disputed point
botween the Dominion Government and the Local Govern-
ment as to the responsibility of giving justice to those mon
who served in 1837; yet it is very unfair, in making
provisions for the veterans of 1812 und for those who served
during the Fenian Raid,that you should not componsate those
who served in 1837. It is not for me to say who was at
fault on account of that robellion, but we know that
there was a rebellion, that the citizens were called out and
ordered to go to the front and serve their country. No
doubt some may have gone unwillingly, but thoy took the
field, and they should bo componsated for any disabilities
they sustained while on duty. I hold that it is an injus-
tice to thoso mon that thoy should not be com-
pensated, whother it bo tho Government of Ontario, or
Quebec, or the Dominion Government that is responsible.
These mon were true and loyal. It does not concerii me
now whother the rebellion was justified or not; ail I ask is
that simple justice should be done to those mon who
served the country faithfully, many of whom received in-
juries which left them cripples for the remaindor of their
lives. I can well understand that the First Minister might
not wish this question to be brought up; I can under-
stand that there are many who would not wish to have re-
called to their minds that time whon the people in thoir
desporation rose in arms for responsible government, and
tried to overcome those who were oppressing them. We
might perhaps say that thosewho rebelled ut that time were
justified; but whether it was right or wrong, those who
were called out to put down that robellion ought to receive
consideration at the hands of the Government, and as the
Government are now so generous in being roudy to pension
everybody who comes along, oven those who are well com-
pensated at the present time, 1 say it is thoir duty to
consider the cases of those unforturiate mon, who, through
difficulty, privation and noglect of their lamilies, went to
the front and assisted in repressing the robellion, which,
perhaps, was instigated by those who had charge of the
administration of tho affairs of the country. I regret cx-
ceedingly that the Minister of Militia bas not been able to
suggest some scheme for granting to these mon that justice
which they have been demanding. It is quite indifferent to
me whether they belong to one class or the other, whether
they were forced to go to the front or went freely of their
own accord. I say they ought to receive the consideration
of this House, and so long as I have a seat here and have
an opportunity to call the attention of the Government to
the tact that these mon have claims, so long will I continue
to raise my voice in the interest of those who are entitled
to justice.

Mr. FOSTER. Hear, hear.
Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I believe they have been denied

justice since 1837. My hon. friend says, "hear, hear." I
will guarantee that, if he had served the country half as
faithfully as these mon have done, and anything happened
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to him, we would find an item in the Estimates which would
enable him to luxuriate for the balance of bis life. But
those true and loyal citizens of Canada, who have served
their country faithfully, and did their duty as well as the
Minister of War has done, are to receive nothing, while ho,
forsooth, is to be knighted, honored, and respected. I say
it is a burning shame and disgrace to the Dominion of
Canada that these poor men shoild bc allowed to romain in
that position, without a si'gle effort boing made, or a single
proposition being presented to the flouse for affording just
recognition to these men for their services. Sir, I would
advise the First Minister to put off bis pensions to the
Mounted Police in the Noih-West, and do justice to these
poor old unfortunate men who aided in putting down the
rebellion that very likely ho had a little band in instigat.
ing. I appeal to the House to grant the justice to which
they are entitled.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I congratulate my hon.
friend on bis speech. I hope it will be caretlly reported,
and it will do him a good deal of good in bis county, which,
I have no doubt, was his object in being so very eloquent.
The difficulty in this case is that the Daminion of Canada
had nothing to do with the rebellion of 1837, and that is a
point the hon. gentleman must consider. He says he is not
going to decide the question wbether those who rebelled or
those who put down the rebellion were right. But the hon.
gentleman said that those who put down the rebellion and
suffered so much in doing so, ougbt te be pensioned; but
do you not think that the others who took arms to defend
the liberties of the people ought to be pensioncd as well ?
I think theb hon, gentleman niust see fr'om what ho is say-
ing that the rebels and those who put down the rebels
ought both to be pensioned; and corsidering the stato of
our finances, in consequence of the enormous extravagance
of the present Government, I think the Exchequer would
not stand paying pensions to both sides. Thon, I
would ask the hon gentleman to consider for a mo
ment the rcbellion in Lower Canada, where i think
there were more rebels than there wero men employed to
put the rebellion down ; we would have to pension them
also-both sides. I think economists, like my hon. friend,
who are so much against superannuations and pensions,
would find their hair standing erect, like men distrait, if
they found that we were going to pension all the rebels
and those who put them down in both Upper and Lower
Canada. But, joking apart, theso matters belong to the
Provinces where those unfortunate events tcok place. If
there is any reward to be given to those men who fought
on one side or the other, the Province of Ontario, which
was not then joined to the Provinces of Lower Canada, must
attend to its own soldiers; and so in the Province of Quebec.
Then, we must remember that on several occasions the
voluntees in the Maritime Province were called out and
did service on the fiontier, not only in 1S37, but also when
there was great danger of war with the United States.
They would all have claims, but their claims must ex neces-
sitate call upon the different Provinces to which they
belonged when they were called upon.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I must congratulate the Premier
upon bis high appreciation of what ho considers to be the
duty and responsibilities of a representative in this House,
as shown by bis insinuation that I ought to get this speech
reported and distributed through the riding I have the
honor to represent, as it might do me a great deal of good
there. Sir, if such base and sordid motives influence the
hon. Premier, I give him to understand that these men
bave rights; they have a just claim against their country;
and if he is induced to act for the purpose of makinrg him.
self popular in the country, and dieregards what is honest,
and right, and just to these men, such motives do not influ-
ence me. Sir, we bave a duty to perform bore higher than

Mr. WILsON (Elgin).

that, and I am satisfied that there are few in this House
who would take the responsibility of speaking, and having
their speeches reported in Ransard, if they were influenced
by such base motives as a desire of gaining a local
popularity, regardless of the ust rights of those who
taithfully, honestly, and valiantly defended their country.
I can hardly expect those were the motives inflaencing the
First Minister. Many cf these men I know were ·of the
hon. gentleman's own leaning, but I guarantee that after
they have heard the remarks the hon. gentleman has made
here, they will feel it their bounden duty in the future to
refuse any longer to suppoit a man who treats their just
claims in the flippant manner in which the hon. gentleman
has treated them. These men have just claims and the
First Minister knows this. Let him twist any way he likes.
By no light jesting can he possibly remove the impression
from these men and the country that they have just claims
which should be considered.

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

After Rocess.

IN COMMITTEE-THJIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Supreme Court of the
Independent Order of Foresters.-(Mr. Jamioson.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Union Railway Com.
pany.-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

SUPPLY.

Houso again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Pension to Mrs. Gowanlock............................ $400
Mr. BARIROIN. ln regard to that item, it will be remem-

bered that last Session the House voted a pension to Mrs.
Gowaniock, which was unanimously consented to by both
sides. I am informed that she has not yet received one cent
of that pension. She naturally complains of that, and I
think we should know why it is that she has not reeived
the money.

Mr. FOSTER. I will make enquiry in regard to that.
Mr McMULLEN. I made some erquiries as to the large

pension of 84,724 which appears to have been paid to one
family under the bead of Mounted Police.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is my hon. friend right
in saying that $4,700 is paid annually to one family ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This sum is in different items for
gratuities and pensions.

Mr. McMULLEN. I wanted to know on what basis these
graluities and pensions were granted.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. This is not in my department,
and the Prime Minister has promised to get the information.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Has the item been carried ?
The CHAIRMAN. No; it stands.

Brigade Majors, salaries, transport expenses, &e......... $15,100
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This vote brings up a question

in connection with the staff who are doing duty in Ontario,
and I wish to eaul the attention of the Minister of Militia to
the fact that he has recently amalgamated the Brd and 4th
Military Districts, and that in those districts there are only
two staff officers, Col. Straubenzie, the Deputy Adjutant
General, and Col. Lewis, the Brigade Major. These dis-
tricts extend from Bowmanville east to the provincial line,
and include about 6,000 volunteers, scattered over a very
large tract of country. The Deputy Adjutant General
is occupied most of the time at Kingston, where he is em-
ployed on boards, and on courts of enquiry, and on courts-
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martial, and I believe he is unable to give that attention to
the duties of the district which is necessary. Very mach
the same was the case with his predecessor, Col. Villiers.
As the result of this the regiments in that district are not
visited and inspected with that regularity and frequency
which is expected ; and, as a matter of fact, for years past
there has not been the regular inspection of arms and
clothing which is required by the orders and regula-
tions. I submit to the hon. gentleman that ho should
appoint another staff officer for these two districts. At
present there is practically only one staff officer
who is available for the purpose in that extensive district,
and I think another brigade major should be appointed
there. When I state that the rifles and the arms and ac-
coutrements in that district are not inspected as they should
be, and that there is Government property which is not
looked after with the regularity which is required, I submit
that the Minister should look into the matier, and, should
not, from any false motives of economy, say : I wiIl not
appoint another staff officer there; because I believe the
House would willingly vote the money in order to have the
Government property, which should be under the care of
Government officers, efficiently looked after. I know many
cases where the arms are in such condition that they should
ho called in and repaired ; and there is nO use, as we all know,
in putting in the bands of our volunteers arms in which the
locke, whon they are taken out to the batte, are so aseless
that the men cannot fire with them.

Mr. GUILLET. I endorse and corroborate everything
which has been said by the hon. member for Frontenac
(Mr. Kirkpatrick), as to the pressing nocessity for another
staff officer in these districts to look after the proper con-
dition of the arms and accoutrements of the men. In ail
the other districts in the Dominion there are two staff
officers in each, while in this case there are only two for
the two districts. I do not understand on what ground this
can be justified. There are just as many men in the service
in each of these districts as in the other districts of the
country, and I do not understand how it can be expected
that the work ean be looked after by only two officers.
The result is that the work is not done, and serious damages
are resulting to the equipment of the different regimente.
Pressing representations have been made to the Min-
ister of Militia by every member representing those
districts, and I am sure that a change is urgently needed ;
and, if it is of any importance at all to have the arms pro-
perly looked after, the change should bo speedily made.
I can assure the Minister of Militia that the matter requ ires
his earnest consideration in order that ho may find a rem-
edy. The fact that the brigade major, upon whom this
duty devolves, lives at Brockville, makes it necessary that
when ho doos, once a year, or less frequently, visit the other
district, he has to travel a long distance and at considerable
expense. Therefore, on the score of economy the woi L
could be done much cheaper if another officer was appointed,
or at least, without much additional expense, as a large
portion of the expenditure for travel would be saved. I
hope the Minister will take this matter into his favorable
consideration and have the appointment made.

Ammunition and manufacture of small arm ammun-
ition at the aartridge Factory at Quebec, cloth-
ing and military stores.................. ............... $200,000

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I think we will have to ask the
Minister to let that stand to-night. We want some infor-
mation about that, and we want to discuse it at considerable
length.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Wellylet it stand.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I think it would also be well
to hold over the item relating to the Royal Military Col-
lege, for I shall have considerable to ay upon that,

Sir RI[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was going to suggest
to the Minister that this item of clothing and groat coat,
and the item of the Royal Military Collego stand over. I
know there will ho a long discussion on both.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I would like to ask the Minister
of Militia whether the Deputy Adjutant General at Kingston
has requested the appointment of an assistant of the staff ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Heretofore I have had diffi-
culty to keep down the expenses of the staff. Hon. gentle.
men who take an interest in militia matters, have told me
time and again that it was far better to reduce the staff
and give the amount thus saved to the rank and file, and I
have tried to comply with those suggestions. Now, as soon
as the staff is reduced in one district, hon. gentlemen in
Parliament who, no doubt, know the locality where they
live, are subjected to pressure to have deserving offlcers
appointed to those positions. Occasionally gentleman come
to me and ask that the staffb b incroased. We cannot pro-
perly admit that the service is not sufficiently carried out
as it is. The Deputy Adjuttant at Kingston is one of the
most efficient officers that we have in the service. 1 cannot
tel the hon. gentleman if ho bas made any representation
to that effect ; if he has, lhe did so to the Major General, and
it bas not come before me. But I cannot at all admit that
the service is not efficiently carried out with the pre-
sent stff ii those districts. To-day the facilities for travel-
ling from one place to another are very difforont to what
they were a few years ago. There are railways in every
direction, and it is much easier now than formerly for
officers of the staff to perform their duties. Until I am
convinced that it is nocessary to increase the staff, 1 cannot
recommend any change.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. How often have the different
company armories been inspected within the last five years
in that district ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The hon. gentleman who is
much more of a military man than I am, would, 1 think,
find it very difficult, the question being put to him, to
answer with mathematical exactitude how many times
those armories have been inspected. That they have been
sufficiently inspected is clear from the efficiency of the
service, otherwise orders would have been sent to the
inspector to inspect thm.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Will the hon. gentleman ascortain
that from his department and bring down the information
before concurrence ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes.

Public armories and care of arme, including pay of
storekeepers, caretakers, storemen and armorers. $60,000

Mr. BARRON. I do not think there is a weaker spot in
the whole managemont of the department than the care
given to the arms throaghout the country. My informa-
tion comes from all quarters that the care and custody of
the arme are such that rifles and guns, when taken out oc.
casionally, are absolutely useless. I had occasion lately to see
some gentlemen in Peterborough who gave me the inform-
ation that, by reason of' the policy pursued by the Minister
of Militia, in regard to the volunteers in that part of Ontario,
no care whatever was taken of the arme, They complain
that proper accommodation has not been given, and they
lay the blame entirely upon the department. Now, It is
perfectly nonsensical to my mind to go to an enormous ex.
pense in having a militia force, and to find the arme insuffi-
cient when occasion may require to use them. I, therefore,
think that more attention should be given to the care of
the arme, and that the Minister should se. that throughout
the country such care is taken of thom as that they may be
useful whon uouauion arises,
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think the experience of the

past has sihown that when we required to use the arme,
they were found to be in very serviceable order. When-
ever we were called upon to draw upon the resources of the
department, we found the arms were in very good order.
But I must admit frankly that all the arms which we have
in the Dominion of Canada are not in perfect order; but I
claim that for the amount of money which Parliament has
put at the disposal of the Militia Department, everything
possible has been done to keep the arme in proper repair.
Some complaints eoccasionally come in after a camp, that
certain stands of arms are not in as perfect a condition as
tbey might be, but it must ba remembered that we have
the most experienced armorers all over the Dominion, men
brought ont from England and placed at large centres like
Toronto, Quebee and Halifax, and the arma are at once sent
to them to be repaired. Of course that takes some little
time; but hon, gentlemen on considering the amiount of
money voted by Parliament, will, I am sure, be sufficiently
fair to admit that with the amount voted it is impossible to
do any better than has been done in the past and is being
done now.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I called the Minister's attention to
the fact that the armory in Chatham, belonging to the 24th
Iattalion, is in a very bad state. I have already called the
Minister's attention to it, and he promised to look in'o it.
I trust it will not be forgotten. I am told that had it not
been for the caretaker removing the arms to another build-
ing, which he rented, they would have been rendered en.
tirely useless. The account he had rendered for the rent of
the building, however, bas not yet been paid, and I should
like to learn from the Minister why it has not yet been set-
tled.

Sir ADOLPIE CARON. I promised to look after the
arme and the repairing of them, and I have given instrue-
tions accordingly. I made no promise, however, in rcgard
to paying rent. The hon. gentleman knows that we pay a
cer tain amount to companies for looking after the arme. Of
course, I will look into the matter. I cannot say whother
it is a special case or not. If so, it will be treated as a
special case, but, judging at first blush, I should imagine
t hat the arms should have been taken care of by the captains
of companies who received a certain amount for the purpose.
I will ascertain how the matter stands.

Mr. CAMPBELL. The account has been rendered for
some time, but bas not been paid.

Mr. TROW. I understood the Minister to say that the
arma were everything that could be desired in regard to
efficiency. Judging from our past experience I should doubt
whether such is the case. If the arms are so satisfactory
and the ammunition is uneatisfactory, surely the latter
should be looked after as well as the arms themselves.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. In justice to the Minister of Militia
I should say that, from all the accounta I have received, the
ammunition made at the cartridge factory at Quebec, is as
perfect as it can be made. The riflemen of the Domi i n
support my statement that it is botter than any ammunition
imported from the old country. There were great complaints
in respect to the ammunition turned out from the cartridge
factory at first, but I have had some dealings with riflemen
all over the Dominion, and from ail sides I receive reports
that the ammunition made this year bas been as good as can
be manufactured ; in fact, that it has reached perfection.

Mr. PRIOR. I endorse what has been stated by tbe hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick). We have tried
this ammunition in British Columbia lately, and we have
found, without doubt, that the ammunition manufactured by
the Canadian Government is far ahead of any we have ever
had from Great Bi itain. No doubt there was a time when
it was very bad, but, I believe, that at the present time, it
is as ood as can posibly be made,

r. BAZIL,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I want to know
roughly how many thonsand stands of arms are under
the care of the storekeepers at the varions armories ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is very large. We have
depots at Toronto, Quebec and other cities where arma are
issued to the militia force; but beyond those corps we have
large depots of arms at the different centres. I can procure
fron the storekeeper at Ottawa a correct statement, if the
hon. gentleman wishes it. The whole force of Canada is
armed, and that would be about 40,000 men. Outeide of
that number we have depots at Quebec, Toronto, Kingston
and Halifax.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What are the arme?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Most of them are Snider.

Enfield and Martini.Henry.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In what proportion ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The proportion of the Snider-

Enfield is much greater than the Martini-Henry.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like the hon.

gentleman to bring down a statement showing the number
of stands of arms in serviceable condition, distinguishing
the number of Martini-Henry and Snider.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). And add the cost of each.
Sir ADOLPHE CARON, I will bring it down.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman

stated the number of men at 42,000. Am I to understand
that that is the number actually enrolled at the present
moment, or is it the number when all the companies are
filled ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think the actual force is
about 34,000 men.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I notice in the Auditor General's
accounts an item of 820,676 for transport. That seems to
be a large sum.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The transport is carried out
by tender, and it forms the most expensive item in connec-
tion with the camps. Every general who las been out here
has advised us to have these camps of instruction for the
rural companies, and I should be very sorry to see one dis-
appear. I think they do good service; but the conveyance
of the troops from one point to another runs away with a
good deal of money. The items are sent in and can be dis-
cussed in detail, but the amount is large I admit.

Improved Rified Ordnance. ........ $3,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many guns eis
that intended to buy ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Not very many. I wish we
could have a larger number brought out every year. It is
intended to purchase two 64-pounder rifle guns with stand-
ing carriages to cost £300 sterling each, including freight
and transport, from England. These guns are intended for
the armament of fortifications. Every year we are trying
to get ont a few of these guns which are considered of the
first importance, in so far as arming the fortifications of the
country is concerned.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I ask that question
because I desire to know whether the Government bas any
scheme or plan for protecting our seaboard. IL occurs to
me that 64-pounder guns would be very little better than
pop-guns as against an ironclad squadron which might pos-
sibly bear down on our seaboard, either on the Pacific or
the Atlantic. I am not very familiar with the power of
penetration of the modern rified ordnance, but I have seen
some of those first-class ironclads, and I cannot conceive it
possible that the 64-pounders could produce the smallest
possible effeot on them at any imaginable range that they
might oSe within,
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Sir ADOLPRE CARON. I must admit they are not the

most improved ordnance, which, as my hon. friend knows
are very expensive. The question of the defence of the
country bas been given to a commission, which will report
to the Government, and when the report is made it will be
easier to explain what the policy of the Government will be
on that point. It would bardly be prudent for me to give
any opinion until the report of the experts composing the
commission is made to the Government.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. I am quite aware tbatit is not within the power of the Government, on a vote of
$3,0!0, to obtain arma that would be of any effect against a
hostile fleet. If that be the case, is it wise to expend our
money on these 64-pounders ?

Sir A DOLPHE CARON. The report of Colonel Irwin
who is Inspector of Artillery, as well as the report of the
General, agree that those guns are valuable for our pur-
poses. It is considered that if we buy a few of those guns
every year they will very much improve our defence.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Might I ask the Minister of Militia wbat
bas been the result of the experiments carried on by Captain
Pallieer with regard to the rifiing of some of our old guns.
Have those experiments been a success or not ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We entered into a contract
for remodeling the guns, but it was not as satisfactory as
we expected. The firm which we gave the contract to for
the experiment got into difficulties and we could not carry
out the experiments.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Did the plan itself succeed ?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The plan was reported as a

good one by General Strange.
Mr. O'BRIEN. If it is practicable to turn our old guns

into modern ones it would be better than importing second
class guns from England.

Construction and Repair of Drill Sheds, &o.*.....$75,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where does the hon.
gentleman propose to expend this 875,000. I suppose it is
for the construction of drill sheds.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes; and for repairs to military
property. I can give the hon. gentleman the details of the
amounts which is to be distributed over the Dominion.
London, $500 ; Toronto, $1,700; Kingston, 816,920 ;
Ottawa, 82,277; St. John, P.Q., and Montreal, 83,970 ;
Quebec, 819,625; Fredericton, 84,115; Halifax, $385; Win-
nipeg, $3,872; Victoria, $650; Charlottetown, 8940.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man propose to construct a new drill shed at Kingston ?

Sir ADOLPIHE CARON. I may explain to the hon.
gentleman that in Kingston and Quebec, where we have
large military establishments, the; cst of keeping them in
repair la very much greater than in other places where we
have not such establishments.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then, this is for
repairs?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Yes, this is for repairs. Any
amounts for new buildings will be found in the Estimates
of my hon. friend the Minister of Public Works.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I would ask the hon. Minister
if he proposed to add an hospital to the Royal Military
Collage at Kingston, because I believe that it is a very
necessary building in the college. If we are to have young
men thera we ought to have proper provision made for
thom in case of illness, and we ought te take stops to see
that they are properly taken care cf.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. Any amount for a building of
that nature would have to ho provided for in the Estimates
by my hon. friend the Minister of Public Works.

Mr. McMULLEN. We bave a company at Mount Forest
in my constituency, but we have no drill shed. That com-
pany bas been in existence a number of years, and I am
rather induced te make an application on its bebalf after
hearing the reply the Minister made te my bon. friend from
Kent (Mr. Campbell). I quite agree that in order to care
for military stores it is necessary that there should be an
armory. Some years ago we had something that answored
the purpose, but it bas not been in proper condition for a
number of years, and a portion of the town hall has been
used for that purpose, but it is not at all satisfactory, as thore
are not proper opportunities for drilling. That company
bas had a vory good record, and I would like something te
be done te secure it a drill shed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thatwould cause the ex-
penditure of money.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We do not generally give a
drill shed for one company, but there is an Order in Coun.
cil applying te all sncb cases, in whioh itl i stated that if
the locality gives a lot and contributes a certain amount of
money, the Government will contribute a certain portion of
the expenditure. I shall be very glad te send the bon.
gentleman a copy of that Order in Council, se that hoecan
see if it is possible te apply it te the case ho montions, and
we can then talk the matter over together.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I would say, in reply te the remark
of the First Minister, that the hon. gentleman bas never
failed teobe kind to bis political friends, and I can assure
him that ho bas a number of friends there who would ap.
preciate a drill shed. If ho happened te come around thera
in his car "Jamaica " at any time, we bave not a building
large enough te accommdoate'those who would wish to hear
him. I am sure that if we had a drill shed, thoy would be
glad to hear him, and I would bave no objection at all to
his coming.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I shall have te
use the language of the bon. member for East Elgin (Mr.
Wilson)-to think I would be influenced by such base and
sordid motives as to erect a drill shed for my friends.

Mr. TROW. I hope when the Minister of Militia is
considering the subject of drill sheds ho will not forget
what promises t obe the greatest railway centre in the
Dominion of Canada-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Where is it ?

Mr. TROW. The city of Stratford. Our drill shed is
out of repair, and our volunteers have to go te other quar-
ters to drill.

Mr. BARRON. I hope when the Minister sends the
Order in Courncil ta ome gentlemen on thisB ide of the

Mr. CAMPBELL. I notice in the list which the Ministerj ouse, ho will net forget me, becanse in my riding there
of Militia has read that ho bas made no provision for thei et elw
town of Chatham. I hope ho has not forgotten that. iB celebrated as peseming a university of which the bon.

gentleman bas ne doubt heard. I refer te, the village of
Sir ADOLPHE CAIRON. I promised the hon:.gentle- Cobccouk; and I bave ne donbt that place is entitled te a

man to look after the drill shed at Chatham and 1 mean todrill shed as much as;somo other places te which the hon.
do so. The amount needed for that purpose will be taken gentleman bas grantod money for that pnrpe3e. But I
out cf the vote cf 822,000 for drillshedsand rifle ranges. jut want te wai the remarks cf Colonel Straubeuzie r e
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garding Peterborough in reference to the matter I spoke of
a few moments ago. He said:

" I found the rifles much out of repair and have ordered them to be
sent to Kingston for repairs. This corps is also under grest disadvant-
ages in having very bad armories. A plan for a new armory has al-
ready been submitted and which I hope will meet wilh the approval and
sanction of the Honorable the Minister. There is great espit de corps in
this regiment, and officers and.men are deserving of encouragement in
a substantial form."

That beurs out the private information I received, and I
think the Minister of Militia ought to give this particular
item his constant attention.

Permanent Forces and Oavalry and Infantry School.,$484,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGHT. How is the hon. gentle.
man effecting this reduction of $38,700 ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If we establish a cavalry
sechool in Toronto, we shall not require the whole amount
this year, and there is a small amount remaining unex.
pended from last year. I hope to be able to keep within
the reduced amount in the Estimates.

Mr. DENISON. I did not quite understand whether the
Minister said that the reduction was on the cavalry school
at Toronto or not; but if it is a reduction of the expendi.
ture for permanent schools, I am rather pleased to see it,
and I am in hopos that it may be transferred to the credit of
the militia in goneral. The sum of $38,000 would ba suffi.
cient to drill a great many more rural battalions which
have in past years been eglected for want of funds. I
think there is no expenditure in the country which would
be more cheerfully granted than a sum to drill all the rural
corps every year; and 1 hope the Minister of Militia, if ho
strikes this amount out of this item, will use it for general
militia purposes. While on my feet, I would like to say a
word orltwo in reference to the schools. Under the present
arrangement no person can enter one of these military
schools without being either an officer of the force or a pri.
vate. I think it would be in the interest of the militia of
Canada, if we reverted to the old system which we had in
force some twenty years ago. Then i was possible for a
gentleman to enter a school as a sort of cadet and get his
certificate, and on bis passing out ho received the sum of
$50, failing ho got nothing. This enabled him to pay for
his board during the time ho was in school, and on leavirg
ho had quite as good a knowledge in almost every respect
as a man leaving one of the existing schools. But what do
we find now ? If a young lad desires to get a certificate
from the school, ho bas either to go to the expense of getting
a uniform on obtaining a commission, or else to put on
a private's uniform and go into barracks, where ho will
have to associate with those who belong to the permanent
force. It is not always desirable-I need not point out
why-for young lads to be thrown into a barrack room
along with men older than themselves, who sometimes con-
tract habits which are not very good. Under the old sys-
tem numbers of young fellows went through the schools,
got their certificates, and, having acquired a tate for soldier-
irg, afterwards joined the militia as officers or otherwise;
and, even though they did not find their places in the
militia, it was a great advantage to the country to have a
large number of men who were drilled sufficiently to take
command of companies or battalions in camp or barracks.
At present there are only the two classes. If they go into
the ranks, they are taught the duties of non-commissioned
officers or privates. What we want is to have mon with
certificates in the country, so that in case of trouble in the
]and, they could be given commissions and could drill the
yeoman of the country. I see that Col. Smith, who com-
manda No. 1 District, has made some very practical remarks
in this connection. He says:

" For many years to come car militia must be our main defence, and
it should be placed on the beEt footing possible both as to efficiency and

Mr. BAox,

numbers, but numbers or corps rather than numbers of men. If we
bave a large number of well organised and expansive bodies, they eau
be rapidly filed up when the need arrives, but it is a difficult task to
organise the bodies in the case of danger."
These remarks are somewhat in the lino of the argument
I made in this House last year in favor of our militia being
increased. I then advocated an increase of 100,000, and I
hope still the Government will see their way clear to
having a c.onsiderable increase. I would like to have sore
opinion from the Minister of Militia as, to what he consi.
dors can be done with reference to the idea I have thrown
out, of allowing the mon to obtain certificates in the schools
without having to live in barracks as offcers or privates.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. There is a great dealin what the
bon. and gallant colonel from West Toronto states. The
great difficulty at present is to get qualified officers for our
rural battalions. If we bave qualified offlcers and good non.
commissioned officers, it is easy enough to get the men, as
there is plenty of martial spirit in the country, and in time of
danger any number of volanteers can be got. But what we
are deficient in is competent officers sud non-commissioned
officers, and it is to train these that the schools were estab-
lished. Do the schools fulfil that duty ? Well, the officers
and non.commissioned officers who go through the schools
are very well trained, but we have not a sufficient number
going through. I have tried to find ont why it is that the
officers and men from the rural battalions hesitate to go to
these schools, and I find the reason is the expense. First
of all, they have to provide themselves with uniforms, and
thcn they have to provide mess uniforms. It is not neces-
sary under the regulations to provide the latter. I believe
they can wear their tunies, but they do not, as a rule, care
to go to mess in buttoned up tunies, and they like to have
this mess uniform which costs a great deal of money. Then
they join the mess,which adds to their expense, so that parents
object to their sons going to these schools on this account
and on account of the danger the cadets run of contracting
idle habits while living in barracks. I believe if the men
attending the schools were allowed to board outside, and to
attend their drills during drill hours, there would be a
botter attendance. It would be botter if the compulsory
attendance was done away with, and the officers could go
to these schoos without being compelled to remain in
barracks. Mothers do not want to send their young sons,
from 15 to 18 years of age, just when they foot this martial
spirit and want to qualify for a commission to barrack life,
but prefer to send them to board with friends where they
might be looked after and to whom they could go home at
night. If that system were adopted, we would have a larger
attendance in the schools and a more useful military force
than at present, for if we can get plenty of competent
officers and non-commissioned officers, we can get the mon
at any time.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It would not be practicable
to carry out the scheme suggested by the hon. and gallant
colonel from Toronto (Mr. Denison). The schools are not
numerous enough, and we can only train men who go in for
the long and the short course. There would be great diffi-
culty in maintaining discipline if those attending the schools
were not bound by the regulations of the militia force of
Canada. As to what the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) has said about the expense of living in bar-
racks, I do not see how it could be possibleto give proper
training te thoeMilitia men in the batteries and infantry
schools if they were not obligod to live in barracks. One
of the important branches of their studios is the internal
economy of a regiment, and they can only learn that in
barracks. As to the uniform, there is no reson why there
should be expense. A man wears the uniform of his corps,
no matter to what branch of the service he belongs, so that
really I do not see any very great expense incurred. As
to the lose of time in barraoks, judging by the reports wO
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have, the men who follow the course are kept busy pretty
near all the time. The hon. member for South Oxford bas
asked me the details of expenditure incurred in the different
schools and batteries of the Daminion. First. there is ai
Lieutenant Colonel commanding, pay of 8-1 a day; allow-
ance, Inspector of A'tillery, S1.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was asking in refer-
ence chiefly to the bon. gentleman's proposed reduction, and
as ho had taken a vote for 8522,700, I want to know the
total expenditure incurred on those services last year.

Sir ADOLPIE CARON. Last year we expended $431,.
983. A deduction of $30,700 bas been made in the amount
of the total estimate for the forts. This, however, does not
imply any proposed roduction in the numerical strength of
the artillery, cavalry, and military schools, as at present
ordered.

Mr. DENISON. I entirely disagree with the hon. the
Minister of Militia in bis remarks. I attended one of these
schools some 20 odd years ago, and I know the discipline of
the men while in theschools was just as good as it is in the
schools to-day, the onJy difference being that instead of the
cadets going to barracks at night and sleeping there,
they went to their homes or boarding bouses. And during
the daya when they had theirordinary duties to perform and
to learn the interior economy of the force, they went with the
officer or non-commissioned officers, and obtained a know
ledge of that interior economy as they do now. The only
difference was that, instead of sleeping in barraeks each
night they slept in their own quarters, and I do not see
why there should be any difficulty in regard to the number.
At that time four or five non-commissioned officers wore
told off from the regular army, as they could now be told
off from the schools, and they formed the staff of the school.
They did the drilling, ard that was ail that was required,
and what is done now. At that time they generally had in
the Toronto School 200 or 300 ut a time, while now I be-
lieve they never have more than 50 or b, if even that
number.

Mr. BARRON. I cannot speak of rny own knowledge in
regard to the discipline to-day, but I know from my own
experience that the remarks of the hon. member for West
Toronîato (Ilr. Deni>on), as to thbe past are correct. When
I went throu.h a military school, I went to my own l>ig-
ings at night, and I know that during the day the military
discipline was thorougtbly carried out, and no fault wa- evur
found with it. The bon. member for Frontenac (gr. Kirk
patrick) has referred to the necessity of baving additional
competent officers, and that seems to be the view Of the
Major General, who say ain bis report:

"One thin g necessary ib au incre.ase eof corupeteat officers with a view
to the discipline and efficiency of the force. t

I would ask the Minister of Militia whether ho has taken
any stops to carry out that recommendation. We import
the Major-General at great expense from the old country,
though I think that is unnecessary, because we have just as
competent men bere, but, if we have him bore, we should
carry out bis recommendations.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. We are carrying out every
year the recommendations of the Major General by training
each year a larger number of competent officers in ouIr
schools. The Major General does not attack the present
system. but says that the number of competent offiýers1
should be increased, and we are doing the best we cari
through our schools to get a greater number of competent
officers.

Mr. PRIOR. Before this item passes, I desire to say a few
words as to "C" Battery, which is now stationed in British
Columbia. I am sorry to see that the Minister of Militia
bas not seen fit to place an amount in the Estimates suffi-
cient to complote the barracks for that battery.
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Sir ADOLPHE CARON. That does not come under my
Estimates. That is under Publie Works.

Mr. PRIOR. It is now some years ago since we were
promised the advent of that battery, but we had almost
given up all hopes of seeing them when at last theyarrived,
and we were very glad to~welcome our brothers in arms
from the East. At that time there wore no proper barracks
for them, and there are not yet. The only place which was
at all fit to receive them, even for temporary accommodation,
was what is called the agricultural hall, which is not at all
suited to the purpose for which it is now boing used. lt is
simply a board shed, battened. When the weather is good,
as every one knows it always is in British Columbia in the
summer, it is ail well enough, but in the winter it is alto.
gether unfit for the purpose of barracks. The battery
arrived in Victoria in Ootober, 1887, and 1 think it was in
December, 1887, that the Minister of Militia paid us a visit,
and inspected "C " Battery and the local militia. At a ban.
quet which was given to him there, the hon. gentleman
stated to those who were prosent that ho had bought a site
for the erection of the barracks, that a contract had been
let, and that the barracks would be comploted at once. No
doubt the hon. gentleman meant what ho said at the time,
but his promise, like a good many more promises, bas boen
brokon, for up to the present time the only thing which bas
been done bas been to erect three huts for the gunners.
'There are no quarters for the officers, ther e is no cook house,
or guard room, there ara no colls, thero are no married ser-
geants' quarters, no married mon's quarters, no parade
ground, but simply throe huts in the midst of a dense
wood. I do not blame the Minister of Militia, bocause there
may be circumstances over which ho has no control. Last
year ho told us ho was in the hands of the Finance Min.
ister. I trust the Finance Mi niste'r and the Minister of Militia
will put their hoads together and see if they cannot do more
justice to those men, for it is a manifost injustice to treat
thom-as fine a body of mon as can be found in the world-
in the manner in which thy are being treated. I have heard
it said that, if they do not like to put up with it, they can
remign. I do not think any bon. gontleman on the flnr of
this House would make that remark if ho thought of what ho
was suying, because these mon contracted to give their ser-
vices to tbe Goverriment for certain considorations,in the same
way as any clerk who is engaged by a merchant. They om-
tracted to give their services for a certain amount of money
jer day, certain quarters, and certain allowances, which are
all laid down by the rules and regulations of the militia. I
believe those men have faithfully done their duty and have
carried ont their contract, but I regret to say that I do not
think the Governmont have carried eut theirs in this partie-
ular. In regard to the pay of these mon, the officers particu-
larly are laboring under great disadvantages in being sta-
tioned in British Columbia, becauso of the greatdifference in
the cost of living between British Columbiaand tho East. I
have bore a scale of'pricos ofeertain things and of certain ser-
vices rendered which I will not detain the louse by reading,
but this statement of prices was compiled by the contractor
who supplics t he battery with groccries. Ho gives a long list
of the articles which ho supplies, and proves that the prices
paid in British C >lumbiaover the prices paid for the same
articles in the East are from 25 to 40 per cent. more. I have
another list here of services and labor. This bas been com.
iled by a gentleman who lived many years in Eastern

Canada, and has lived five or six years in British Columbia,
and ho knows what ho is talking about. I will mention
only a few of the items. He says that repairs to boots and
shoes cost 100 per cent. more, tailoring 100 per cent. more,
milk 100 per cent. more, cab hire 75 per cent. more, horse
hire 75 per cent. more; and there is another item wbich is
of great importance in a country like ours whore we want
population, and, as ho has a large family, I bave no doubt
ho is competent to speak in regard to it, and that is that
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monthly mnrse charges are 15 per cent. more. I do noti
know anything about that myself, but I am sure ho would
not have put that down unles lie had proved it. I know
that all Imperial officers who have been stationed in Victoria
or Esquimalt have got an extra allowance on account of
the extra cost of living there. I have a letter früm a gen-
tleman who has been for the last two years an Imperial
arny officer, in which ho says :

"DzAR SR,-With reference to your enquiry about my extra pay
while on duty at the station, I have to say that I practically receive
double the pay, over and above all allowances, when on ordinary pay.
There are several precedents of thia recognition by the Imperial au-
thprities, that owing to the high price of everything in the Province,
pome compensation should be made for the additional expenses, un-
avoidably incurred by officers on duty. I think I am correct in stating,
that aIl the officers of the Imperial service, who have visited Esquirmalt
on duty, have invariably been granted extra pay.''
Now, Sir, this is from an Imperial officer who was on
duty at Esquimalt for a long time. I may state that even
the banks agree that their officors should have more. Here
is a letter from the manager of one of the banks in Victoria:

" DEAn Bi,-In answer to your letter of the let instant, I would in-
form you that an allowance pry, $500 per annum, is made to our clerks
while serving the baik in Victoria, to compensate them for the ad-
ditional cost of living here, as compared with Ontario and Quebec."
Now, when you take that into consideration, and also the
fact that the post office officials who are in the pay of this
Government at the present time in British Columbia, are
allowed, I think, 5 per cent, extra for provisional allow.
ances, and also taking into consideration the fact that the
Government have acknowledged the necessity of this
allowance by giving the gunners of "C " Battery an extra
25 per cent. advance on their wages-their wages roach-
ing the enormous sum of 50 cents a day-I think that
when you look at all these facts, you must agree that if it
is necessary for the gunner.s to have that increase, it must
ho far more necessary for the officers to have an increase.
I may say that the officers find that the heavy expense of
living is a great hardship at the present time, owing to
their not having proper quarters. It must be remembered
that they are brought into contact with officers in the Im-
perial service, and they have to keep up a certain appear-
ance; and I do not think any hon. gentleman in this House
would for a moment expect an officer of Canada to behave
otherwise, or live differently, from any officer of any other
country. It is very difficuit to-day for an officer, unless he
has private means, to live on the pay they get from this
Government, and the only way they can do it is to allow
them free fuel, and free quarters and cheap soldier servants.
An officer must come to grief unless he has either the one
or the other; that is the only way ho can get on. I do not
ask you to take my unsupported opinion, but I will refer
you to the report of the general officer commanding the
militia in Canada, in which, reporting to the Minister of
Militia, ho says:

"I hope the barracks for this school will be finisbed next year-"
This is in regard to " C" Battery-

"-as they are ait a great disadvantage at present. I still think that
some addition should be granted to the allowances of this battery as a
.e al case, the general cost of living in Victoria being greater than in
the rest of the Dominion, the addition being in the shape of an allowance
to eover increased oost of messing, and to be regulated by a sliding scale
for the several raniks."
1 am perfectly aware that the officers are allowed a certain
amall allowance at the present time for lodgings, but it is
simply nothing for a place like Victoria. I may alo state
that nome of the married sergeants, and some of the married
men, are living in sheds that were put up on the fair
grounds for the accommodation of the horses exhibited atthe
agrioultural show. I have seen them on a rainy day nearly
drowned out. I do not think this is the right way to treat
our militiamen who are serving the country, and no wonder
thee is a good deal ofgrumbling and many desertions. I will
not take up the time of the ouse in stating what build-

M• 1ao.

ings I think are necessary to be put up by the Minister of
Militia, because I believe that after he has read the reports
again he will do what is right. But I think he ought to give
the men exactly what they are entitled to, nothing more and
nothing less. I have asked him before, I am asking him
now, and I shall continue to ask until he either gives me a
very good reason why ho should not give an extra allowance,
or else yields to our reasonable request. Last summer I was
very glad to see both the members from Hamilton visiting
Victoria, and I hope they will endorse what I bave said as
Lo the barracks. which they visited. I can state without
hesitation that if the Minister will confer with the General
commanding, or with any of the permanent heads, or others
who ought to know, and who do know, ho will find that
they will all agree in saying that it is imperatively noces-
sary that the barracks should be built for that battery, and
that the battery sbould have some extra allowance.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. My hon. friend was rather
severe, I think, when he stated in his opening remarks, that
my promises were made to be broken.

Mr. PRIOR, Oh, no; I did not say that.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think the only difficulty be-
tween my hon. friend and myseif is that he fancies, possibly,
that I may take a little more time than I should in carry-
ing out my promises, but it is certainly my intention to carry
out all the promises I have made to the hon. gentleman.
With reference to the barracks, it is true that the quarters
of the battery at present are not what I should I ke them to
be. As the hon, gentleman stated, I went to Victoria and
selected a site, and I gave orders to commence building the
buts. The Estimates which the Minister of Public Works
will bring down will show that I never considered that what
had been done was all that we intended to do so far as " C "
Battery is concerned. The hon. gentleman speaks of the
expense of living being far greater in Victoria than in Ont-
ario or Quebec. Well, that is an evil which is beng cured
with the completion of the Canadian Pacific Railway, by
means of which communication is easily had with the East.
The difference in the expenses are being reduced every day.
I think it would be a very invidious distinction to make
any difference in the pay between the batteries in the Dom-
inion of Canala. The principle upon which all the military
forces are organi-ed is that the same pay ihail be gven
to all members of the force of equal grade. The hon.
gentleman states that we have made a difference in
so far as the rank and file are coricerned. We made this
difference, that if they carried out their term of engage-
ment for three years they should receive at the end of the
period a bonus of 10 cents per head per diem in addition
to the ordinary payment, or 60 cents. At that time it was
considered an inducement to get some members of the other
batteries who enlisted in "C " Battery, to go ont to British
Columbia. I was very glad indeed to see how well "C " Bat-
tery was rcceived by all the members of our military force in
British Columbia. They were treated as comrades, and the
good feeling Bhown them bas increased cvti ,înce they have
been serving with the ordinary militia in British Columbia.
I think whon the plan which is contemplated id carried ont,
the hon. gentleman will agree that we desire to treat I C"
Battery in Victoria fully as well as any other battery in
Canada. I know very well that they have to put up with
very many inconveniences, but the new barracks will be
so perfect that I hope it will make them forget the little
inconvenienees which they have suffered. I am sure the
hon. gentleman has shown a great deal of interest, he bas
spoken to me time and again about the matter, and I think
ho will find that what Ihave promised to do for " C" Battery,
will be fully carried out.

Mr. PRIOR. The Minister miunderetocd me when he sup-
ed that I said that his promises had been mae to be bro-
. I said that his promies had been broken-there isa
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great deal of difference. In regard to the difference in the 1
cost of living, i may state that although the hon. gentle-
nan says that the completion of thLe Janadian Pacifie Rail-
way bringe down the prices, Mr. Smith, the Deputy Minis-
ter of Marine, told me, after ho had taken a trip down the
coast to San Francisco, that he had came to the conclusion
that it was not a question of Victoria or Vancouver being
the dearest places to live in, but it was a question of the
whole Pacific coast. They are higher, and they will con-
tinue to be higher.

Sir ADOLPHE CAItON. In regard to supplies, we
find that the prices in the contracts for supplies in Britibh
Columbia are about the same as in other districts. I do
not know whether the contractor was so anxious to supply
"«C" Battery that ho reduced his prices, but the contracts
are at about the same prices as in other districts.

Mr. McMULLEN. I see that $28,000 were expended
last year on "C " Battery. $300 is down for six months'
ground rent. To whom was that paid? I was looking over
the place when Ivisited there, and I thought it a very high
rent.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is neot for ground rent. It is
for the barracks which ''lC" Battery are now occupying.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). What amount was appropriated
to " C " Battery last Sessior, and what amount has been ex-
pended to date?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. $50,000 for payment of staff,
officers, men and maintenance, and for the maintenance of
the battery.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Has the total sum been expended ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON I presented a return in answer
to a question put by the bon. member. I think about
87,000 bas been expended upon the new building, and an
appropriation will appear in the Estimates brought down
by the Minister of Public Worke.

Mr, WILSON (Elgin). It is clear that the department
had money with which it could have improved the condi-
tion of "C" Battery. There appears to be noreason why the
work was not carried on more rapidly. Can the Minister
give any reasorable explanation ? If he cannot, the hon.
member had just cause to complain that the men should be
compelled to live in bèrracks such as he described. As to
the question of expenses of living, that is a different ques-
tion ; but the House should know why "C" Battery had not
the amount appropriated devoted to the purpose for which
it was voted.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The sole reason why a balance
remained was that we could not have commenced without a
further appropriation to carry out the work of constructing
the barracks to be put up for the force.

Mr. CHISHOLM. I endorse everything that bas been
said by my colleague from British (olumbia (Mr. Prior),
in regard to the higher cost 0f living in British Columbia.
I desire tooenquire whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to do this year something to'wards fortifying the city
of Vancouver, which is the terminus of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and the port of landing of the Chinese steamers ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I can only answer the hon.
gentleman, as I have already replied to another bon. gen.
tleman, that the question of defence is now being studied by
a commisson that has been appointed, and thei Government
of Canada and the Imperial Govern ment have been in com-
munication in regard to the sme question. I am not in a
position to give the hon, gentleman any further informa-
tion at prosent.

Adlitional Public Buildtag, Otawa .... $90,000
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIHT. What has been spent

on the new public building on Wellington street to date,
and what is it emtimated to cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total amount expended
up to December last is $519,000; balance due on contract
835,000; balance on iron roof $10,000 and so on. When
the building is eompleted it wdil bave cost, including the
cost of land, $714,000. ¶he amount of $90,000 asked for
now will nearly complete the expenditure and we will
require probably only $6,C00 more.

Sir RICHARD CA.RTWRIGHT. As a matterofouriosity,
how many clerks does the Minisiter intend to accommodate
in that building?

Sir HEOTOIR LANGEVIN. I cannot sy as to the
number of clerks, but I cari mention the number of depart-
ments. The basement will contain the Archives and the
clerks connected therewith ; the first fiat or ground floor
will be occupied by the Department of the Interf or; the
next floor will be occupied by the Department of Agricul-
ture and Indian Affairs, and the third floor will also be
occupied by the Department of Agriculture, leaving pro.
bably a few rooms for future occupation. The attic will be
occupied by the models and the officers connected there-
with.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). What was the original contract
for this building ?

Sir HECTOR LAN(EVIN. The contract for the stone-
work, without the iron work, the roof, &c,was 295,000.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Did the Government find the
Stone ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; the contractor found
the stone himself. A sample of stone was furnished to
those who tendered and they were bound to find stone of
equally good quality, to the satisfaction of the chief arobi-
tect.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Wbat are the extra@ up to the
present time?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say that. Contracte
have been given for iron joists and girders, the iron roofs,
the iron staircase, and those are additional works.

Mr, JONES (Halifax). Were they included in the
original contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Have you no extras from the

contractor ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course- the contractor

has a claim for some extras, but they are not settled until
the fluai estimate is made by the chief architect.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). At what do you estimate the
amount of those extras?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say. The con-
tractor did not fulfil his contract within the specified
time, and be gave as a reason that he was delayed some.
time by the architects and by the other contractors, and we
had to use the means named in the contract to put our-
selves in a legal position towards him; that is to say we
protested him. Ris claims will have to be viewed in the
light of our protest, and at ail events, if the question comes
to a lawsuit there will be claims on both sides. I suppose
the contractor will rely on the justice of the department
without going to the courts.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Was it understood in the contract
at what rate the Government would bring the stone for him
over the Intercolonial Railway from New Brunswick to
Ottawa ?
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There was no such condi-

tion made. As I explained last year the contractor made
his arrangements with the Department of Railways as to
the rate for carrying the stone from the quarry at New
Bi unswick to Ottawa. He also arranged the rate with the
Grand Trunk Railway, and I believe also with the Canada
Atlantic Railway authorities.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Did the Government expect to
make any money by carrying that stone from New Biuns-
wick ai $1.bO per ton ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I don't know; I cannot say.

Mr. JOIES (Halifax). This is in the Minister's depart-
ment, and he ought to be able to give as some information
about it.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVIN. I suppose the Department
of Railways, as in any other case where freight is offered,
tried to make a profit out of it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman knows that
the department would not make much money by carrying
it at $1.50 per ton.

section or another
very low; and w
made, the quest
stone was equal t
agreed that it -
arrangements wi
claimed that his c

Sir RICIARD
believe, was trom
from Miramichi,c

Sir HECTOR
New Brunswick.

Sir RICHARD
is, did the Interc
stone from Miram
ton, or was the
travelled on the I

Sir HECTOR
the stone was not
with the authorit

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perbaps so. becuse it
know, because it i

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Would it not be an important cost of this buildi]
point in favor of the contractor, would not the Government, miles, 200 miles c
in tact, ose a large sum of money by carrying this atone Railway, which I
on the Intercolonial Railway at that rate, and would not tercolonial, and if
the contractor get the benefit of it ? If the Stone was car- ibat would amoi
ried here at a considerable loss to the revenues of the coun- mile. I do not s
try ought not that be added to the cost of the building ? rate without loss

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The rate given to this con loss should be add
tractor would be the same as is given to any other con. gentleman's depar
tiactor. The contractor tried very hard to get atone up to sister department
the standard of'the sample in the neighborhood of Ottawa, the quantity that
but the Chief Architect was not satisfied with the speci- Sir HECTOR L
mens produced, and he had to go elsewheie. The contractor tity.
thought that the ChiefArchitect was rather hard with him, Sir RICHARD
and he asked that 51r. Page, the Chief Engineer of Canals, iould ave when
who ias experience in this matter, should also examine the sudv w
atone, but Mr. Page agreed with the opinion of the Chief tha discussed. W
Architect. Finalby they came to the understanding that
the New Brunswick atone was the proper atone, and I think Mr. FOSTER.
eve hon, gentleman will admit that apparently, at all Mr. JONES RH

avery fine the Minister of P
Mr. JONES (Halifax), I do not find any fault with the Last year lie told

atone ; on the contrary, I think it is a very handsome cents a cubic foot,building material. But what I do find fault with ils the the ton, which wo
Government giving out the contract, and then bringing up The Government
this stone at a heavy lors, because any contractor, l ie had atone they brough
known at the commencement that atone was going to be contractor must h
brought up by the Government at $1,50 a ton, would
doubtiess have made a difference in lits offer. I think the Mr. MoMULLE
Minister must see that by such an operation the country is the tender was asi
at a considerable loss and the contractors at a considerable as weil as the quel
gain. Whether that is what the hon. Minister intended or ing it from the qu
not, of course I cannot say, but it looks very like it on the important item.
face of it. mate what it wou.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Was not the original tender sample to Ottawa:
for atune tiom a particular quarry in Albert County ? get a rate from thi

and it, after lie mb
Sir R1EOTOR LANGEVIN. No. They knew from what over the Intercolo

district the stone came, but it was not stated that they railway, that wou
should take it from one place or another. It was stated question settled be
that the stone should be of as good a quality as the sample;
and the contractor went all over the country trying to find Sir HECTOR iL
a: good a stone, so as to avoid the expense of haulage. cations that the s

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Was it to be as good a atone atone equal to the
in qualty ai that obtainod in Albert Couny.? Nova Seotia, New

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was to be equal to the Province or place.
stone bhown. I do not kuow whether it was taken trom one ' rates for carrying

Mlr. Joois (lialifax).

r. The tender was the lowest, and it was
hen the bargain with the contractor was
ion was purely and simply whether that
o the sample, and when the chief architect
was so, the contractor went to make his
th the railway company. He las always
contract was too low.

D ARTWRIGHT. The sample stone, I
Albert County, but the stone itself came

did it not ?
LANGEVIN. I think so. It came from

CARTWRIGHT. What I want to know
olonial Railway undertake to bring that
ichi and deliver it at Ottawa at $1.50 per
81.50 paid simply for the distance it

ntercolonial Railway ?
LANGEVIN. The contract for carrying
made with my department; it was made

ies of the Intercolonial Railway.
CARTWRIGHT. We have a right to

materially affects the question of the true
ng. If this stone was conveyed some 800
or thereabouts being over the Grand Trunk
presume, charged a bigher rate than the In-
f it was brought here for a $1.50 per ton,
unt to one-sixth of one cent per ton per
appose it was possible to convey it at that

to the country, and the amount of that
[ed to the cost of the building. The hon.
rtment may not be responsible for it, but a
is. las the hon. gentleman any idea of
was brought up?

DANGEVIN. No; it was a large quan-

CARTWRIGHT. That information we
a the Intercolonial Railway items come to
ill the Minister of Finance take a note of

I will take a note of it.

alifax). It is curious to find how little
ublic Works knows on some occasions.
us that this stone, was brought up at 12
with somethi»g under 12 cubie feet to
uid make the cost about $1.44 per ton.
must have lost heavily on every ton of
t over the Intercolonial Railway, and the
ave gained correspondingly.

N. I would like to know whether, when
ked for, the question of stone was settled,
stion of the rate to be charged for convey-
arry to OLtawa That would ho a very
A man in tendering would probably esti-
Ild cost to bring a certain stoce like the
from the quarries, and ho would probably
e railways before putting in his tender;
ade bis contract, he got the stone carried
niai Railway at a considerable loss to the
ld be so much to his credit. Was the
efore or after the contract was made ?

A.NGEVIN. It was stated in the specifi-
uecessiul tenderer would have to provide

sample exhibited at the office-nothing
stated whetber ihat stone should be from
Brunswick, Quebec, Ontari o or any otber

There could be nothing done about the
the stone, because it was not known
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where the contractor would find a stone of the required
quality. Therefore, no preference was given to any one,
but everyone who tendered was on the same footing. The
successful tenderer bas complained repeatedly that the
atone ho had to furnish cost him delivered bore much more
than ho ever thought it would cost. But ho had to furnish
a atone equal in quality to the stone given as sample.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I cannot understand how any con-
tractor could give an intelligent tender under those cir-
cumstances. He bas a sample of the stone provided and is
called on to tender, without having the slightest informa-
tion as to where he is to get the stone. Certain information
should be given to tenderers as to where lhey are to find
the Stone, so that they might enquire as to the cost of
quarrying and freight. If ho went into the question of
freights on the Intercolonial ho would find that ho could
not get a quotation of one-sixth of a cent per ton per mile,
because the road cannot possibly carry freight at that price.
I suppose this was a part of the great international trade
which the bon. the Minister of Finance referred to in his
Budget speech.

Amount required for construction of Port
Arthur Harbor and for Kaministiquia River $133,000

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. What is the condition
of the works now ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is a revote of $43,000
and , new vote of $90,000, and it is for the completion of
the works in Port Arthur Harbor and of the improvements
in Kaministiquia River. The amout due the 22nd Novem-
ber, 1b88, on the breakwater was $30,000. The probable
expense on the three sections was $30,000 ; during 1888-Si
it was $15,000. Amount due 22nd of November for dredg-
ing the Kaministiquia River, $7,000. The total amount
expended up to July, 1889, from November, 1888, was
854,580.

that might have been a very good thing for us for the time
being-the work in l1ifax would have been placed on the
same footing as the works in other parts of the Dominion.
When the late Finance Minister was in Halifax, during a
discussion in relation to this dock, ho gave bis opinion that,
if these works were assumed by the Government, if the
Quebec dock was assumed by the Governnient, the Gov.
ernment would also assume the Halifax dock, and I believe
a representation of that character was made by the late
Finance Minister to the Government of the 'Iav. The Gov-
ernment however did not apparently favor the view which
the thon Minister of Finance entertained, and we thon ap-
plied to the Government to loan us the money on the same
terms on which they were loaning it to the city of Quebec.
We expected at that time to pay the interest, which I be-
lieve the city of Quebec never did, so it would have been a
safer investment; but, when the Government changed their
policy and took the dock off the hands of the corporation
of Quebee, I think they were bound in good faith to take
the Halifax dock on the same terms and to relieve Halifax
from the charge which I admit we voluntarily assumed
in Order to obtain the construction of the dock there.
That being the case, I do not feoo very kIndly dis-
posed to the expenditure of these sums for docks
in other parts of the Dominion, unless the Minister .an
give us some indietion that the Government will carry
out their general policy and relieve us to that extent. It
would only make the arnount 820,000 a year, instead of
$10,000 for the twenty years, and the Government would
not have to assume the whole cost of the dock because that
is being buit by a coýmpany with English capital, but it
would releve thoe taxpayers of lHalifax of tho 810,000 they
now contribute, aid which I think the Governrinent are
bound to assume in order to place us in the same position
in which they have placed the other parts of the Dominion.
Last year I brought this matter to the notice of the Gov-
ernment, and I shall nover rest content until the Govern-

Kingston Graving Dock............. ..... $124,000 ment do justice to the city of Halifax in this respect. I
Mr. JONES (Halifax). What will be the total cost ? think the hon. the Minister of Public Works, with that

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $350,000. Len th, 280 sense of right and justice and fair play which bas charac-
i C to A 0NGeV wiN $35000, 720. Length terised his publie career-as some people say, and I have

nothing to say to the contrary-will admit that the case I
entrances, 48 feet. That will be sufficient for the largest have made entitles us to be placed in the saine position as
vessels that ply on the lakes. Quebec, Kingston and British Columbia.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I have no objection to the Gov- Mr. MULOCK. No doubt the case is very much as it
ernment building a dry dock at Kingston, as they have the has been placed before the House by ie enior member forMilitary College there, and as it is represented by the leader Halifax (Mr. Jones), but I feel that the case is not yet
of the Government, and as the majority is not very large, complete, and in order to lay the views of the people of
and as there are other considerations of the same kind, but Halifax properly before the Government, I think the state.
I do object to the Government making this class of public ment should be supplemented by the junior member forworks Government undertakings in all Provinces except Halifax (Mr. Kenny).
Nova Scotia. There are noue in New Brunswick yet, it is
true, but the tide falls so much there that they do not Mr. WELSI. I quite agree with the remarks of my
require a graving dock. li British Columbia, the graving hon. friend behind me (Mr. Joncs) in roference to the
dock is a Government work. In Quebec, the Goveinment Halifax graving dock. The people there have put their
have relieved the city from their liability, and now they bands in their own pockets, and that is a thing which is
propose to build a graving dock at Kingston, and all these not often done in the North-West, or in British Columbia,
are urder control of the Government and are managed by or on the St. Lawrence. The G >veinment have had to
them. It may be quite proper that these works should be assume the debt of the Harbor of Quebec, and the debt of
of that character. I am not objecting to that so much, but Montroal, and the debt for the rivers. I hope the suggestion
what I do object to mcst strongly is that, while the Govern- of my hon. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock) will be
ment are taking charge of these public works and assuming board by my bon. friend the junior momber for alifax
all responsibility in connection with their contruction and (Mr. Kenny). I know ho loves Halifax and loves fair play,
maintenance, in Halifax we have to pay 610,000 a year in and I have no doubt ho will go in for letting Halifax take
order to get a similar work. It is quite true that the Gov- ber share of the public plunder. Coming to Prince Edward
ernment are paying $10,000 a year for a certain time towards Island we are coming nearer home. I assure the House
the construction of that dock in Halifax, but thtt is nothing that we are starved out in Prince Ed ard Island in the way
at all compared to the amount they have assumed and are of piers and barbors. We want a graving dock badly. Will
incurring in the city of Quebec, in the Province which the you believe me? There was a dredge boat repaired in
Miniter of Public Works ko ably represents in this House. Charlottetown. She was on the north side of the Island
I venture to think that, if the Minister of Publie Works and got damaged and she was ordered round, and there was
had come from Nova Scotia instead of from qucbec-and no graving dock there, and, instoad of taking lier to Picton
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where there is a slip, they took her into Charlottetown and oontribution, we shall also have to cat upon the Imperial
they built a slip for the purpose of repairing her there. Government. So far as the action of this Governmont ij
Will you believe me when I say that the cost of repairing concerned, all that Halifax asks is that she shall be treated
her huIl was $12,600, while the contract for building that in the same way, and on the same ternis as other places are
dredge new was only $7,000 ? There is a nut for my lon. treated. We ask no favor, but we ask fair play.
friend to crack. You laugh, but the taxpayers will remem- Mr. BARRON. I wish to draw the attention of the
ber it. Let my hon. friend take a note of that if he pleases, Minister to the circumstance that whie he is repairing the
and let him answer that, if ho pleases also, when ho has the dam at Bobcaygeon at a cost of some $15,000, we want a
opportunity. When we reacti the harbors and rivers of dock there for the repair of steamboats, and while this work
Prince Edward Island, I shall have more to say. The is going on it would be a good opportunity for building this
Government of this Dominion are bound to take the harbors dock. It can be done by lengthening the piers, there being
and piers of Prince Edward Island off the people, and they a natural bottom. It can be done at an expense of one orhave not done so. What is the re ult? I see that the organ of two thousand. If it is not done by the Government it must
the Government, or some other organ, bas published a speech be done by a company to which I belong, and, of course,
made by the Conservative Prime Minister of Prince Edward that company would have to ask the other boat owners to
Island in which he says that the six members for the Island y whenever they want to have their steamboats repaired.
are blocks of wood and the Senators are no botter, because Now is a good opportunity to do this work at a very little
we do not get the piers taken off by this Government. expense, and as it is very necessary, I think it should be

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whenever a Senator dies, done at once.
you will make a very good peer. Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The matter mentioned by

Mr, WELSH. I think you will have to come down to the hon. gentleman is not under my control. I think that
the Island again. You found it a very good place when when the item for railways and canais comes up, ho will
you did come down, and if you will come down again, find that the Government has not lost sight of that matter.
I will undertake that we will cure you again and will make
it a very pleasant place for you, and when you come back, Oape Tormentine Harbor, N.B .............. $6O,000
you will be gnashing your teeth and will say it is a shame Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is a revote. The total
that the Minister of Public Works does not do this. Now, cost, when -the work is completed, will be $197,000. This
you come down with me and I will be bound we will get vote is for carrying on the harbor works during the fiscal
some benefit out of you. I wiil be happy to do ail I can to year, and to afford wharf accommodation at Cape Torment ine
make your vibit pleasent. 1 will take you around and show in connection with the terminus of the New Brunswick and
you your piers, and you will come back gnashing your Prince Edward Island Railway. It will permit this route
teeth, and your piers, too; and you will be ashamed the being utilised as a means of communication between Prince
moment you stand up in the flouse and utter a word. I am Edward Island and the mainland.
bound to say that you will come back a wiser man, if you Mr. JONES (Halifax). I se that the Minister in hisdo not come back a botter man, but I will guarantee that
you will enjoy yourself. Now, the Minister of Public Works report montions the fact that the first contractura have
is laughing, I hope ho is taking note of that dredge, because failed te prosecute the work, that fresh tenders were called
if ho don't, we will dredge him as sure as he is a living for, and a contract liad been entered into fr the completion
man. Will you believe me, Sir, last summer the people of the work. Perhaps ho would tell us what the first con-
came to me with long faces, and I said: "What do you tract was, and what the second contract is?
want ?" "Well," they said: "We cannot ship our pots. Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The contractors were
toes, there is no wharf, and we don't know what to do;'' Strong & Perkins, and the amount of their contract was
and I had to pull $ out of my pocket to help put the Gov. $13 1,f69. The new contractor is Edward Murphy, and the
ernment piers in proper order. Why, Sir, my pay bore amount of the contract is $169.907 for the same work.
would not permit me to do that. There are a great many Mr. WELSHIC I have got a little to say about this har-
more things that I could tell you, but I do not feel inclied bor. The Almighty nover intended that a barbor should
to now. When the time comes, I will dredge the Minister be built there, or he would bave made one. Now, I would
of Public Works a little more. like to know from the Minister of Public Works who

Mr. RKENNY. It seems that the hon. gentlemen opposite asked for the pier. No one in Prince Edward Island. I
take more interest in the junior member for Halifax than I want to tell him that the Almighty has made some very
ever gave them credit for doing. I regret that I did not fine harbors in both Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island,
bear all the remarks that fell from my hon. colleague. I There is the harbor of Pugwash, represented by my hon.
have no doubt that he said something against the Govern. friend from Cumberland (Mr. Dickey). There is also the
ment, I arn quite sure he did, and I am quite sure that barbor of Shediac, New Brunswick, right opposite Sum-,
was the prime object of his speech. It sooms that the merside, a capital harbor. There is a narrow neck of land
subject under discussion is the expenditure on the Kingston which, for winter crossing, is very good when they utilise
Graving Dock, and that my hon. friend and colleagne took it. This harbor would be for about three months in solid
that opportunity of reminding the Minister of Public ice, aud therefore it would be of no use in the winter. This
Works that we are building a graving dock in Halifax, vote has beu bore for two or three years, and every con-
and that the city of Halifax bas contributed from its own tractor has failed in carrying out his contract, and the
funds a portion o£ the money necessary to build that very harbor has not been built. If it goes on in this way,
much needed work in order to complete the winter port of it won't be built for some time, and the public money
the Dominion. We all know that the Dominion Govern. will be expended. Well, it will accommodate the railway
ment contributes so much by statute towards the construe- of my hon. friend fron Westmoreland (Mr. Wood). It
tion ot these graving docks, and that any community, or may do some good, I am not going to cry down the work
any company, or any association, requiring additional aid of my hon, friend from Westmoreland. He bas changed
must supplement it themselves. In this instance the dock is the titie of that railway, and he bas got Prince Edward I.
completec from a fund derived from subsidies to which the land into the name of bis railway. It was called the Cape
Imperial Government, and the Dominion Government, and Tormentine Railway, but h lias applied for a new charter,
the city of Hlalifax contribute ; and I suppose that if we and now ho calls it the Prince Edward Island Railway. I
caRed on the Dominion Govermnent for a portion of the have brought this harbor up ever since I came to this
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House; money bas been voted for it, but the work has not
been completed, and it bas been a failure. I a'k this Com-
mittee, what is the good of having this bybor completed,
unless there is a proper connection made ? The neit vote
should be to form a harbor at Cape Traverse. Tbey have a
wharf there now, but nothing can go to it.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). This is for a wharf.

Mr. WELSH. You know nothing about it. Thore is
not a man who knows more about where it should be built
than I do, ard I say they are building it in the right place.
If the Minister of Public Works is in earnest about this
matter and wants to complete the scheme, why does e not
construct a harbor opposite to where the connection has to
be made ? Why does he not have a vote passed for a harbor
opposite Cape Tormentine, where there could be a summer
route and a ferry carrying mails and passengers a distance
of eight or nine mites from Cape Tormentine to Cape Tra-
verse ? It is proposed to expend money for a harbor on
the New Brunswick side, but nothing is given for a barbor
on the Island. And yet it is made to appear as if it was
done for the benefit of the Island. The Government know
well that if they intend to carry out this scheme they
should insert $100,000 or $150,000 in the Estimates to build
a barbor opposite the railway at the connection with the
Island. If any bon. gentleman will look at the map they
will see that at Tormentine there will be a very safe and
good harbor, with from twelve to thirteen feet of water
when completed; but what good will it be unless there is
one built opposite ? Prince Edward Island never asked
for this barbor to be built. If I ask for $500 or 81,000 to
improve the harbors of Prince Edward Island it is refused
or a decision is postponed. I can prove it and I will prove
it by-and-bye. And yet I have presented prayers and
petitions from the people. I say to the Minister that if bis
prayers when he goes to bed at night are not attended to
better than are the prayers of the people addressed to him
he will get drilled by-and-bye, and will have to suffer. i
present petitions from the people, and I come back next
Session and find they have not been attended to. I am, how.
ever, going right along with this matter until the Govern-
ment come down with a firm platform, and sec that the public
works in P ince Edwards Island are put in as good order as
are the works ut Threc Rivera and the works along the St.
Lawrence. I will keep on until I get every pier in Prince
Edward Island in a good state of repair, and every harbor
and breakwater attended to by those valuable engineers
that the Minister talks about. Ie told us that he bad
valuable engineers in bis office and that one of them bad
bad an offer from England, and so he was obliged to pay
more money and asked an increased vote. I wish some
one would offer the hon. gentleman something and let him
take his engineers away, and let us have young men who
will look after the works and put our harbors and
wharves in proper order. There never were public
works in sncb a state on God's earth as are the public
works in Prince Edward Island, and I hold the Minister
of Public Works responsible; and if he or any member
of the Government will come down and they do not go
away satisfiLd that such is the case, I wilil eat every one of
them. I guarantee that any hon. gentleman belonging to
the Government who sees our public works will b. ashamed
to hold up his head and face to the people in any part of
the Dominion. I will stake anything on the truth ot what
I am saying. H1)n. gentlemen wonder as to the position
taken by Prince Edward Island members. What should
they do ? Should they kiss the hand that smites them ?
The Government are killing their own interests in the
Island, for it bas been a Conservative Province and it bas
always sent a fair share of supporters to the Government,
and I wish I was supporting the Government to-day; but
I ca tell them, they will never get supporters from the

Island so long as our publia works are attended to in the
present fahion. I will give some proof. When I first
sat in this House, I did not like to rise and address it. But
I went and quietly asked the Minister Public of Works
whether be would prefer my pointing out to him the wants
of the people quietly or stating them on the floor of the
Bouse. He said he would much prefer that I should
make my wants known to him. I spoke to the Minister of
Public Works and said that snob and such wharfs wanted
repairing. He took a note of them and said he would at.
tend to them. I said Pinette River required to be attended
to, and that China Point wharf was falling down. He said:
I will attend to them. I went home. I found tbat the first
work was put in a fair state of repair, but the wharf at China
Point, which was much worse was not attended to. The
Conservatives wanted to complain. [said: No; the Minister
no doubt overlooked the matter. The Conservatives did not
write against him because I would not Jet them When I
came up last year there was an amount placed in the
Estimates for China Point Wharf quite insufficient to do
the work. 83,000 were placed in tho Supplementary Esti-
mates, and will the RHouse believe it that wharf bas fallen
into the river, and the people bave bad to travel 7 or 8 miles
round in order to ship their freight. I had a long interview
with the Minister about other matters, including the New
London Breakwater, and I spent several hours with him and
one of his valusble enguieers, and it was very satisfactory as
far as the discussion went The Minister then agreed that
the matter sbould be attended to. I t hought next day I would
write him a note and geLt a reply so as to have s oehing I
received the following reply :-

"OTTAWA, 20th April, 1888.

"DEAn ia. WatLS.-In answer to your letter of yesterday, I want to
tell you that the matter of the New London Breakwater has been referred
to Mr. Perley for consideration and report, and ibat I will have the bar-
bora of Pinette aul Wood Island examined at the properseason this year.

"Yours truly,
"H. LANGEVIN."

This letter was dated the 20th April, 1888. Will you be
kind enough to answer me, Mr. Chairman, what year that
was ? That was the 20th A pril, 1888, and would you be-
lieve me, that during the year 1888 there never was any.
thing of the kind done.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Impossible !

Mr. WELS El. It is a fact, and as true as you are sitting
there.

Some ho. MEIÉBE RS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WELSH. It is no laughing matter at all for the
members, and we will have a little talk about it. I felt
aggrieved about this and I went to the Minister, and what
do you think was the answer I got from him ? He said
" Pooh-ooh-ooh-ooh, that is for next year, I meant the
financial year of 1889." I wrote those words of his down
in the presence of Mr. Perley, and they are as follows:
"Sir Hector Langevin said that that promise meant the lt
of July, 18819." Woul 1 any hon. gentleman believe that ?
l there an hon. gentleman on the floor of this House who
would justify such an answer as that ? Let me hear of him
if there is. There is not one. 1 dare any hon. gentleman
to get up, and if ho does, I will sond him the letter across
the floor and let him answer it. Is this the proper way to
treat the representativos of the people when they come
bere attempting to do their duty ? I want to know from
the bon. the Minister of Public Works or from the leader of
the Government, what are we to do if a gentleman does not
keep bis word and bis bond. Here il the bond of the hon.
gentleman, and what has been the result to the New Lon-
don Breakwater ? I asked the Minister the other day, and
he could not answer.

@ome hon, MEMBBRS. Carried.
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Mr. WELSH. It is not carried yet. I had a friend last

year and he was the Minister of Marine then, and I could
get a shot at him but now he is the Minister of Finance and
he is out of my reach, but ho holds the purse and he will
have to open it, for I hope my hon. friend the Minister of
Public Works will come down uin the Supplementary Esti-
mates with a sum sufficient to put all those Prince Edward
Island works in proper order. I want my hon. friend the
Minister of Public Works to get up on the ficor of the flouse
and give me an assurance as one of the representatives of
the people of Queer's County that the harbors and the break.
waters of Prince Edward Island shall be thoroughly exam-
ined and the duty of the Government performed to the
fullest extent in putting those works in proper repair. I
ask this as a representative of the people, for if I had to go
on a personal matter I would turn to my friend the Minister
of Finance. I thought ho gave us a hint last year that
there was something going to be done in the way of matri-
mony. He told us in the Budget speech too that ho did not
drink rum, or gin, or use tobacco, but ho said the population
was going to increase, and if the population does increase it
will not ho in a legitimate way if he keeps on in the way
he is now.

Some hon. MEMBE RS. Order.
Mr. WELSI. Order, it is quite right to have order.

Before I leave this subjyct I may say that I looked in the
Hansard, and I found that when we wore discussing that old
boat the Northern Light that the First Minister got tired of
the .Northern Liqt and ho said: 'If the h n -entleman
will keep quiet we will make him a present of tho Northern
Light." Those were the words of my hon. friend as they
appear in Hansard, and I suppose when ho said " we " ho
meant the Government, Now, that offer mollified my feel.
ings a good deal, and as you offered me the boat I think I
will take it. 1 wll aecept it in the same spirit that you
offered it, but I hope it won't be an Indian gift-that you
will want to take it back again. Youb ave got this white
elephant of a Northern Liqht on your hands, and wouldn't
you be glad to get rid of ber. I hope that the Minister of
Public Works will rise on the floor of this flouse and state
that thoso public woks in Prince Edward Islard belonging
to this great Lominion of Canada-which will only cost a
trifling sum of money-will be put in a proper state o'
repair. Prince Edward Islani is an Island-

Some hon. ME HBE RS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WELSH. It is surrounded by water, and it ha; got
some very fine harbors and more harbors in proportion to
its population and extent than almost any other Province of
the Dominion. As I said before, in some of my former
speeches, we are shut ont from the rest of the world for five
months of the year, and it is only during the tall and spring
that our farmers can ship their produce, so that we require
the Government to give us every facility that our farmers
may get their produce shipped to market. I hope and trust
that the Minister of Public Works and the Government will
see that this thing is attended to. On the 29th of July,
when I found that these promises of the Minister of Public
Works were not being carried out, I wrote him a letter and
here is the answer:

IS,-I am directed by the Minister to acknowledge the receipt of
your communication, dated the 29th uilt., calling attention to surveys
required at Pinette and Wool Islande Harbors and to repaire at China
Point and Halliday's Wharves and asking that the above repaire be
attended to.

"A. GOBEIL."1
I submit now that I have satisfied every hon. member of
this House that I have not only made a statement, but that
I have proved that statement, and I challenge any hon.
gentleman on the floor of this House, or on the floor of any
other house-

Mr..WLsu.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr.WE LSH. It is all right; yon may laugh. If your

constituents were treated the way our constituents are
treated you would not laugh, and if you did laugh they
would not send you back here to laugh any more. I am
going to wait till my friend the Minister of Public Works
gives me an answer.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I may say that I think the House
will pretty well understand that this appropriation of $190,-
000 for this pier will go a long way to account for the rose-
ate views entertained by the member for Westmoreland
(Mr. Wood) respecting the condition of affairs in the Mari-
time Provinces just now, and also to account for the fact
that that hon. gentleman's views differed so much from the
views of gentlemen who spoke on the same subject.

Mr. WELSH. Just lot me say that I find a paper here
which refers to this matter. There is a letter in the Ex.
aniner as follows:-

"CHINA POINT WHARF.
" Sin,-There appeared in the Examiner of the lt instant, a para-

graph referring to a report of a sum money being granted for the pier at
China Point, which was not expended. It is so-but on Mr. Welsh's
statement that Sir Hector Langevin promised him to have $3,000 added
to the appropriation for China Point pier. Mr. Welsh alsoe stated in
1887, thatthere was $300 for the repaire to China Point pier, and it was
expended at Pinette. If these reports are untrue, they do not lie on the
people of

1 China Point, March 6, 1889."
'' CHINA POINT.

It is a most extraordinary thing that something is not done
here, and I wonder at it because if there is one spot in
Queen's County which has a majority of supporters of the
Government it is China Point. Whoever wrote that letter is
an honest mar, because he wrote that letter, no doubt, from
the statement I made to him, and whatever statement I
made to him is a true statement, as far as I am concerned.

Public Buildings, Noya Scotia.............. $13,950

Mr. EISENHAUER. I would ask the Minister of Public
Works on what principle the Government proceed to erect
custom houses and post offices in different localities in the
Dominion, and whether they will proceed on an estimate of
population or revenue, or on what other principle? 1 fiùd
in the county which I represent there were 815,000 col-
lected in the shape of revenue last year at a cost of collection
of about $3,000. At Annapolis only $13,822 was collected
at a cost of $2,17, leaving the net revenue $11,635. At Bad-
deck, which has a public building, only 81,460 was collected
at a cost of $1,E96, leaving a loss to the Dominion of $436.
In Antigonish 813,751 was collected, and the cost of collect.
ing it was $ 1,528, leaving the net revenue about the same as
that of Lunenburg. Then, when we come to the amount
received from postal revenue, the receipts at Antigonish
were $1,120, at Annapolis $2,026; and I find by returns that
81,675 was collected at Lunenburg, from the lst of January,
1888, to the 3Oth June, 18t8. I do not know whatthe total
would be for the full year, probably more than was collected
at Annapolis. As the hon. gentleman well knows, the Gov-
ernment purchased a site for a post office in the town of
Lunenburg in 18ë6, and they did nothing more, while in
1887 they procceeded to erect a post office in the town of
Annapolis, for which 810,000 was voted, and for which
there is now $10,000 more. I would like to know on what
principle the Government proceed in erecting publie build-
ings-whether it is altogether on political favoritism, or is
the population or the amount of revenue taken into account?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Post offices and other public
buildings are erected in accordance with representations
made to the Government. If they are informed that in a cer-
tain town or city the public service requires a custom house
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or post office, the matter is investigated. It is done not
merely on account of the population of the place or on ac-
count of the revenue derived, but the general importance of
the place and all these things combined are taken into con.
sider ation. There may be some public buildings erected in
places where the population is smaller than other places
which do not get them; but we have tried to erect these
buildings as they appeared to us to be necessary, and when
the condition of the revenues of the country enabled us to do
so, Sometimes the post office, the custom house, the inland
revenue office, and other offices are scattered in a town, and
it is represented to us that the public service is sufforing on
that account, and that if there was one public building the
work would be better attended to and the cost would be less
than the rents paid for the different buildings, and thore
would be less danger from fire and from burglars. Alto-
gether, we think we have done what is required from us,
and Parliament seems to have agreed with us in that
respect. The hon. gentleman asks just now whether these
works are done by favoritism. Of course not.

Mr, J.ONES (Halifax). Oh, no.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am very glad to sece that

my hon. friend agrees wiîth me. For example, last Session
there was a vote for a public building at St. Hyacinthe for
a post office, custom house, &c.; and that city is represented
by an hon. member sitting on the other side of the Houso.
We have asked for another vote this year for that work,
and will have to do that untit it is completed. The same
thing I think was done at Laprairie, which is represonted
by an hon. member who, unfortunately, does not support us.
With regard to the items included in this vote, there is a
post office ard custom bouse at Annapolis. The total cost
of the building will probably be about $24,500, and another
vote of 66,500 will be required next year to complete it.
The sum for Halifax Domi tion buildings is for repairs; it
is the ordinary vote required for the large cities. For the
Sydney post office and custom house we have a revote of
83,000 and a new vote of $7,000. That will not finish the
building, which will cost about $26,000 altogether. We
have already taken, including this vote, about 817,000, so
that we shall require about 89,000 to finish it.

Mr. EISENHAUER, The hon. Minister has stated that
the Governmrent act on the best information they can get
with regard to the erection of public buildings. I would
liko him te tell me whether Annapolis is a more important
town than Lunenberg ? In erecting a building at Anna-
polis, eis he acting on the information of the member for the
county, or bas ihe sought information for himself ? Now, I
think the Government must have been convinced of the
necessity of a public building for the town of Lunenberg
when they went so far as to purchase a site; and I do noL
think it can be for want of information that they have
failed to do anything further. I cannot help tbinking
it is for no other than a political reason, because when
the county ceased to send a supporter of the Government
bere, they stopped proceedings. I think that is very
wrong. I suppose it is useless for me te bring this matter
up. I have brought it up in two Sessions ; but I bave been
sent here to do my duty, and I do not want the blame to be
put on my shoulders. I do hope the hon. Minister will
make some provision in the Supplementary Estimates for
this work. The trade of the town of Lunenburg is increas-
ing very rapidly and it is more necessary to have a Custom
house there than it is to have one in the town of Annapolis.
As far as the business connected with Customs is concerned
Lunenburg does five times as much as Annapolis.

Mr. FLYNN. I would call the attention of the hon. the
Minister of Public Works to the fact that some years ago
the necesmity of erecting a public building in the town of
Arichat was brought to his notice, and a correspondence
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took place betwean parties there and the (Government, the
result being the purchase of property as a site for the ereo-
tion of a public building. Tenders were called for, but the
building ias never been erected. There are many towns
less in size and less entitled to buildings than the town of
Arichat, which have been given public buildings. I am not
claiming that the town is entitled to a custoin bouse, but
I ask the hon. gentleman why, aLer he had recognised the
fact that it was, and had bought the ground for 61,000-
which to-day he could not get $200 for-the building was
never erected, There was a lengthy correspondence on the
subject; a survey was made by an officer of the Public
Works Departuent, and a great deal .of expense incurred
independently of the cost of the site, and no building
erected. Tho town of Baddock which eis not so important a
town as Arichat has been more favored in this respect. I
do not regret that Baddeck has a post office, but I maintain
that we are entitled to one, especially after thé preliminary
steps the Government have taken with a view of going on
with the work.

Mr. KIRK, As this appears to ho the time to represent
our wants with regard to public buildings, it is my duty to
draw attention of the Governmont to the claims of Guys-
borough. The hon. the Minister of Public Works bas said
that ho does not act partially,and ho bas given one instance
in whieh ho eroted a post oftice in a town represented by
an oppjonont. That occurrod in Queboc, but so far as Nova
Scotia is concerned not a couity represonted by a Liberal
has a public building ut all. In tho Couity of Cape Breton
no less than two custorn houses havo boon croctod. I sup-
pose that is because the coauty is represented by two mein-
bers supporting the Govern ieiit. In every county in Nova
Scotia represented by memubers supporting the Govern-
ment, there are public buildings. The hon. gentleman says
ho erects public buildings in those towns where it costs less
to erect them than to puy rent, but in Baddock I would ask
him if it doos not coit more for interest than the amount of
rent which the Government had to pay for the buildings
they rented. Iho hon. gentleman has said that before
buildings can bo erected in uny place it is necessary that
application should bo made for their erection. Well, Guys-
borough bas made application, but nothing bas yet been done,
and the Minister bas not thought proper even to make any
enquiry. I take it for granted, therefore, that nothing will
be done. I take it for granted that not one dollar will ho
spent in the County of Gujsborough for public buildings.
Well, I have only to say that if the Government think they
will force by such means as this th people of Guysborough
to support them they will find the people are not made of
stuff of that kind. Thero is no reason why any county, no
matter whetber represented by a supporter of the Govern-
ment or the Opposition, should be tieated as Guysborough
has been.

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIG[T. I had a motion for a
return of the various suns which had been exponded on the
different public works in the Dominion. The hon. gentle-
man bas not brought it down yet. I am aware that it
would take some time in preparation.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is a long return, but I
will try to bring it down early next week. My hon. friend
will remember that there were three returns asked for on
the same subject. However, I will press it on my de-
partment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If it would shorten
the return 1 would be content to have it for the last ten
years instead of the last twenty years.

Publie Work, New Brunswick......................$ 15,050

Mr. FLYNN. I think the question which I put in regard
to the publio buildings at Arichat should be answered. It
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is not treating the House or myself with that courtesy one
would expect when no answer is made. I stated thut $1,000
had been spent for a site, that tenders were invited for the con-
struction of a public work, but that no contract was awarded
and no building was erected. There is a heap of ruins
there which is known as the Government property. I
think the hon. gentleman should state the reason why the
site was purchased, why the tenders were invited, and why
the buildings were not erected. If we come bere as the re-
presentatives of the people, we may not receivo the public
money, we may not get our share of what we are entitled
to, but I think, at ail events, we are entitled to common
courtesy, and, wben a fair case is put belore the louse,
such as I think I have put, the Minister of Public Works,
who bas the reputation of being, and I believe is generally,
a very courteous gentleman in administering his depart-
ment, lias not come up to that eharacter in omitting to
make any answer. I demand it as my right that he should
answer my questions, so that I may be in a position, when
I am questioned in regard to it by my constituents, to state
the reason which ho or the Governalent give.

Sir HEC [OR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman is right
in saying that ho i entitled to an answer, and that answer
1 intended to give him, but I cannot give it now, because
the word " Arichat " is not in these Estimates or in those
of the previous year.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). That is what he is complaining
of.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I coutl not give the hon.
gentleman an answer uriless I had known beforchand that
he was going to mention the subject, lut I have made a
note of it and will enquire into the matter,

Mr. FLYNN. That is very satisfactory.
Mr. KI RK. As far as it goes.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What will bo the total cost
of the Dalhousie post office ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. IL may probably cost $3,-
500, or it may be only 822,000. I cannot say exactly.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Is it both post office and
custom bouse ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. ELLIS. It seems to me to be absurd for the Govez n-
ment to put up stone buildings in these scattered places
whero there is not another stone or brick building. A post
office and custom house could be hired at Dalhousie for $100
or 8150 a year, and yet the Department of Public Works
put up in these little villages large stone buildings which
completoly dwarf the whole town, because thCy are the only
buildings which look like anything. It may be a good
example to the people to improve their style of building.
I suppose the bon. gentleman bas been at Dalhousie,
where many people go now in the summer, and certainly,
if he owned the town, ho would not certainly propose to
put up such a building as that. 'I ho building at Newcastle
aiso is quite out of keeping with the place. A solid brick
building would answer all the purposes and would be half
as expensive.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The fact that other build-
ings in a town are erected of wood would be a sufficient
reason for my department or the Government to erect a
substantial building, though without any architectuial pre-
tensions, in stone or brick,because there would otherwise be
greater danger of the destruction of the building by fi c when
the other buildings were of wood. Besides, as the hon. genUe-
man says, perhaps it is not a bad thing to give new ideas to
the residents of a place of that kind, which is growing, to
induce them to build something more substantial. I believe

Mr. FLYNN.

that, if we erect Government buildings, they should be
substantial, though without any great architectural proton-
sions.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Kent). If, as the hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Ellis) states, a building could be rented for
$100 a year, it seems a very unbusinesslike undertaking to
spend $26,000 to put up a stone building there. The
interest of the insurance on such a building would be quite
a sum, and, if a building can be rented, what i3 the use of
spending so much money as this ?

Mr. WELDON (St. John). What bas the Woodstock
post office cost altogether ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About 840,000. In 1888
and this year we have voted 83,000. The remainder was
voted in previous years.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Has the Bathurst post office
been finished ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes; it bas been completed.

Public Buildings, Quebec.,........................ $69,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man keep the Hull post office insured ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, it is not ineured; but I
took care to make it as fireproof as possible.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the total cost
of the Joliette post office ?

S!r HECTOR LANGEVIN. The probable cost will be
82 1,000 or $22,000.

Mr. LAURIE R. The population is 5,000.
Sir H ICIORLANGEVIN. It is a growing place.
Sir LICHARD CARTWRIGHT. St. Vincent de Paul

Penitentiary, 820,000. This has been in our Public Ao-
counts for a long time.

Sir JORN TEOMPSON, The works intended for the
completion of the penitentiary are not finished. A new
wing is necessary, and although a large portion of the
material i8 upon the ground, it was thought botter this year
not to proceed with it, but to construct what is more
urgently required-a boundary wall.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That was supposed to
have been built I thought, last year; at any rate, it lias
beeu figuring in our Estimates for a long time.

Puhlic Buildings, Ontario .... .. ..... $184,650

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Cayuga post office,
81,500-what is the total cost here ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The total probable coet is
$15,o00. That includes furniture and heating.

Mr. BARRON. I do not see anything here in regard to
the Peterborough post office. -

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The word Peterborough is
not here, but it is in the Supplementary Estimates.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Government Printing
Bureau 833,000 -What is the sum total for this ?

Sir H ECTOR LANGEVIN. The total probable cost of
the building is $222,640. This is built on our own ground.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to call the attention of the
Minister of Public Works to the necessity of building a post
office in the town of Blenheim, in the County of Kent, I bad
the honor to present to the Govern ment a largely signed
petition from the municipal council of the town, and a large
number of business men. I think when post offices are being
buil îi little villages like Dalhousie, that a flourishing town
like Blenheim ought not to be without a suitable post oice,
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especially as the present post office is altogether inadequate
for the business that is done in that town. The petition I
presented set forth that the town proposed to build a large
publia building, and they offered to the Government to fur
nish a suitable building, to heat it, and to take care of it,
for a nominal rent of $300 a year. That would be an ex
cellent bargain for the Government to make. The Govern-
ment will be obliged to put up a building in that town some
time, and I know they cannot build it and heat it for any-
thing like that sum. I would like to know from the Minis-
ter what he thinks of that proposition. The petition was
prosented to himself, and also to the Postmaster General
and the First Minister.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot give an answer
now, but I will take a note of the statement and will discuss
it with the Postmaster General.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. For what is this vote
of $20,000 at the Kingston Penitentiary required ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The amount required will
be $30,000, but we now ask for $20,000 to carry out certain
works, including a high service water tower with a special
supply pipe from Lake Ontario, $ 4,000; alterations and
repairs, covering the roof of the dining hall, reflooring dor-
mitories, &c., $19,000, and then there are contingencies.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Taking into account
the appropriation for the current year and this 830,000, the
hon. gentleman is going to expend nearly 650,000 for works
of which the high service water tower is the only new
structure. It seems a very large sum to spend on what are
practically repairs.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am speaking of the work
to be done next year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On what was the money
expended ? because I am not aware that there have been any
new works of importance.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I gave the statement last
year as to the objects on which the money would be ex-
pended, and I have not the statement now.

Mr. BARRON. What is expected to be the total cost of
the post office at Lindsay ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. About 828,000,
Mr. BARRON. What was the amount of the accepted

tender?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Thecontract was for $16,497,

then there were additional works, furniture, painting,
fittings, heating, fences, foot-paths, &c.

Mir. BARRON. Is the contractor for the building the same
as the contractor for the additional part of the building that
has to be donca?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If fittings are required in a
new building, and the contractor has been a good contrac-
tor, the work is done by him on a tender examined by the
Chief Engineer, and if the tender is too high the Chief
Engineer reduces it to the proper sum. The amount is
generally $2,000 or $3,000, and the contractor has the bone-
fit of having the workmen at hand.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understand the hon.
Minister thinks that by next week ha will b able to give
the information moved for. I asked that because otherwise
there might be a good deal more discussion in regard to
many of the votes we are now passing; but if the hon. gen-
tleman will agree to have it brought down next week, we
will let them pass without further discussion at the mo-
ment.

Sir HECTOR LJ&NGEVIN. I have taken a note of it.
I will see my officers to-morrow specially so as to have it
ready next week.

Publie Buildings, N.W.TO.........O..... . . .o. .

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I thought a residenoe
had been provided at Regina long ago.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, The residence at Regina la
a very old building, it being a portable building. It costs a
great deal to maintain, the building being very cold. A
new one is required.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much will it cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. About $50,000,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman did
not state what the total cost of those four buildings were in
Moose Jaw, Wolseley, Maple Croek and Medicine Hat. Doos
the hon. gentleman intend to put substantial buildings
there, or are they woodon buildings which I suppose will
share the fate of the Governor's residence at Regina, and be
found to be insufficient or too cold, as I dare say they would
be in that country.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Those will be frame build-
ings. We think it not advisable to build more substantial
buildings there at present, because, in a fow years, it may be
that the centre would be changed to some other point and
the buildings would bocomo uscless.

Arisaig Pier........................... .......... ............ $0,000

Mr. K[RK. How much did the new pier at Arisaig cost?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There has been $14,460
expended. We ask 86,000 now, and we will require $2,000
more next year, making $22,000 altogether.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that for a new pier
or is it to rebuild an old one?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. It is for the renewal and
extension of the pier, and for some dredging that is required.
The pier is to be used for fisliing boats, and the little bar-
bor that will be constituted by the dredging will accommo-
date small vessels as well as the steamer that runs along
that coast.

East River of Pictou.. ....... ,$3,500

Mr. JONES (Halifax). From the best information I
have been able to obtain I learn that this money seems to
be expended for some purpose not certainly in the publia
interest. Nearwhere this river terminates the Government
have for some purpose, not very cloar, undertaken to clear
out the centre of the river, which is dry at certain times of
the year. I have my information from Mr. Carmichael,
who was here the other day. I mention his name; and ho
to!d me that the money exponded on this was utterly
thrown away. I know nothing about it personally, except
that I derived that information from a *man of the high
standing of Mr. Carmichael.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Pictou). The hon. gentleman's in-
formation 1s entirely astray. I know the locality very
well, and I believe that the money was welI expended in
clearing those rocks in order to allow the descent of timber
down the stream.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). No logs come down there now.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Pictou). There have been logs
coming down there for a groat many years, and some came
last summer.

Mr. KIRK. I have not the slightest doubt that the
rocks are being taken away, not in the publie interest, but
to get votes for the Government. I know the locality, and
I am quite p bsitive that that money, if expended, will
not be in the public interest. Logs and timber have
been driven down that river since Picton was settled,
and it is only since the system was adopted of spend-
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ing money to obtain votes that any one ever thought Of
the necessity of clearing the rocks to lot the timber corne
down. I want to know why this Government should spend
money on clearing the rocks out of a river, even though it
should be necessary. I do not see that that is the business
of this Government to have anything to do with streams
that are not navigable,but I•have been trying for years to get
a few dollars expended to clean out a river in order to let fish
come up, and I couId not. There has been money expended
in my county for a similar purpose, and it was just about as
much needed as it is in Pictou County. I did not hesitate
to condemn the expenditure of $2,000 in my county at the
time of an election when it was being expended, when I
was looking for votes, and among the people who were
working the money, and I condemn it now. It is not for
the purpose for which the people's money should be ex-
pended at all. This Government have the fisheries under
their control, and they have assumed the riIht, I believe
very properly, to clean out streams where it was necessary
to clean them out, so as to enable the fish to get to their
spawning grounds I have been applying to this Govern-
ment for a few hundred dollars to clean out a very import-
ant stream, but not a dollar is granted ; and the people
wore told distinctly, by an officer of the Government, that
they could not get any money until they sent a supporter
of the Government to Parliament, as that was the principle
on which the money was granted. These Estimates are
bristling with votes of that kind, for corrupt purposes,
placed there for no other purpose than to influence votes ;
and I do not hesitate to say that the $500 voted here to
clean out the East River of Pictou, is for that purpose and
no other. Although much larger drives of loge have gone
down tbat stream in the past than will ever go down again,
there was no neocessity of cleaning it out until last year,
when it was necessary to secure votes for the Government.
I say it is a scandalous waste of money, and is granted for
corrupt purposes.

Mr. TUPPER. I must say one word on this small vote
for a very necessary purpose. It seems to me an extra.
ordinary thing that the hon. gentlemen, who are dissatisfied
becanse the Government have not come down and asked
Parliament to appropriate all the money that they think
their own particular counties in Nova Scotia require,
should carp and criticise the Government for voting money
in other districts where it is needed. The hon. gentleman,
I am quite satisfied, atter hearing him in the last few
minutes, has not the slightest knowledge of the subject on
which he is speaking.

Mr. KIRK. I know more about it than you do, although
you represent the county.

Mr. TUPPER. I venture to say that this vote is taken
largely at the request of people who differ from myself in
politics, and who live on East River. As the hon. gentle.
man has said, logs are driven down here; I believe four
large rafts went down this year, but the driving is obstructed
by the rocks, and on this Parliament devolves the duty of
removing those obstructions. Why did not the hon.
gentleman find fault with the Government in the past
tor removing obstructions in large river& in other parts
of the country ? How is it that he has to fall foul of
this small river in his own Province, and make state-
monts which I beg to assure the House most sincerely
are not founded on facts. I have been in that county a good
deal, and I know its needs, and the representations of the
people. The hon. member points out that Mr. Carmichael,
a former representative of this county, had given hie opin-
ion that this expenditure was not necessary. Mr. Car.
miehael has been told in the past that he did not understand
the wants of the people sufficiently to induce them to send
him to this House; he wae not able to present their claims

Mr, KIRK.

properly to Parliament, and ho was elected long ago to
romain at home; and out of a feeling, perbaps, of jealousy,
he has been induced to make those statements, although
this expenditure is a direct advantage to the town of New
Glasgow, whore ho lives; and I am amazed that any man'S
political feelings could carry him so far as to lead him to
challenge an expendidure of this kind made at the request
of the people of the locality. I would like to know where
the hon. member for Guysborough (Mr. Kirk) got his know-
ledge that these rocks do not impede the rafts coming
down that river, because it would be a curious piece of
intelligence to give to the people who live on both ide of
it.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The vote should be understood
as being, not for the accommodation of the loge, but a little
grant for log-rolling. The hon. gentleman who has just
spoken knows very well that before ho was in the County
of Pictou, ages ago, when ship-building was going on there,
timber and logs came down that river without let or hind-
rance, and it is only of late years, when there is no ship-
building going on, and when no logs to any extent are com-
ing down, that we are asked to vote, last year $700, and
this year $500, $1,200 in all, that is, $250 apiece for each
of the four rafts which came down the river last year.
Perbaps we may have another appropriation next year. I
believe that this House and the people of Pictou would
take the opinion of the gentleman I have named far before
the opinion of the Minister of Marine, who, althoughi he re.
presents Pictou, can know very little of a practical subject
such as this; and I have the assurance of a man who doos
represent the business of Pictou that this is an unnecessary
appropriation. The hon, gentleman says Mr. Carmichael
was elected to stay at home-why ? Because ho would not
log-roll in this way; ho would not come to Parliament and
ask for money for such an improper purpobe. If ho had de-
scended to make;use of the means which the hon. gentleman
and those who preceded him made use of to obtain grants
of money for that county from one end to the other, or on
such representations as those exposed by the hon. member
for Queen's, the other night, Mr. Carmichael might have re-
presented Pictou to-day; but he was not the man to do it,
and I suppose the hon. gentleman thinks he can hold Pictou
by these paltry little grants. But it is the principle involved
in this matter which we complain of; and if we allow this
sum to go to-night, we shall have another vote next year
for some other purpose-for a political purpose, without
any advantage to the County of Pictou, and wasting public
money.

Mr. TUPPER. I do not wish to be tried by the princi-
ple the hon. gentleman seems to entertain in connection
with the expenditure of public money. I did not go to the
people on the East River of Picton and tell them that if
they would send me to Parliament I would ebtain a grant
for the removal of these rocks, but the hon. gentleman
thinks I must have; and, no doubt, because in the days
when his party was in power lie went to the people of Hali-
fax and told them that if they would send him to Ottawa
ho would ask for a sufficient sum to extend the Intercolonial
Railway to West's Wharf, at the cost of hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars, therefore the hon. gentleman thinks I must
have pursued the same tactics. This was not a question be-
fore the people at the elections in that county. The people
of Pictou are not so low and so corrupt that they are to be
controlled and influenced by these votes. We were told to-
night several times that the people of Guysborough and of
Lunenburg, and a portion of the people of Halifax are not
in the slightest degree inflnuenced by the amounts that the
Governmont spends or refuses to spend in those particular
districts. If the hon. gentleman is logical, he asperses by
his method of attack the people of Pictou, and insulta that
county in a manner not at ail reflecting upon his own in-
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telligenoe. The people of that county and of the East River
make a demand in conncetion with this vote which is per-
fectly proper. The hon. gentleman suspecte there is some
wrong mixed up with this,atd makes a serious charge against
the peoplc in imputing that it was necessary to pay them for
their support by this kind of an appropriation, and that, in
fact, they were bought by this and the rai!way to which he
was so fond of alluding and the justification of which bas
been successfully made in this Parliament. I am amazed
at the effrontery and audacity of the hon. gentleman in
making these charges broadeast upon mere suspicion and
upon the information of a beaten politician, a man who has
been repudiated by the county in which ho lived, and I do
not thiak the friend of the hon. gentleman will be obliged
to him for dragging his name into this House in connection
with a matter of this kind, whon the hon. gentleman was
capable of giving no further facto than the more ipse dixit
of that disappointed politician for an attack upon this ap-
propriation. If we were to follow the hon. gen tleman through
the expenditures made in bis time, we could make out a
much better case, for he seems to know no other reason to
induce the majority of Parliament, of which ho may be (ne,
-t- make a grant of public money unless for some purpose in
connection with the extension of the Intercolonial Railway
to West's Wharf in Halifax. I know the hon. gentleman has
an unploasant recollection of Pictou, and in consequence of
that is ready to malign the majority of the people of that
county and to state bore that they are bought by railway
subsidies and appropriations of 8500 and 8700 to remove
obstructions in the navigation of the river. The day was
when tbe bon. gentleman would not bave dared to make
such an insinua tion. That day was when hewas a thousand
miles away from bore in that county addressing the people
and seeking to obtain the return to this Parliament of the
gentleman he quoted as bis authority.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). While the hon. gentleman was
speaking, I could not help thinking of the appropriate re-
mark made by the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) to-day in reply to another gentleman, who had the
effrontery to address him in the manner in which the hon.
gentleman bas assumed to speak to me, and other hon. gen-
tlemen on this side, on a provious occasion. The hon. mem-
ber for North::mberland told him that ho had not yet got
his pin-feathers of a politician.

Mr. TUPPER. You have lost yours, 1 am sorry to say.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). The bon, gentleman will learn,

after h bhas been a little longer in this House, that when ho
speaks of a subject of that kind, and uses the language of
effrontery towards any member on this side, a little more
modesty would become his age and position better. With
regard te this matter, if I were disposed to go inte it, I
could, perhaps, reveal a condition of affaire te which the
hon. gentleman is entitled for his seat that would net b
creditable or agreeable to him. The hon. gentleman bas
referred to my efforts for the extension of the Intercolonial
to West's Wharf in Halifax. I do not know to what ho
refers. He may be indebted to his imagination for bis facts.
It is a very fertile imagination and ho comes honestly by it.
The hon. gentleman is well aware that the question of the
extension of the railway to West's Wharf had been a public
question for a long time. If I didsay so, and I do not know
that I did-

Mr. TUPPER. Hear, hear. You are drawing on your
imagination.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I repeat I may bave said I was
in favor of it. I always was in favor of it, but I did not go
surreptitiously, as the hon. member did, and have a littie
vote put in for an improper purpose.

Mr. TUPPER. You were in the Governmont at the
Urme.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I was not; it was the election
- before that. But the hon. gentleman, using hie position in

the Government, gels a sum put in the Estimates for an
improper object, merely for the purpose of assisting him in
a certain localiîty, wasting the public funds of the couritry,
and then ho cones here and says we bave the effrontery to
oppose it. The bon. gentleman must be aware that we
understand his game too well to be intimidated by any such
assertion as this. le must remember the exposure made of
him the other night in this House, when he was proved to
have misropresented the whole position of that road which was
built to elect him and without which ho would not be in
this House to-day, and which bas cost this country 81,500,.
000,-he must know that, valuable as may be his services to
his party, they may arive at the conclusion that, perhape,
like Mr. Weller's muffins, they are rather filling at the price
If ho expects to retain the County of Pictou by such im.
proper appropriations of public money from year to year,
before ho lives to a great time in his public career the
amount will be no small one. We know that road was built
on the representation to this House that it was going to
shorten the distance 45 miles, and we know by the actual
result that it does not shorten the distance two miles.

Mr. TUPPER. You do not know anything of the kind.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). When an hon. member comes to
this House with such a statement and such misropresenta.
tion, and claims a grant of public money on such a misre.
presentation of the assumed factm, when it is proven by the
actual result that the road does not shorten the distance
two miles, it is evident that any statement coming from an
hon. gentleman of that character is not wortby the attention
of the House, and will always be received with discredit.
That is the position the hon. gentleman occup:es in that
county, and hoeshould understand that before ho attempte
to lecture me as to my position in Halifax.

Mr. TUPPER. When the hon. member for Ilalifax
(Mr. Jones) rises to make ridiculoas statements; connected
with my county, I will expose those statements, and the
ridiculous position in which the hon, gentleman must find
himself is evident when ho cannot even bc original in his
retort but bas to borrow something funny from the leador
of the third party to use across the louse. I just want to
tell tho hon. gentleman that, for an boa, gentleman who
has not only obtained his pin featbers but has lost them
ail, he is an extraordinary statesman to draw a dis.
tinction botween the right of a member of Parliament to
obtain a grant of money for his county when hoeis outside
of the Government, whon he says that under those circum-
stances it is open for him to approach the Governmont and
lay the wants of his county before them, while, according
to the oreed of this veteran statesman, the moment you go
into the Government you must become dumb as to the re-
quirements of your county. The statements which I made
to the people of the County of' Pictou in regard to the
expenditure of public money have been verified, while the
statements which the hon. gentleman made to the people
of Halifax have not been verified. You will find that his
promises are confned chiefly to election speeches, while
mine are to be found in the Publie Accounts, and I am
here now or at any other time ready to justify the expense,
as Parliamont bas justified it. The hon. gentleman speaks
of my not having corne bore if that expense had not been
made. It may be truly said, to a large extent, that the
majority of the members of this House would not be bore if
it were not for the judicious expenditure of publie monoy for
uyeful 1)ublic works in this country; but I bave to inform
that veteran statesman, who I suppose bad bis pin-feathers
at one time, that I came to this Parliament without any
promise that any public expenditure would be made which
he thinks bas assumed such alarming proportions, and as to
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which he eites the statements made by the member for
Queen's (P.E.I.) in a previons debate, reference to which on
his part was highly improper at this time. The oxpenditure
to which he refers was no, only acceptable to the people in
the three counties which are traversed by that line of rail-
way, but to the Province at large. It was an expenditure
which the hon. gentleman never, to my recollection, on any
publie occasion attacked in bis native Province; but smarting
under some feeling which lias driven him to object to this
expenditure of $500, he bas again found fault with an
expenditure voted by Parliament for bis own Province. I
had no opportunity to justify that expenditure in the past
debate. The attack was made upon it when I could not
answer, and to-night I would not abuse the condescension
of the Committee by undertaking a justification of that
expenditure. The hon, gentleman, however, bas not
attacked, and I do not believe ho will attack, the expen-
diture of that money in bis own Province where the facts
are known. It is an expenditure whieh was highly neces-
sary, bighly useful, ard which develops a most important
portion of the Intercolonial Railway, which has not only
met its expenses, but has produced a very good profit. I
think the hon. gentleman had better keep his fiery indigna-
tion in regard to the expenditure of public money in his
Province for sums over 8500.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. gentleman bas gone into a long
explanation to justify the expenditure of money in his
county. He says that money bas been judiciously expended.
Was it a judicious expenditure to pay 8 3 ,700 a mile to
build a branch road from Stellarton to Pictou ? Will any-
one tell me that it requirces that amount to build a road
when the right of way is furnished, when not a dollar is
required for rollirg stock, when five or six miles of the road
was an old road and must hve been bought at a lower
price than it would require to build a new one ? Wben he
says that the expenditure of such an enormous amount o
money as that which was spent on the Pictou Branch Railway
is a judicious expenditure, he must think that the people of
this country are pretty easily deceived. I do not believe
that the road cost anything like that, but the figures which
were given in this House this year, in answer to the question
of an bon. member, show that it did cost that. The hon.
gentleman bas also tried tojustify the building of theShott
Line Railway for the reasons which were given at the time
this Parliament was asked to vote the money. He ques-
tions the truthfulness of the statement made by the hon.
member for Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies).

Mr. O'BRI EN. I rise to a question of order, and ask
your ruling, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. My attention having been called to
it, I think this is out of order.

Mr. KIRK. I would not bave touched upon this ques.
tion at all if you had not allowed one of your Ministers to
talk upon it for half an hour. lowever, there will be an-
other opportunity. The justification for building that road
was that it was to benefit the whole of eastern Nova Scotia,
Cape Breton and Prince Edward Island, and was to save
45 miles of distance. I find here that 822,100 is asked for
harbors and rivers in Nova Scotia, and where is this money
to be expended? Is one dollar of it to be expended in a
county represented by an Oppositionist from Nova Scotia ?
Not one. All the money is to be expended in counties re
presented by hon. gentlemen supporting the Government.
Is this a mere accident ?

Mr. BOWELL. Purely.

Mr. KIRK. Surely it must be an accident. Surely the
Government would not be so unjust as not to give a portion
of this',money to other counties.

Mx, TUaz.

Mr. BOWELL. Wait till yon get the Supplementary
Estimates.

Mr. KIRK. The Government may do justice in the
Supplementary Estimates, but there is no justice in this
item or in any other items. The hon. gentleman has tried
to leave the impression by bis speech that I oppose this
measure because it is a vote for Nova Scotia.

Mr. TUPPER. I did not allude to you at all.

Mr. KIRK. You alluded to the member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones) and myself as well, You said that we objected to
this vote and would not support it while we would support
votes for other Provinces, I object to this because of the
principle upon which it is voted. This Government has
no right to vote money in order to clean rocks ont of the
river for the purpose of driving logs or timber. I have
always approved the granting of money for cleaning out
rivers or streams for purposes of navigation; but I say it is
not the proper thing for this Government to vote money
for the purpose mentioned by the Minister, and I shall
oppose it. I do not believe there is any necessity at all for
this grant, because timber and logs have been rafted down
the river, perbaps, ten times more than was di iven down it
last year, every year for the last 50 or 60 years, perhaps
more than that. There is very little timber on that stream
now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is a small sum, it
is true, but the principle involved is not a trifle. If the
Government are going to undertake the improving of
streams for the benefit of lumbermen, we have a right to
know it because there are several hundred streams in Ontario,
Quebec and the other Provinces, on which it would be very
convenient for the lumbermen, who have large intereste
there to have, public money expended for their benefit. If
no better answer can be given than that which has been
given for the propriety of this vote, I shall certainly chal-
lenge it on concurrence. I think that the Minister of Finance
and the Minister of Public Works are introducing an ex-
tremely dangerous precedent in allowing it to be under-
stcod that votes of public money are to be taken for the
purpose of improving rivers to enable lumbermen to raft
their property down to the sea, or the lake, as the case may
be; more easily than they have done. I am not aware that
that has been done heretofore.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes, on this river, East
River, Pictou. This is not the first time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have you done it in
other places ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This did not begin in our
time, it began on the first of July, 1876.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What river? Give the
place ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It continued from time to
time until the 30th June, 1887. At that time there had
been expended $4,681.83 in this East River, Picton.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not for the purpose of
improving it for logs?

Sir HECTO R LANGEVIN. Last year $700 were voted,
this year $500 more. Of course, I give the information
that bas been furnished me. The hon. gentleman must
understand that it was not made up for the moment, but I
find it in the book of information that I have here. As the
hon. gentleman says that he will challenge this vote on
concurrence, I will be ready to give the details then.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The work that was done in the
East River at the time he refers to, was dredging lower
down, not at all at this point of the river ; and the hon. gentle-
man knows it very well, and it is not fair in him to put
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it to the House in that way, because if he is aware of the
fact at al, he knows that the dredging took place down at
a lower point of the river for the accommodation of ship-
ping.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon, gentleman has
no right to say that. Ho affirms that I knew this. How
does he know that ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). You muet know it.
Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon, gentleman hs

no right to treat a colleague and a Minister in that way.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). You ought to know it.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. He has no right to afflrm

a thing of that kind. I say that I did not know it; the
hon. gentleman should not affirm that I did.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon.gentleman should have
known it before ho affirmed it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is my affair, to
a certain extent, because I was responsible for the itemi
The hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) is unfor-
tunately not able to be in his place, but I have a very dis-
tinct recollection, not of what occurred there, but of what
was stated to me, and I do know that my hon. friend, Mr.
Mackenzie, did not suggest votes to me in my capacity of
Finance Minister, for the purpose of improving these rivers
for lumbering purposes; the votes that he suggested to me
were for the purpose of improving them for navigating
purposes. He may have been deceived. I may have been
deceived, but I know that neither in 1876 nor in 1878, did
we bring down votes for the purpose of improving rivers
for lumbering purposes. If a vote was obtained for the
purpose of improving rivers for lumbering purposes, then I
was deceived and the House was deceived. But I do not

think, on enquiry, that the hon. gentleman will find that
to be the case. Even if it were so, I think he would have
been wrong, or that we would have been deceived in doing
it. But that would not in the slightest degree affect the
course that I propose to take, because I think this practice
of using publie money for purposes such as the hon. gen-
tleman bas now stated, is a very mischievous one, and
likely to lead to a very injudicious expense over the Do.,
minion. You cannot confine it to Nova Scotia; there are
hundreds of other places where, on the strength of suoh a
precedent as this demands, would be made for the expen.
diture of public money, and the hon. gentleman knows
perfectly well that we have more than enough to do to
make both ends meet as it is.

Mr. LOVITT. Yarmouth, removal of rocks, $1,000--a
similar sum was voted last year for the removal of rocks,
but the engineer found that the rock, instead of being loose,
was a ledge, and I understand ho bas given up the projeot.
I would ask the hon. gentleman to have it put Into the
Supplomentary Estimates.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As the hon. gentleman
says, it was found to be net loose rock, but a ledge. In
that case a um of this kind would not be at all sufficient,
therefore, I will enquire into what the hon. gentleman says.

Mr. LOVITT. The sum would be sufficient to ereot a
beacon so as to keep ships fDom going on to it.

Resolutions reported.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:30 a. m4
(Saturday).

1889. 811



INDE X.
THIRD SESSION, SIXTH PARLIAMENT, 1889.

Abbreviations of well-known words and Parliamentary expressions are used in the following :-10, 2>, 5°, First
Reading, Second Reading, Third Reading; 3 m. h., 6 m. h., 6 wé h., Three Months' Hoist, Six Monthe' Hoist, Six
Weeks' Hoist; *, without remarks or debate; Acts. Accounts; Adj., Adjourn; Adjd., Adjourned; Amt., Amendment;
Amts., Amendments; Amalg., Amalgamation; Ans., Answer; Ass., Assurance; B., Bill; B. C., British Columbia;
Can., Canada or Canadian; C. P.R., Canadian Pacifie Railway; Com., Committee; Co., Company; Conc., Concur, Con-
curred, Concurrence; Consd., Consider; Consdn., Consideration ; Cor., Correspondence; Deb., Debate; Dept., Depart-
ment; Depts., Departments; Div., Division; Dom., Dominion ; Govt., Government; His Ex., His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General; Hse., House; Use. of C., House of Commons; Incorp., Incorporation ; Ins., Insurance; I. C. R., Inter-
colonial; Man., Manitoba; Mesp., Message; M., Motion; m., movei; Neg., Negatived; N. B., New Brunswick; N.W.T.,
North.West Territories; N. S., Nova Scotia; O. C., Order in Council; Ont., Ontario; P. E. I., Prince Edward Island;
P. O., Post Office; Par., Paragraph ; Prop., Proposed; Que., Quebec; Ques., Question ; Recom., Recommit; Ref., Refer.,
Referred, Reference; Rep., Report, lReported; Reps., Reports; Res., Resolution; Ret., Return; Ry., Railway; Rys.,
Railways; Sel., Select; Sen., Senate; Sp., Special; Stmnt., Statement; Sup., Supply; Suppl., Supplement, Supple-
mentary; Wthdn., Withdrawn; Wthdrl.,Withdrawal; Y. N., Yeas and Nays; Names in Italic and parentheses are
those of the movers.

Amyot, Mr. G., Bellechasse.
Bills of Exehange, Choques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for Com. and in Com., 778 (i).
Civil Service, Assessment of Salaries authorisation

B. 18 (Mr. Ellis) on M. for 2° (objection) 366 (i).
Controverted Elections Act Amt. (Ques.) 224 (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 127 (i).
Corrupt Practices in Municipal Affairs B. 71 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 503 (i).
Debates, Official, delay in Printing French Edition

(remarks) 654 (i), 945 (ii).
Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. (B. 70, 1°*)

298 (i).
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Tupper) on Amt.

(Mr. Weldon, St. John) 6 m. h., 1121 (ii).
Judges' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 208 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1437 (ii).
Pilota, average Amounts received (Ques.) 1146 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Eaggart) in Com.,

1134 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of) Steamship Subsidies, 1534 (ii).
Rebellion in N. W. T., 9th Battalion (documents read)

234 (i).
-- Official Cor. (M. for copies) 304-317; wthdn.,
322 (i).

Amyot, Mr. G.-Continued.
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S. on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 633 (i).
Stein, Leonce, employment by Govt. (remarks) 1533.

SUPPLY:

Immigration (Agents) 948, 954 (il).
Justice (Supreme Court Reps., Printing, &o.) 205 (i).
Ocean and River Bervice (Kasters and Mateo Oertificates) 974 (ii).
Railwaya-Capital: Cape Breton (construction) 1070 (il).

Victoria Bridge, Cost of maintenance, &c. (Ques.)
1081 (ii),

Armstrong, Mr. J., South Middlesex.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in Com.,

237 (i).
C.P.R. Co.'s B. 68 (Kr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 1063 (ii).
Farmers, Frbuds upon, on M. (Mr. Brown) for Sp.

Com., 16 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 40 (i).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 954 (ii).

Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 274(i).
Intoxicating Liqaors in N.W.T., on Bes. (Bir. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1347 (ii).

Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (ir. Small) 1160 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 504.
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Armstrong, Mr. J.-Continued.

Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) on Amt to M, to
conc. in Res., 1682 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Immigration (Agents) 954 (ii).
Indian Afaira (Man. and N.W.T.) 1596 (ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (Printing, Paper and Binding)

274 (i).

Bain, Mr. T., North Wentworth.
Cobourg Town Reliet B. 153 (Mr. Poster) in Com. on

Res., 1721 (ii).
Dundas and Waterloo Macadamiscd Road (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 34 (i).
Survey (Ques.) 1628 (ii).

Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on JRes. (Mvr.
Mulock) 44 (i).

Franchise Act Amt. B. 4 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
1024 (ii).

Intoxicating Liquors in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr. Fisher)
in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1348 (ii).

New Edinburgh and Gatineau Ferry, rents and arrear-
ages (Ques.) 348 (i).

Stein, Leonce, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 1533 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Income (Welland) 1516 (i).
Civil Government (Postmaster General) 69 (i).
Immigration (Agents) 947, 949, 952, 956 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Experimental Farms (Buildings, &c.)

974 (ii).

Baird, Mr. G. F., Queen's, N. B.
Phips' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1033 (ii).

Barnard, Mr. F. S, Cariboo.
Mining Machinery in B.C., and Free List

on M. for Com. of Sup., 1583 (ii).
(Ques.) 1265.

Barron, Mr. J. A., North Victoria, Ont.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in Com.,

235 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, distribution of Fines (Ques.) 1533 (ii).
Cruelty to Animais prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

M. that Com. rise, 362 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Mr. Thompson)

on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1006; in Com.,
1012, 1021 (ii).

Gannon Narrows Floating Bridge (Ques.) 1627 (ii).
Horse Island, Georgian Bay, Sale (Ques.) 590 (i).
Indian Reserves, Sale of Pine Timber (Ques.) 20, 30.
Jesuits' Estates Act (Ques.) 79 (i).

on M. to adjn., 436 (i).
papers respecting (remarks) 524, 526 (i).
on Res. (Mr.O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

828 (ii).
Test of Legality (Ques.) 1327 (ii).

La Cloche Island, Provincial Claims (Ques.) 1081 (ii).
Order (Ques. of) in Com. of Sap., 1244 (ii).

Barron, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Ry. Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2°, 364 (i).
Saw Logs, Export Duty (Amt.) to M. for Com. of Sup.,

1484; neg. (Y. 62, N. 91) 1494; (Amt.) 1584; neg.
(Y. 54; N. 90) 1594 (ii).

Scugog River (Ques.) 1533 (ii).
Stein, Leonce, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 1533 (ii).
Sultana Island, Lake of the Woods, Sale (Ques.) 426 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canal.s-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 1207 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Canals (Trent) 1495 (ii).
Legislation : House of Commons (Voters' Lists, printing) 272().
Eiltia (Armories, care of Arms, &c.) 793; (Drill Sheds, &c.)

495; (Permanent Forces, &c.) 797 (i).
Mounted Police, 1213 (ii).
Ifiscellaneous (BanIf: Roads, Bridges, &c.) 1216 (ii).
Pensions (Mrs. Gowanlock) 792 (i).
Public Worke-Capital : Harbors and Rivers (Kingston Gray-

ing Dock) 802. Income * Buildings (Ont.) 806 (i), 1521 (ii).

Trent Valley Canal, Commissioners' Rep. (Ques.) 20,
655, 676 (i), 872 (ii).

Beausoleil, Mr. C., Berthier.
Cobourg Town Relief B. 153 (Mr. Poster) in Com. on

Res., 1721 (ii).
Fishing Regulations in Berthier (M. for copies) 743 (i).
Judges' (Provincial) Salaries B. 150 (Mr. Thompson)

M. for Com. on ies., 1688 (ii).
Montreal Flood Commission, printing Rep. (remarks)

1687 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) on Amt. to M.

to conc. in Res., 1682 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1617 (ii).
St. Barthelemy Post Office (Ques.) 591 (i).
St. Lawrence River Overflow, prevention (Ques.) 591.

Béchard, Mr. F., Iberville.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 117 (i).
Debates, Official, delay in printing French Edition

(remarks) 914 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. -Mills, Bothwell) 263 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with l. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 628 (i).

Bell, fMr. J. W., Addington.
Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co. and Napanee, Tam.

worth and Quebec Ry. Co.'s (B. 90, 1°*) 369 (i).

Bergèron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois.
Beauharnois Canal, opening of Navigation (telegram

read) 1285 (ii).
Rep. of Engineer Crawford, &o. (M. for Ret.*)

304 (i).
Budget Speech, French Edition (Ques.) 171 (i).
St. Louis River Improvements (Ques.) 34 (i).
Subsidies to Rys., on M. to conc. in Res., 1535 (i).
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Bergin, Mr. D., Cornwall and Stormont.
Cornwall Canal, prop. Location in 1834, Reps., &c., of

Engineers (M. for copies) 595, 677 (i).
Recent Break (M. for Cor., &c.*) 303 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

M. that Com. rise, 361 (i).
Prescott County Ry. Co's. incorp. Act Amt. B. 33 (Mr.

Edwards) 2° objected to, 239 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amat.

Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 264 (i).
Winnipeg and North Pacifie Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act

Amt. (B. 82, 10*) 346 (i).

Bernier, Mr. M. E., St. Hyacinthe.
Criminal Lws, distribution to Justices of the Peace

(Ques.) 171 (i)
Hereford Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, Laborers' Wages and con-

veyance of Volunteers, (Ques.) 1017 (ii).
Lake St. Louis, construction of Pieri (Ques.) 80 (i).
Longueuil Wharves, completion (Ques.) 80 (i).

Blake, Hon. E., West Durham.
SUPPLY:

Public Work-Incomne: Buildings (Repairs, Furniture, &c.)
917. ilarbors and Rivers (N.B.) 925 (ii).

Boisvert, Mr. F., Nicolet.
GreatEastern Ry. Subsidy, on M. for Pets., Reps., &c.,

21 (i).

Borden, Mr. F. W., King's, N.S.
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 529, 539 (i).

Bourassa, Mr. F., St. John's, Que.
Belle Vallée Post Office, change of Location (M. for

Cor., &c.*) 943 (ûi).

Bowell, Hon. M., North Hastings.
Aird, W. B., jun., Names of Sureties (Ans ) 1017 (ii).
American Fishing Vessels, authority to £Inter and Clear

(Ans.) 348 (i).
Bannerman, Wm., Customs sub-collector at Calgary, de-

falcations (Ans.) 677 (i).
Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Subsidy and G.T.R.,

on M. for Cor., 87 (i).
--- Drill Shed, construction, on M. for Cor., 700 (i).

Harbor B. 116 (Mr. Tupper) in Com., 1042.
Bridgewater, Seizure, Claims for compensation (Ans.)

1423 (ii).
C. P. R., Interest due on 815,000,0U0 Bonds (Ans.) 348.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt

(Ur. Flynn) to prop. Res., 134 (i).
Customs Act Amt. (prop. Res.) 469; in Com. on Res.,

763 (i) ; (B. 117) 2° m., 1138 ; in Com., 1140 ; M. to
recom., 1330 (ii).

Appraisers (Ques.) appointment (Ans.) 370 (i).
---- Seizures, on Res. (hir. Ilolton) in Amt to Com.

of Sap., 1290 (ii).
Debates, Officiai (M. for Sp. Com.) 3 (i).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continucd.
Electoral Lists, Expenditure on preparation, &c. (Ans.)

30, 33 (i).
Exports to Great Britain vid U. S. (Ans.) 428 (i).

- to Australia, Manufactures (Ans.) 1423 (ii).
Fish, Fomsign, change in BondingSystem (Ans.) 224 (i)
Fish Imported in Bond for Export, on M. for Cor.,

1089 (ii).
Flour and Pork Duties, on adjumt. (remarks) 1723 (ii).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 686, 692 (i).
Fruits and Seeds Imported from U.S. (Ans.) 224 (i).
Gowan and Boswell, Judges, in Com of Sup., 1362 (ii).
Grosse, John A., employment by Govt. (Ans.) 171 (i).
Imports and Exports (Ans.) 1363 (ii).
1. C. R., French Larguage on (Ans.) 29 £i).
Jukes, Dr., in Com. of Sup., 1571 (ii).
Labor Commissioners' Rep. (presented) 1285 (ii).
Liquor Permits in N.W.T., on M. for copies, 556 (i).
Lumber Shipments from N. B. to U. S. (Ans.) 935 (ii).
Milk Adulteration, prevention of Fraud B. 16 (Mr.

Burdett) on M. for 2°, 260 (i).
-- (M.) to trnstr. to Govt. Orders, 1397 (ii).
Oils, Imports into Man. (Ans.) 1533 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (1fr. Haggart) in Com.,

1137 (ii).
Preventive Officers in P. E. I. (Ans.) 15 (i).
Printing and Stationery, deptl. Rep. (presented) 316.
-- Bureau, in Com. of Sup., 1571 (ii).

Committee (M. to add names) 346 (i).
Public Accounts Com., meeting (Ans.) 222 (i).
--- (remarks) 500 (i).

Printing of Evidence (remarks) 1367 (ii).
Ross, Josiah, Seizure of Property by Customs Dept.

(Ans.) 428 (i).
Saw Logs, Importation, on M. for Ret., 33 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Judges Gowan and Boswell, refund)
1362 (ii).

Ciel Government (Oustoms) 152, 155 (i).
Collection qf Revenues : Canals (Trent) 1495. Oulling Timber,

1362 (ii).
Custoius (Detective Service) 1221 ; (Salaries, &o.) 1217; (Kiscel-

laneous) 1461 (ii).
Fisharies (Salaries, &c.) 1078 (ii).
Legislation.: House of Commons (Printing, Paper and Binding)

273 (i); (Returning Officers) 1362 (ii) ; (Voters' Lists, print-
ing) 271 (i).

Miscellaneous (Jukes, Dr.) 1571 ; (Printing Bureau) 1671 (il).
mounted Police, 1453 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1519 (ii).

West Bay, N.S., Custom flouse Officer (Ans.) 427 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2.

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on presentation of Rep. of Sel.
Com., 384; in Com., 608, 614; on Aimt. (Mr. Charl-
ton) to M. for 3', 761 (i).

Wrecking, &c., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex) on M. to adjn. deb., 259 (i).

Trade and Navigation Tables (presented) 3 (i).
Vincent, Joseph E., and Customs Dept., on M. for Cor.,

935 (ii).
Voters' Lists, printing, distribution, &c. (Ans.) 15 (i).

ei
Un1



iv INDEX.

Bowman, Mr, I. E., North Waterloo.
Berlin and Can. Pacifie Junction Ry. Co,'s (B. 58, 1°*)

269 (i).
Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. 138 (Mr. Carling) in

Com. on Res., 1268 (ii).
Ont. Mutual Life Assurance Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B.

42, 1°*) 194 (i).
Returu re Fire Insurance Co's (Enquiry) 323 (i).

Boyle, Mr. A., Monck.
Business of the House, on adjnmt. (remarks) 762 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

1144 (ii).
Fruits and Seeds imported from U. S. (Ques.) 224 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Incone (Welland) 1515 (ii).
Tree Ped*dlers, &c., prevention of Fraud (B. 6, 1°*)

13 (i); on 2°, 1100 (ii).

Brien, Mr. J., South Essex.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty; on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 125 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, ActAmt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) in Com., 1014, 1129 (ii).
Immigrants, Arrivals from 1867 to 1889, number, &C.,

(M. for Ret.*) 304 (i).
Pauper Immigration (children) in Com. of Sup.,

964 (ii).
Stephenson, Rufus, employment by Govt. (Ques.)

223 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1643 (ii).
SUPPLY:

FFisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1077 (ii).
Immigration (Agents) 963 (ii).

Brown, Mr. A., Hamlton.
Bagwell, Geo. McDonald, Relief (B. 123, 1°*) 871 (ii).
Ballot Box, Waddell's Patent (M. for Sel. Com.) 24 (i).
Boiler Inspection and Insurance Co. of Can. Act

Amt. (B. 25, 10*) 47 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Mr. Wallace) on M. to

ref. to Com. on Banking, &o., 1115 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop.Res., 119 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention (B. 3, 19) 13; 20 m.,

240 ; on M. that Com. rise, 360 ; (M.) to restore to
Order Paper, 367; agreed to (Y. 96; N. 92) 368;
M. for Com., 607 (i).

Fraudulent Practices Com. (M. for Sp. Oom.) 16;
(M.) reducing quorum, 222 (i).

Fire Armis, Improper use (B. 148, 1*) 1221 (ii).
Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.

Boyle) on M. for 2Q, 1102 (ii).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s R 23 (Mr. Girouard)

on M. for 2°, 170 (i).
Pontiac and Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s (B. 51, °*)

222 (i).

Bryson, Mr. J.-Continued.
Subsidies (money) to Rys.

donald) in Com. on Res.,1
Union iRy.Co.'s incorp. B.

on M. for 30 (Amt.) 854

B. 148 (Sir John A Mac-
1631 (ii).

79 (Mr. White, Renfrew)

Burdett, Mr. S. B., East Eastings.
Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Subsidy and G.T.

R. (M. for Cor.) 85 (i).
Belleville Harbor B. 116 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1042 (i).
Deaf and Dumb Institute, Belleville, in Com of Sup.,

70 (i).
Drill Shed at Belleville, Govt. Aid (Ques.) 80 (i).

construction (M. for Ret.) 699.(i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1036, 1126 (ii).
Milk Adulteration, prevention of Fraud (B. 16, 1°*)

30; 2° m., 259 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Raggart) in Com.,

1137 (ii).
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenue, &c. (M. for

Ret.) 225 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil GoPernment (Postmaster General) 69 (i).

Burns, Mr. K. F., Gloucester.
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Tupper) on Amt. (Mr.

Weldon, St. John) 6 m. h., 1121 (ii).
Fish Imported in Bond for Export, on M. for Cor., 1086,

Cameron, Mr. H., Inverness.
Cape Breton Ry., on prop. Res. (Mr. Flynn) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Dredge Cape Breton, compensation to Captain and

Laborers for Losses (Ques.) 427 (i).
Dredge lost in Northumberland Straits (Ques.) 469 (i).
L'Ardoise Breakwater, on M. for copies of Surveys,

&c., 698 (i).
McDonald and Dowling's Gulches, Pile-driving (Ques.)

677 (i).
Simms & Slater, Sureties' Deposits (Ques.) 677 (i).
SUPPLY:

Indians (P.E. .) 1173 (ii).
West Bay, N.S., Custom House Officer (Ques.) 427 (i).

Campbell, Mr. A., Kent, Ont.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 779 (i).
Çombinations in Trade B. Il (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for Com., 1444 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 116 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2, 1007; in
Com., 1013, 1020, 1128 (ii).

Freight Rates, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 1068 (ii).
Ooean Steamship Subuidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1407 (ii).



INDEX.
Campbell, Mr. A.-Continued.

Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Coin. of Sup., 585.

Stephenso'b, Rufus, in Com. of Sup., 1254 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics: (Indian and Colonial Exhibi-
tion) 1513 (ii).

Collectiou of Revenues: Dom. Lands, 1253 (ii).
Fsheries (Salaries, &c.) 1078 (ii).
indians (Industrial Schools) 1178 ; (Man. and N.W.T.) 1176 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarms)

1361 (Hi).
JMilitia (Armories, &c.) 794; (Drill Sheds, &c )795 (i).
NisceUaneous (St. Oatharines Milling Co., Costa) 1456 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 220 (i).
Public Works-Income ; Buildings (Ont) 806 (i). Experimental

Farm (Buildings, &c.) 972. Harbors and Rivera (Ont.) 928,
1531 (i).

Railways-Capital: I.C.R. (St. John, accommodation) 1068 (ii).

Wrecking, &c., in Can. Waters B. ' (Mr. Patterson,
Eseex) on M. for 2°, 256 (i).

Cargill, Mr. H., Bruce.
Corn Importations, rebute of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 132 (i).

Carling, Hon. John, London.
Agriculture, deptl. Rep. (presonted) 138 (i).
Artisans, Importation, attention called to Advertise-

ment (remarks) 1668 (ii).
Concurrence, 1598 (ii).
Experimental Farm, expenditure (Ans.) 428, 55 (i).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 947, 1320 (il).

-- Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 275 (i).
Manuscripts respecting Canada, copying (Ans.) 1363.
Mennonite Immigrants Loan(prop. Res.) 1116; in Com.,

1267; (B. 138) in Com, 1399 (ii).
Population of Dom. by Provinces (Ans.) 170 (i).
Seed Wheat, payment by Settlers (Ans.) 590 (i).
Stein, Leonce, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 1534 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Census and Statietics) 298 (i),
conc., 1598 (ii); (aolonial and Indian Exhibition) 1512;
(Dairy Interests) 1513 (hi); (Experimental Farms) 289 (i);
(Fruit-growing Interest) 1513 (ii); (Health Statistics) 287
(i); (Patent Record) conc., 1598 tii).

civil Government (Agriculture) 71(i).
Immigration (Agents) 947, 1320, 1498 (ii).
Legislation: Bouse of Commons (Printing, Paper, &c.) 274 (i).
Quarantine (Public Health) 932; (St. John and Halifax)

931 (i).
Publie Work&-Incomwe: Buildings (1. S.) 1518 ; Experimental

Farm (Baildings, &c.) 971; Roads and Bridges (Ottawa
River and City) 1450 (ii).

Webster, W. A., Sumo paid for Services (Ans.) 303 (i).
-- employment by Govt. (Ans.) 979 (ii).

Caron, Hon. Sir A. P., K.CM.G., Quebec County.
Bedson, S. L., appointment in Militia Force (Ans.)

1328 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1509 (ii).

BonsecoursMarket Hall and Volunteers (Ans.) 19 (i).
Cartridge Manufacture, in Com. of Sap., 1353 (ii).
Cavalry School, Toronto (Ans.) 302 (i).
Concurrence, 1599 (ài). 0

Caron, Hon. Sir A. P.-Continued.
Hereford Ry. Co.'s Claim for conveyance ofVolunteers

(Ans.) 1017 (ii).
Lake, James P., payment for Wire Rope (Ans.)

1628 (ii).
Militia Act Amt. (B. 29, 10) 105 (i) ; wthdn., 1629 (ii).
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to Com.

of Sup., 1553 (ii).
Military College, Commandant's House (Ans.) 34 (i),

1534 (ii).
Militia and Defence, deptl. Rep. (presented) 13 (i).
Militia Regulations, &c., French Edition (Ans.) 171 (i).
National Defence Com. (Ans.) 1423 (ii).
Permanent Forces, expenditure for Repairs on Works

(Ans.) 171 (i).
Pub. Accts. Com., meeting (remarks) 501 (i).
Papors from Militia Dept. (remarks) 470 (i).
Robellion in N. W. '., Cor. respecting 9th Battalion,

on M. for copies, 317 (i).
Subsidies (money) tÔ Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) in Com. on Res., 1637 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Governrnent (Contingencies) 157; (Militia and Detence)
55 ().

Aslitia (Ammunition, Clothing, Ac.) 793 (),1353 (ii); (Armories,
care of Arme, &c.) 793 (i); (Drill Pay) conc., 1599 (ii) ; (Drill
Sheds, &c)795 (i); (Xlilitary College) 1357 (ii) ; (Permanent
Forces, &c.) 798; (Rifled Ordnance) 794 (i).

Penitentiaries (Man.) 1509 (ii).
Pensions (Compensation in lieu of Land) 788; (Fenian Raid)

788; (Veterans of 1812) 788 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (B. 0.) 1528; (Ont.) 1530,

1694 (ii).
Territorial Accounta (Rebellion in N.W.T.) 1461 (il).

Tête du Pont Barracks, Sale (Ans.) 427 (i).
Toronto School of Infantry, Bread supply, Tenders

(Ans.) 1082 (ii).
Valiquette, Sergt., Pension to Family, in Com. of

Sup., 788 (i).
Volunteers' (9th Battalion) discipline (Ans.) 1327 (ii).

Carpenter, Mr. F. W., South Wentworth
Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'t,. Consolidation

(Mr. Moncrief) 2° m., 299 (i).
B. 48

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J., K.C.M.G.. South Oxford.
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Com. of Sup, 1580.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &o., B. 5 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for 2°, 194 (i).

Boundaries of Ont., on prop. Res. (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) 1329 (ii).

Brown, Capt., Pension to Family, in Com. ol Sup., 791.
Budget Speech (Ques.) 79 (i).
BUDGET, THE (reply) 456; (prop. Res.) Unrestricted

Reciprocity with U. S., 468 (i).
Buildings, Public, erected 1867-1889 (M. for Ret.*) 303.
Business of the House (remarks) 269 (i).
Chipman, C. C., in com. of Sup., 138, 142, 145, 196,

199 (i).



vi INDEX.
Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continuec.

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mir. faggart) on M.
for 20, 670; in Com. on ]Res,, 673; (Amt.) to recom.,
neg. (Y. 68; N. 113) 763 (i).

--- Assessment of Salaries authorisation B. 18 (Mr.
Ellis) on Mr. Speaker's .Ruling, 367 (i).

Commercial Treaties, on M. to adjn. (remarks) 105,
168 (i).

Commercial Treaties with Foreign States (prop. Ras.)
172; neg. (Y. 66; N. 94) 193 (i).

Consolidated Fund, Reoeipts and Expenditures (M. for
Ret.*) 24 (i)

Concurrence, 1597, 1601, 1607, 1614 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 1140.
Contingencies, deptl., in Com. of Sup., 159, 166 (i).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1240, 1251 (ii).

-- (Amt.) to M. to conc. in Res. rep. from Com.
of Sup. 1607; neg. (Y. 39, N. 71) 1310 (ii).

EsTIMATEÏ, The (remarks) 30 (i).
Experimental Farm, expenditure (Ques.) 423, 525 (i).
Exports of Manufactures to Australia (Ques.) 1423 (ii).
Exporte and Importe (M. for Ret.*) 24 (i).

(Ques) 1363 (ii).
Fisheries and Trade Relations with U. S., on prop.

Res. (Ur. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 419 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 987 (ii).
Freight Rates, I.C.R, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Freight Transit through Canada, on Order Res for Sol.

Com. being called (remarks) 591 (i).
Govt. Business on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to take in

Wednesdays, 654 (i).
-- on M. to adjn. (remarks) 979 (fi).
Indian Treaties, Surrender of Lands (Ques.) 841 (ii).
I.C.R., Capital Account, expenditure (Ques.) 676 (i).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 950, 1319 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 908 (ii).
--- on iRes. (Ur. Boss) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,
1693 (i).

Judges' (Provincial) Salaries B. 150 (Sir John Thomp-
son) on M. for Com. on Res., 1687 (ii).

Legislative Eoonomy, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) for
Joint Com., 782 (i).

Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, amounts received on ac-
count (MI. for Ret.) 30 (i).

-- (Ques.) 91 (ii).
(remarks) 94ï, 1044 (ii).

--- (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup, 1147;
neg. (Y. 74, N. 117) 1169 (ii).

-- paragraph in Prospectus re Sinking Fund
(Ques.) 1328 (ii).

Manufacturers' Insurance Co.'s Stockholders, on M. for
copies of Cor., 593 (i).

Members' Sessioral Indemnity (remarks) 1711 (ii).
Military College, Oommandant's iResidence (remarks)

1534 (ii).
Xilk Adutteration, prevention of Fraud B. 16 (àfr.

Burdett) on M. for 2°, 259 (i).

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
Ministerial Changes, on M. to adjn. (remarks) 27 (i).
Mounted Police Act Amt. B. 146 (Sir John À .Macdonald)

on M. for 20, 1709 (ii).
Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Res, 769 (i).
N. W.T. Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for

1, 1263 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B.C. and Australia) in

Com. on Res., 1373, 1376, 1384 (ii).
-- (B.C. and China, &c.) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier)

to Res., 1387 ; in Com., 1388 (ii).
-- (Can. and United Kingdom) on Res., 1329; in

Com., 1389, 1394 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry. (Amt.) to M. to conc. in

Res. rep. from Com. of Sup., 1603 ; neg. (Y. 39, N.
70) 1604 (ii).

Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Com. of Sup.,74.
Population of Dom. by Provinces (Ques.) 170 (i).
Printing Bureau, expend. for Plant, &c. (Ques.) 428 (i).
Public Accounts Com, meeting (Ques.) 222 (remarks)

500 (i).

Papers from Militia Dept. (remarks) 470 (i).
Printing of Evidence (remarks) 1366 (ii).

Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &o., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s
B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com. on
Res, 1706 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 115 (Mr. Foster) on M. for 2°, 1284.
Rys. and Canals (Amt.) to M. to conc. in Res. rep.

from Com. of Sap., 1601; neg. (Y. 40, N. 73) 1603 (ii).
Rideau Iali Expenses, in Com of Sup., 913 (ii).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1483.

- on Aimt. (Mr. Barron) to M. for Com. of Sup.,
1492, 1593 (ii).

Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com. on
Res., 1660 (ii).
- on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) 1678; on cono.
in B.> 1683 (ii).

Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Mir. Dewdney) in
Com. on Res., and B., 1720 (ii).
-- (money) ta Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com. on Res., 1616, 1630; on M. to conc.
in Res. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1653 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Administration ofJustice (Judges Gowan and Boswell, refund)

1362 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Census and Statistics) 298 (i),

conc., 1598 (ài); (Ezperimental Parms) 289, 295 (i) ; (Health
Statistics) conc., 1598 (ii).

Canale-Capstal (Cornwall) 1405; (Lachine) 1205; (Sault Ste.
Marie) 1202; (Tay) 1211 ; (Trent Riv. Nav.) 1210; (Welland)
1207; (Williamsburg) 1205. Income (Lachine) 1514; (Rideau)
1211; (Welland) 1516 (ii).

Charges oj Management (Brokerage and Commission) 204;
(Country Savings Banks) 203; (Dom. Loan reduced) 204 (i).

Civil Government (Agricultuie) 71; Civil Service Examinera)
203; (ontingenciea) 159, 166, 168; (Oustoms) 152, 155(i);(De-
partments generally) 1503 (ii); (High Commissioner'a Office)
151, 196 (1); (Contingencies) 1503, 1597; (Indian Affaira)
1502 (ii); (Inland Revenue) 66; (Interior) 65 ; (Marine) 138,
142 ; (Kounted Police) 62, 153; (Postmaster General) 69 (i);
(Privy Council) 1502 (if); (Railways and Canals) 151 (i),
1B06 (i).



INDEX.

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Collection o Revenues: Adulteration of Food, 1227. Canals
(Repairs, &c.) 1211; (Trent Canal) 1495. Culling Timber,
1362. Dom. Lands, 1240, 1251, 1607. Excise, 1223, 1225.
Post Office, 1236, 1596. Public Works (Slides and Booms)
1229 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1077 (ii).
Geological Survey, 1079 (ii).
Immigration (Agents) 950, 961, 1319 (ii).
Indians (B. 0.) 1178; (Schools) 1170, 1177; (Man. and N.W.T.)

1173, 1595 (ii).
Legilation: House of Commons (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 270,

(i); (Franchise Act) 1511 (il) ; (Library of Parlt.) 272;
(Printing, Paper and Binding) 273 (i); (Returning Officers)
1362 (ii); (Votera' Lists, printing) 271 (i). Senate (salaries
&c.) conc., 1597 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarms)
975, 1361 (ii).

Mail Subsidies (Halifax, &c., and West Indies, &c.) 1703 (i);
(Magdalen Islands) 1261, 1450; (Payment to Mr. King) 1451.

filitia (Armories, care of Arms, &c.) 794; (Ammunition, kc.)
793 (i); (Drill Pay) conc., 1599 (ii); (Drill Sheds, &c.) 795
(i); (Military College) 1357 (ii); (Permanent Forces, &c.)
796; (Rifled Ordnance) 794 (i).

Misesllaneous (American Association) 1699 ; (Commercial
Agencies) 1180 ; (Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c.) 1179, 1362; (Govt.
of N.W.T ) 1179 ; (Labor Commission) 1497, conc., 1614;
(Lands, 0. P. R. Belt) 1570; (Litigation) 1460; (Printing
Bureau) 1571; (St. Catharines Milling Co , Costs) 1456; (St.
Lawrence River Survey) 1461 (il).

Mounted Police, 1212, 1451, 1497 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 974 (ii).
Pensions (Compensation in lieu of Land) 788 ; (Fenian Raid)

788; (Veterans of 1812) 788 (i). •

Penitentiaries (Kingston) 1509, conc., 1615 (ii); (Han.) 216 (i),
1507, conc., 1597 (ii).

Public Works-Capital: Buildings (A.dditional, Ottawa) 799 (i).
Harbors and Rivera (Ont.) conc., 1f99; (Que ) 1517 (il)

Buildings (N. S.) 805 ; (N. W. T.) 807 (i), 1527 (ii); (Ont ) 806
(i), 1521, 1694 (ii)'; (Que.) 808 (i), 1362. Repairs, Furniture,
&c., 913. Experimental Farm (Buildings, &c.) 972. Harbors
and Rivera (Man.) 931 ; (N. B.) 925, 1447 (ii); (N.S.) 807 (i),
912; (Ont.) 1448. Roads and Bridges (Ottawa City and River)
1449; conc., 1615. Telegraph Lines (N.W.T. ) 1233 (ii).

Railways-Capital.: C. P. R. (construction) 1047, I. C. R.
(Rolling Stock) conc., 1614. Cape Breton (construction)
1069. Oxford and New Glasgow (construction) 1073 (ii).

Scientfic Institutions (Meteorological Service) 976 (ii).
Superannuation: Railways (W. Wallace) 1597 (ii).
Superintendence of Insurance (Expenses) 1361 (ii).
Unprovided items, 149t (il).

Tariff, proposed Changes (Ques.) 1221 (ii).
Ventilation ofOChamber, in Com. of Sap., 1228 (ii).
Western Counties Ry. B. 127 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 1043 (ii).

Cas ey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Customs Buildings, cities and towns of less than

20,000 (M. for Ret.*) 303 (i).
Cab.hire, &c., in Com. of Sup., 162, 166 (ii).
Canal Works, Tenders for (M. for .Ret.) 593 (i).
Chipman, C. C., in Com. of Sup., 198 (i).
Concurrence, 1598 (ii).
Convict Labor, in Com. of Sup., 212 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Kr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 112 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m. h., to M. for 2>, 245 (i).

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Fabre, Mr., in Com. of Sup., 1323 (ii).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Re. (Mr.

Mulock) 39 (i).
Fishories and Trade Relations with U.S., on propeRas.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt, to Com. of Sup., 403 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Aet Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1127 (ii).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seede) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 691 (i).
Freight Transit through Can., on prop. M. (Mr. Ives)

for Sel. Com., 88 (i).
on Order, Res. (Mr. Ives) for Sel. Com. being

called, 591 (i).
Legal Fees and Expenses, in Com. of Sap., 63 (i).
Legislative Economy, on M. (Sir Bector Langevin) for

Joint Coin., 783 (i).
Manufacturera' Insurance Co.'s Stockholders, on M. for

copies of Cor., 592 (i).
Mititia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 1353 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Haggart) in Com. on

Res., 1131 ; in (on. on B., 1133 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Ant.

(Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 261 (i).
Queen's College (Kingston) Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Kirk.

patrick) on M. for 20, 300, 607 (i).
St. Catharines Milling Co's. Legal Expenses, in Coin. of

Sup., 63 (i).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) on Amt. to M.

to conc. in Res., 1683 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdon.

ald) in Com. on Res., 1647; in Com. on B., 1686 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statiutics (Patent Record) conc., 1598 (il).
Civil Government (Contingencies) 162, 164, 166, 168; (High

Commissioner'a Office) 196; (Interior) 58 ; (Justice) 53;
(Militia and Defence) 55 (i).

Immigration (Agents) 1323 (ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (Dontingencies) conc.,1598 (il)

(Printing, Paper and Binding) 273 (i).
Militia (Ammunition, Clothing, &c.) 1353; (Drill Pay) conu.,

1598 (il).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 212 (i).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (N.B) conc., 1599. Income .

Buildings (Repairs, Furniture, &c.) cone., 1599. Barboro and
Rivera (Ont.) 928 (ii).

Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.Boyle)
on M. to ref. to Sel. Coin., 1104 (i).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters
B. 2 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on Amt. (Mr. Patterson, Essex)
to M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 255; on M. for 30, 760 (i).

Wrecking, &c., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex) on M. for 2%, 256 (i).

Casgraili, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Fishing Licenses, in Inland Waters, on M. for Ret.,

84 (i).
River Matane (Ques.) 171 (i).

-- Rights in Matane River (M. for Cor.) 938 (ii).
Lebour dais Bros., Cor. re Trial (Que.) 16 (i).
Ont. Loan and Debenture Consolidation B. 48 (Kr.

.Moncreiff) on M. for 2*, 300 (i).

"li
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Casgrain, Mr. P. B.-Continued.
Queen's College (Kingston) Act Amt. B. 46 (Kr.

Kirkpatrick) on M. for 2°, 301 (i).
St. Roch des Aulnets Wharf (M. for Cor.) 529 (i).

Charlton, Mr. J., North Yorfolk.
Bannerman, Wm., late postmaster at Calgary, defalca-

lions (Ques.) 667 (i).
Bass Fishing Permits, Lake Brie (Ques.) 1081 (ii).

- Boundary between Alaska and Canada (Ques.) 426 (i).
Commercial Union with U. S., telegram re Hitt's Res.

(read) 384 (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Armt. to Armt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 122 (i).
Cruelty to Animais prevention B. 3 (Kr. Brown) on.

M. for 2°, 245 (i).
Cullers' Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Cosýigan) on M. for

Com. on Res., 1363 (ii).
Customs Seizures, in com. of Sap., 67 (i).
Debates, Officiai, delay in Printing (remarks) 944 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84, on M.

(Sir John Thompson) to trnFfr. to Govt. Orders,
1895 (ii).

Franchise Act, amount exponded for ail services (M.
for Ret.*) 303 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)
on M. for 20, 981 ; in Com., 1127 ; on M. for 3°, 1278;
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 59, N. 88) 1279 (ii).

Free List Extension (Seeds and Grains) on prop. Res.
(Mr. Platt) 685 (i).

Fruit Baskets and Boxes, amount of Duty collected (M.
for Ret.*) 304 (i).

Interest and Sinking Fund, amounts charged against
(Ques.) 1363 (ii).

Jesuits' Estatets Act on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 883 (ii).

on Res. (Mr. Ross) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,
1692 (ii).

Legislative Assembly in N.W.T., Memorials, on M. for
copies, 371 (i).

Map of Canada in Chamber (request) 469 (i).
Maritime Court Law (Ont.) Act Amt. (B. 3', 10*)

169 (i).
Orange Order incorp., Legislation (Ques.) 1082 (ii).
Pagans in Joliette County (Ques.) 1710 (ii).
Post Office Act Anmt. B. 93 (Mr. Haggart) in Com. on

Res. and B., 1133 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U.S.. on Res. (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 479 (i).
Saw Logo, Exportation and Duty collected (M. for

Ret.*) 33 (i).
-- on M. for Com. of Sup., 1480, 1584 (ii).

on Amt. (Mr. Barron) to M. for Codi. of Sup.,
1493 (ii).

Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Kr. Tupper) in Com,
1034 (ii).

SittingS of the louse (prop. Res.) not to sit after 12
o'clock, Order read, 432; Res., 526 (i),

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdon-
ald) in Com. on Res., 1630, 1635 (ii).

Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Customs) 67 ; (Militia and Defence) 55; (Post-
master General)68 (i).

Indians (Oka Indians, removal) 1172 (ii).
Iiscellaneous (American Association) 1899 (il).

Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.
Costigan) in Com. on Res., 665 (i).

Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr. Boyle)
on M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 1103 (ii).

Ventilation of Chamber, in Com. of Sup., 1228 (ii).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can, Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on presentation of Rep. of Sel.
Com., 384; in Com., 608, 619; on M. for 3°, 755;
(Amt.) 757; neg. (Y. 56, N. 108) 761 (i).

Wrecking, &c., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex) on M. for 2°, 257 (i).

Chisholm, Mr. D., New Westminster.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on

(Mr Flynn) to prop. Res., 127 (1).
SUPPLY :

Immigration, 951 ().
Militia (Permanent Forces, &c.) 799 (i).

Amt. to Amt.

Choquette, Mr. P. A., Montmagny.
Debates, Official, on M. to conc. in 2nd Rep. of Com.,

(Amt.) 933 (ii).
Electoral Lists, Expenditure on preparation, &c. (Ques.)

30, 33 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Armt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1026 (ii).
I.C. R., French Language on (Ques.) 29 (i).

--- Macdonald, A. R., Supe rintendent, Pet. of Em-
ployés (Ques.) 248 (i).
--- Receipts and Expendi tures from opening to
date (Ques.) 427 (i).

Post Office Inspector, Three Rivers division (Ques.)
1181 (ii).

Quebec and Lévis Ferry provision (B. 12, 10*) 29 (i).
Tenders, Translation of Forms (remarks) 15â5 (ii)
U. S., Invitation to Members to visit (Ques.) 34 (i).

Cockburn, Mr. G. R. R., Toronto Centre.
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Mr. Wallace) on M. to

ref. to Com. on Banking, &c., 1116 (ii).
London and Can. Loan and Interest Co.'s Act Amt.

(B. 77, 10*) 332 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U.S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 701 (i).
SUPPLY:

.Miscellaneous (American Association) 1897 (ii).
Publie Worka-Income.- Buildings (Ont.) 1896 (ii).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2
(Mir. Krkpatrick) on M. for2°, 253 (i).

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
Alberta and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s B. 49 (Kr. Davis)

on Sen. Amts., 1056 (ii).
Jesits' Estates Act, Disallowance, on Res. (Mr.

O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 836 (ii).
Massawippi Junction iRy. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B.

37, 1'*) 138; 2° m., 239 (i).

viii
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Colter, Mr. O. W., Haldimand.
Cayuga Post Office, Cost to date (Ques.) 303 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for Cnm., 1445; in Com., 1446 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Ant. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on M. for Z°, 98-; on A mt. (Mr. Laurier) 1000;
in CoM., 1008, 1020, 1025, 1127 (ii).

Grand River Bridge at York Village, construction
(Ques.) 171 (i).

-- (M. for Ret.*) 301 (i).
Indiau Lands (Sale@, &c.) Grand River, Cayuga (M. for

Rot. ') 304 (i).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Armt. to Com. of Sup., 1168 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S, on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt, to Com. of Sup. 563 (i).
Ross, Josiah, Seizure of Property by Customs Dept.

(Ques.) 428 (i).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Amt. (Mr. Barron) to M.

for Com. of Sup., 1489 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salibary) on Amt. to M.

to conc. in Res., 1675 (ii).
Six Nation Indians, Sale of Lands (Ques.) 428 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1626 (ii).
SUtPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: 0ustoms (Salaries, &c.) 1220 (il).
Public Worka-Income: Roadasand Bridges, 970 (il).

Tree Peddlers, &c, prevention of Frand B. 6. (Mr.
Boyle) on M. for 2° (Amt.) 6. M. h., neg. on a div.,
1102 (ii).

Webster, W. A., Sums paid for services (Ques.) 303.
(hM. for Ret.*) 303 (i).

Cook, Mr. H. H., East Simcoe.
Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Subsidy and G. T.

R , on M. for Cor., 87 (i).
Business of the House (remarks) 270 (i).
Chipman, C. C., in Com. of Sup., 200 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Uaggart) on M.

for 21, 670 (1).
Civil Service Act Amt. (B. 106, 10) 557 (i).
Cruiser, Govt. Steamer, Engineer's Certificate (Ques.)

7.39 (i).
Dom. notes, Printing, in Com. of Sup., 204 (i).
Engineers (Stationary) Examination and Licensing (B.

8, 10*) 17 (i); 20 m., 1107 (ii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Monday (remarks)

re Home Rule for Ireland, 1182 (ii).
Gowan, Hon. J. R., Senator, Pension (Ques.) 676 (i).
Home Rale for Ireland (prop. Res.) 304 (i).
Judges' Salaries, in Com. of Sap., 206, 209 (i).
Personal Explanation, paragraph in Toronto World re

Elevator's Bill, 842 (ii).
Post Offices Billt since 1878, Revenues, &c., on M. for

Ret., 226 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. (B. 9, 1) 17; 2° m., 362 (i); M. for

Com., 1099 (ii).
Sawdust in Ottawa River (Ques.) 223 (i).
2

Cook, Mr. H. H.-Continued.
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (fVice-dmiralty Court) 206 (1).
Charges o/ Management (Printing Dom Notes) 204 (î).
Civil Government (Contingencles) 189; (High Oommissioner's

Office) 200 ; (Karine) 145; (Militia and Detence) 57; (Publie
Works) 150 (i).

Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.
Costigan) in Com. on Res., 663 (i).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters,
B. 2 (Mr. Eirkpatrick) in Com., 613 (i).

Corby, Mr. H., West Hastings.
Bay of Quinté Bridge Co.'s. (B. 75, 10*) 322 (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. (Mr.

.Fsher) to prop. Res., 112 (i),

Costigan, Hon. J., Vcitoria, .N. B.
Cigars, reduction of License Fees (Ans.) 171 (i).
Cullers Act Amt. M. for Com. on Rus., 1363; in Com.,

1365; (B. 142) 10*, 136q (ii).
Hide and Leather Inspector, Montreal, on M. for

Papers, &c., 23 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. (prop. Rus.) in Com., 1221;

(B. 139, 10) 1269 ; in Com., 1397 (ii).
Inland Revenue, deptl. Rep. (prosented) 3 (i).

-- (correction) 17 (i).
Inspection Act Amt. (B. 137, 1°) 1263; in Com., 1398.
New Edinburgh and Gatineau Ferry, renta and arrear.

ages (Ans.) 348 (i).
O'Connor, D., Feos and Legal Expenses, in Com. of

Sup., 1229 (ii). .
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Flynn) informer Le Caron

and Secret Service Fund, 323 (i).
Quesnel, Jules, complainte against (Ans.) 1115 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (mIland Revenue) 66 (1).
Collection of Reven.sea: Adulteration ot Food, 1227. Excise,

1223. Minor Revenues, 1229. Public Works (Slides and
Booms) 1229. Weights and geasures, 1226 (ii).

Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. (B. 113)
prop. Res., 469 ; in Com., 661, (i).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. (B. 27, 1°) 79; 2°
m., 195 (i).

Couture, Mr. P., Chicoutimi and Saguenay.
Chicoutimi and Saguenay Counties, expenditure of

Subsidy (Ques.) 427 (1).
Lake St. John, Baoys and Lights (Ques) 1146 (ii).
-- Hydrographie Survey (Ques.) 1146 (ii).
-- Mail Service (Ques.) 1628 (ii).

Wharves, Construction (Ques.) 1181(ii).
Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.) 979 (ii).
Ry. Subsidies, Lake St. John (Ques.) 427 (i).

Chicoutimi and Saguenay (Ques.) 1181 (ii).
Saguenay River, Buoys and Lights (Que@.) 1146 (fi).

Tenders (Ques) 1422 (ii).
St. Alphonse Wharf, Repaira (Ques) 1181, 1363 (ii).
Ste. Anne de Chicoutimi Wharf, construction (Quoi.)

525 (i).
St. Lawrence Telegraph Service (Ques.) 1363 (ii).



c INDRX.
Curran, Kr. J. J., Montreal Centre.

Bonsecours Market rali and Volunteers (Ques.) 19 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Mr. Wallace) on M. to

ref. to Com. on Banking, &c., 1116; on M. (Sir
John Thompson) for 3 (Amt.) 1468; on Son. Amts.,
1690 (ii).

Customs Act &mt B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 1139.
Extradition Act., extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 1475 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 991; in Con, 1008, 1022 (ii).
Hide and Leather Inspector, Montreal, Papers, &o. (Mi

for copies) 23 (i).
Lachine Canal, new Bridge (Ques.) 20 (i).
Montreal Flood Commission, printing Rep. (M.) 1687.
-- Harbor Police (Ques.) 1423; (remarks) 1573.
Personal Explanation re Judges' Salaries, 1498 (ii).
St. Gabriel Levee and Ry. Co.'s (B. 45, 10*) 1I4 (i).
St. Helen's Island Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 36, IQ*)

138 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr Kirkpatrick) in Com., 612 (i).

Daly, Mr. T. M., Selkirk.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co2s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in Com.,

238 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &o., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp.

son) in Com., 780 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Armt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1001; in
Com., 1012 (ii).

Great North-West Central Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt.
(B. 89, 1°*) 369 (i).

Lac Seul Ry . Co.'s incorp. (B. 52, 10*) 222 (i).
Legislative Assembly in N. W. T., Memorials, on M.

for copies, 376 (i).
Northern Pacific and Man. Ry. Co.'s iiurp. (B. 17,

10*) 322 ().
Post Office &t Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) in Com.,

1135 (ii).
Reoiprocity (anrestricted) with U.S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Carttoright) in Am t. to Com. of Sup., 580.
SUPPLY:

Arta, A4gricuture and Statiics (Experimental Farms) 292 (i).
Colleotion oJ Revenues: Dom. Lands, 1258 (ii).

dans (Kman. and N.W.T.) 1177 (i).

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P. B. 1.
Bagwell, Geo. fcDonald, Relief B. 123 (Mr. White,

Renfrew) in Com., 1234 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Con. of Sup., 1577 (ii).
Bounties to Pihermen, distribution, in Com. of Sup.,

139 (i).
Cab-hire, &c., in Com. of Sup., 165 (i).
C. P. R. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 1063,

1097 (i).
Civil Service, Assessment of Salaries authoî isation B.

18 (Mr. Ells) on objection to 29, 367 (i).
Combinations in Trade B Il (Sir John Thompson) en

X. for Corn., 1439; on Sen. Amts., 1690 (ii).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Oontinued.
Commercial Treaties with Foreign States, on prop.

Ras. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 187 (i).
Concurrence, 1598, 1604, 1607 (ii).
Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) on M.

for 2°, 1400; in Com., 1401 ; on M. to recom., 1465 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

M. that Com. rise, 362 (i).
Cullers Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Corn.

on Res., 1366 (ii).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1249 (ii).
Dredge Prince Edward, Repairs, Cost, &o., on M. for

Ret., 31 (i),
Estreated Recognisances Act Amt. (B. 97, 1°) 384 (i).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84, on M.

(Sir John Thompson) to trnsfr. to Govt. Orders, 1395;
on M. for 20, 1470; in Com., 1474 (ii).

Expropriation of Lands B. 131 (Sir John Thompson) in
Com., 1267 (ii).

Fisheries and Trade Relations wlth U S., on prop. Res.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Suip., 404 (i).

Fisheries and Modus Vivendi (Ques.) 30 (i).
Fish Imported in Bond for Export, on M. for Cr.,

1091 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Ant. B. 4 (Sir John Tl&mpson)

in Corn., 1043, 1127; on M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. (Y.
55, N. 88) 128J (ii).

Freight Rates, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 1064 (ii).
Good Friday, adjnmt. (remarks) 1285 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 139 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1397 (ii).
Interest Act Amt. B. 132 (Sir John Thompson) on M.

for , 1130 (ii).

Intoxicating Liquers in N.W.T., on Res. (Mr. Fisher)
in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1315 (ii).

Judges'(Provincial) Salaries B. 150 (Sir John Thompson)
on M. for Com. on Res., 1688 (ii).

Judges' Salaries, Legislation (Ques.) 1629 (ii).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1883, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Oartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1157 (ii).
Lgwry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) on M. for 20,

995; on M. for Com., 1265 (i).
Masters and Mates Certificates Act Amt. B. 26 (Kr.

Tupper) in Com., 656 (i).
Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. 133 (Kr. Carling) in

Com., 1399 (ii).
Mounted PolicdPensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on Amt. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) to M. for 2°, 1274 (ii).
Mounted Police, punishment of Constables, &o. (M. for

Ret.) 429 (i).
Mount Stewart Pier, in Com. of Sap., 921 (ii).
New London Breakwater, Survey (Ques.) 468 (i).
Ocean Steamship Sabsidies (B. C. and China, &c.) in

Con. on Res., 187; on conc., 1426; (Amt.) 1428.
(B. C. and Australia) in Com. on Res., 1377,

1384; on Amt. (Gen. Laurie) to conc. in Bes.,
1425 (ii).

Piers and Wharves in P.E. I., in Com. of Sap., 148 (i),
919 (ii).

Protection of Fishermen (remarks) 1575 (ii).



INDEX.
Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.

Public Acets. Com., meeting (remarks) 501 (i).
QuOeon's College (Kingston) Act Amnt. B, 46 (Mr. Kirk.

patrick) on M. for 20, 606 (i).
Rys., on M. to conc. in Res. rep. from Com. of Sup.

(Amt.) 1604 (ii).
Rideau Hall xpeunses, in Cm. of Sup., 914 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S, on Ros. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 705 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for

LO, 1030; in Com., 1032 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) B. 149 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on Amat. to M. to cono. in Res.,
1673, 1681; in Com., on B. 1685 (ii).

Speedy Trials of Indictable Offenees B. 17 (Sir John
Thompson) on M. for 20, 195 (i).

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com. on Res., 1618; on M. to conc. in
Res. (Amt.) 1652; neg. (Y. 33; N. 65) 1653 (ii).

Supplies, Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture and Statistic. (Health Statistics) conc., 1598;
(Indian and Colonial Exhibition) 1512 (ii).

Canal-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1205 (i).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 203; (Contingencies)

165; (High Commissioner's Office) Â02; (Justice, Penitentiariei
Branch) 54; (Marine) 138, 143 (i); (Printing and Stationery)
1503; (Privy Oouncil) 1502 (ii); (Public Works) 148 ; (Rail-
ways and Canals) 151 (i); 1504 (ii); (Secretaiy of State) 57 (i).

Collection qi Revenues; Adulteration of Food 1227. Dom. Lands,
1249, 1254. Excise (Preventive Service) 1224. Minor
Revenues, 1229. Post Offices (Salaries, &c.) 1239. Public
Works (Esquimalt and Lévis Graving Docks) 1232. Slides
and Booms, 1230. Railways (I. C. R.) 1496 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1075; conc, 1607 (ii).
Indian(P.E.I.) 1173 (ii).
Justice (Supreme and Vice-Admiralty Courts) 205 (i).
Mail Subsidies, c. (Mfagdalen Islands) 1450 (i).
Miscellaneous (Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c.) 1179; (Govt. of N.W.T.)

1179; (St. Catharines lilling 0o., Costa) 1456 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1452 (ii).
Public Works-lncome: Buildings (B.C.) 1528; (Repaire, Fur-

niture, &c.) 913. Dredging, 1600. Harbors and Rivera (N.B.)
926; (P. E.I.) 919, 1529; (Que.) 928 (ii).

Railway8-Capital : Cape Breton (construction) 1069. I. 0. R.
(City front of St. John) 1068; (Repair Sheds at Richmond)
1064. Oxford and New Glasgow (construction) 1014 (ii).

Unprovided Item, 1495 (ii).
Ventilation of Chamber, in Com. of Sup., 1228 (ii).
Weights and Measures Act Ant. B. 27 (Mr. Costigan)

on M. for 2°, 195 (i).
Winding-up Act Amt. B. 93 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 660 (i).

Davin, Mr. N. F., Asiniboia.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) on M.

for 30, 284 (i).
Beer (4 per cent.) Imported into N. W. T. (Ques.)

525 (i).
Bills relating to N.W.T. (Ques.) 1147 (ii).
Canteen at Regina Barraoks (Ques.) 1082 (ii).
Concurrence, 1609 (ii).
Copyright Act Amt. B. 1JI (Sir John Thompson)

M. to recom., 1465 (ii).

Davin, Mr. N. F.-Continued.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Kr. Flynn) to prop. RS., 130 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. (Ques.) 34, 762 (1).

B. 145 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com., 1537 (ii).
Fiahing Licenses, in Inland Waters, on M. for Rot.,

83 (i).
Fish Propagation in N.W .T. (Ques.) 740 (i).
Hudson's Bay Ry. and Man. repudiation (Quoi.) 1628.
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 139 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1398 (ii).
Inspection Act Amt. B. 137 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

1399 (ii).
Interest Act Amt. B. 132 (Sir John Thompson) on M.

for 2°, 1130 (il).
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. .Fsher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1343 (ii).
Judges' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 20'1 (i).
Jukes, Dr., in Com. of Sup., 1571 (ii).
Land Board, Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 60 (i).
Legislative Assembly of N. W. T., Memorials (M. for

copies) 348 (1).
Legislative Economy, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) for

Joint Com., 785 (i).
Liquor Permits in N. W. T., on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 553 (i).
Mounted Police Desertions (M. for Ret.*) 303 (i).
- - Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) on

Ques. of Order, 1270; on Amt. (Mr. Jones, Halifax)
1272 (ii).

N. W. T. Act Amt. (Ques.) 105 (i).
-- B. 136 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for 1°, 1262 (il).

Personal Explanation, 1574 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Haggart) in Com.

on Res., 1130; in Com. on B., 1135 (ii).
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &c., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com. on
Res., 1709 (ii).

Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Kr. Dewdney) in Corn.
on Res., 1716 (ii).

Supplies, Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Art., Agriculture and Statistics ( Experimental Farme) 292 (1).
Civil (Jovernment (Interior) 60 (1).
Collection of Revenue.: Dom. Land&, 1253 ; conc., 1609 (àl).
Geological Survey, 1080 (ii).
Immigration (Agents) 953, 1323 (11).
Legislation: House of Commons (Printing, Paper, &o.) 280.
>iscellaneous (Govt of N. W. T.) 1179; (Jukes, Dr.) 1571 (Il).
Mounted Police, 1452 (ii).

Town Sites in N. W. T., Receipts froi Sales (àL for
Ret.*) 29 (i).

Tracey, A. R., Seizure of Goods at Medicine Hat (Que.)
1016 (ii).

Davis, fr. D. W., Alberta.
Alberta and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s (B. 49, 1°*) 222 (i);

on Sen. Amts., 1056; 30 m., 754 (i).
Legislative Assembly in N. W. T., Memorials, on M.

for copies, 880 (i),

xi
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Davis, Mr. D. W.-Coninued,
Calgary, Alberta and Montana Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 41,

10*) 194 (i).

North-Western Junction Ry. and Lake of the Woods
Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 73, 10*) 322 (i).

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. (B. 31, 10*)
138 (i).

SUPPLY:
Legislation: House of Commons (Printing, Paper, Binding) 280.

Dawson, Mr. 8 J , Algoma.
Assiniboia, Edmonton and Unjiga Ry. Co.'s incorp

(B. 19, 1°*) 47 (i).
Boundaries of Ont., on M. for Com. on Res., 1654 (ii).
Fishing Licenses in Inland Waters (M. for Ret.) 82 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) in Com., 1008, 1020, 1128 (ii).
Indian Annuities, Arrears, on M. for Cor., 937 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1419 (ii).
Saw Logs, Export Dnty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1588 (ii).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for

29, 1030; in Com., 1039 (ii).
Speedy Trials of Indictable Offences B. 17 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 472 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1641 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canal&-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1203 (ii).
Indian, (Schools) 1170; (Treaty Annuities) 1171 (ii).
Publie Work-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1448 (ii).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 613 (i).

Denison, Mr. F, C., C.M.G., West Toronto.
Baptist Convention of Ont. and Que. (B. 30, 1°*) 138.
Cartridge Manufacture, in Com. of Sup., 1355 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 1477 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompý

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1005 (ii).
Lake Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s (B. 40, 10*)

194 (i).
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr, Mulock) in Amt, to Com.

of Sup., 1569 (ii).
Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co.'s (B 86) M. for

Com., 754 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Judges Gowan and Boswell, refund)
1362 (ii).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1596 (ii),
Immigration (Agents) 951, 1322 (ii).
.Mdlitia (Ammunition, Olothing, &c.) 1355 (ii) ; (Permanent

Forces, &c.) 796 (i).
Telegraph Lines, acquisition by Govt. (M. for Sel. Com.)

80 (i).

Desaulniers, Mr. F. S. L., St. Maurice.
Carbonneau, Joseph, payment for Services (Ques.)

1328 (ii).

Desjardins, Mr. A., Rochelaga,
Boundaries of Ont., on M. for Com. on Res., 1657 (ii).
Debates, Official, delay in printing FrenchlEdition, 654

(i), 944, 1462 (ii).
lst Rep. of Com. (M. to conc.) 247 (i).

-- 2nd Rep. of Com. (M. to conc.) 811, 933 (ii)4

Dessaint, Mr. A., Kamouraska.
Militia Regulations, &c., French Edition (Ques.) 171.
Ste. Anne de la Pocatière Wharf, Repairs (Ques.) 1265.
Témiscouata Ry. Co., Pet. for incorp., &o. (M. for

Ret.*) 943 (ii).
Shareholders, shares held, amount paid, &o. (M.

for Ret.*) 24 (i).
Subsidy, amount paid (Ques.) 676 (i).

De St. Georges, Mr. J. E. A., Portneuf.
Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.) 979 (ii).

Dewdney, Hon. E., East Assiniboia.
Ballot in N.W.T., Legislation respecting (Ans.) 525.
Beer (4 per cent.) Imported into N.W. T. (Ans.) 525.
Bills relating to N.W.T. (Ans.) 1147 (ii).
Breslayor Half-breeds, compensation for Losses (Ans.)

347 (i), 1082 (ii).
Boundary between Alaska and Can. (Ans.) 426 (i).
Caughnawaga Indians, Election of Councillors (Ans.)

427 (i).
Sur7ey of Reserve (Ans.) 468 (i).

Concurrence, 1607 (ii).
Deschenes, Ludger Miville, amounts paid for Surveys

in N.W.T. (Ans) 1327 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. (Ans.) 31, 762 (i).

(B. 145, 1°*) 1462; Z° m. and in Com., 1537 (ii).
in Com. of SUp., 1241 (ii).

Gas (natural) in Western Ont., Mr. Coste's Rep. (Ans.)
46 (i).

Grazing Leases cancelled in Alberta (Ans.) 935 (ii).
Homestead Inspectors in Man. and N. W. T. (remarks)

22, 29 (i).
Indian Affaire, deptl. Rop. (presented) 29 (i).
Indian Agent at Caughnawaga, Salary (Ans.) 1265 (ii).

Annuities, Arrears, on M. for Cor., 937 (ii).
Reserves, Sale of Pine Timber (Ans.) 20, 30 (i).
Treaties, Surrender of Lands (A.ns.) 841 (ii).

Interior Dept., Clerks employed (Ans.) 1328 (i).
-- deptl. Rep (presented) 346 (i).
Intoxicating Liquors in N.W.T., on Ries. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1347 (ii).
La Cloche Island, Lake Huron, Sale (Ans.) 428 (i).

--- Provincial Claims (Ans) 1081 (ii).
Land Commissioner's Office, Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sup , 63 ().
Lands, Conveyance to Govt. of B. C. (B. 128, 10) 911;

in Com., 1042 (ii).
Legislative Assembly in N.W.T., Memorials, on M. for

copies, 382 (i).
Liquor Licenses Rocky Mountains Park (Ans.) 249 (i).
Liquor Permits in N. W. T., on M. for copies of Cor.,

553 (i).
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INDEX.
Dewd.ney, Hon. E.-ontinued,

Mining Laws, B. C., on M. for Com. of Sup., 1542 (ii).
N. W. T. Act Amt. (B. 136, 1°) 1262; wthdn., 1498 (ii).
Qu'Appelle, Long Liake, &c., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com. on
Res., '1U7 (ii).

Rocky Mountains Park Act Amt. (B. 141, 1°*) 1363.
Roseau River Indian Reserve, Location (Ans.) 347 (i).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Csts, &c.

(Ans.) 1146 (ii).
St. Lawrence River, Sale o Islands (Ans.) 34 (i).
Saw Loge, Export Duty, on Amt. (Ur. Barron) to M.

for Com. of Sup., 1489 (ii).
Scrip (Land) Outstanding (Ans.) 347, 525 (i).
Settlers' (Old) Claims in Man. (Ans.) 1533 (ii).
Six Nation Indians, Sale of Lands (Ans.) 438 (i).
Stephenson, Rufus, employment by Govt, (Ans.) 23 (j).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. (B. 152) in Com. on Res.,

1712; in Com. on B., 172J (ii).
Sultana Islands, Lake of the Woods, Sale (Ans.) 426.
Supplies, Mouunted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Ciil Government (Indian Affaire) 1502 (ii); (Interior) 58, 63 (i),
1502 (ii).

Collection of Revenues: Dom. Lands, 1240, 1253; cono., 1607 (ii).
Geological Surrey, 1079 (ii).
lndians (B.C ) 1179; (Dingm.n, A., services) 1172, 1451; (Man.

and N. W. T.) 1173, 1595; (Oka Indians, removal) 1171;
(P. E. I.) 1173; (Que., relief of Distress) 1169; (Sehools)
1170, 1177 (ii).

Niscellaneous (Banff: Road, Bridges, &c.) 1180, 1215; (Govt.ot
N.W.T.) 1179; (Half-breeds, relief) 1461; (Inspector, Regis.
trars, &c., N.W.T.) 1180; (Jukes.Dr.,services) 1571; (Lands,
O. P. R. Belt) 1570 (ii).

Jounted Police, 1452 (ii).
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co. (prop. Res.)

1628 (ii).

Dickey, Mr. A. R., Cumberland.
Concurrerce, 1605 (il).
Fisheries Act Amt. (B. 104, 10) 524 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. t Com. of Sup., 730 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A Macdon-

ald) in Coin. on Res., 1618 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statsticà (Experimental Far ns) 296 (1).
Raikeays-Capital (I.C.R.) conc , 1605 (ii).

Dickinson, Mr. G. L., Carleton, Ont.
Benevolent Societies (B. 94, 1°*) 370 (1).
Privilege (Ques. o) par. in Free Press re Land Grants,

1600 (i).

Doyon, Mr. 0., Laprairie.
Caughnawaga Indians, Election of Councillors (Ques.)

427 (i).
-- Survey of Reserve (Ques.) 468 (i).

- (Ques. of Priv.) 501 (i).
Employés, Federal and Provincial Govts., dual Offices

(Ques.) 525 (i).
Indian Agent at Caughr awaga, Salary (Ques.) 1265 (ii).
Laprairie Village, protection againt Ice (Ques.) 427 (i).
Mormon Settlement in N.W.T. (QueS.) 980 (ii).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

on Am t, (Mr. Davies, P.E.I.) 1280 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1651 (ii).

Edgar, Mr. J. D., West Ontario.
Alberta Ry and Coal Oo.'s B. 14 ( Xr. Shanly) in Oom.,

23 (i).
Assets and Dobenture Co. of Canada (B. 23, 1°*) 47 (i).
Ballot in N. W. T., Logislation respecting (Ques.) 525.
Beef Supplies, Indian Agencies, N. W. T., Tenders (M.

for copies *) 943 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Choques, &o., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on M. for Com., 775 (i).
Brtdgewater, Seizure (M. for Rut ) 752 (i).
C. P. R. Co.'s B. 63 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 1056

1U94 (ii).
Interest due on 815,000,000 Bonds (Ques.) 348.
Rys. crossing in Man., Validity of Act (Que.)

20 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for Com., 1438; in Com., 1446; on Amt. (Mr.
Curran) to M. for 30, 1468 (ii).

Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) on M.
for 3°' 1463 ; on M. tu reuom., 1467 (ii).

Corrupt Practices in Municipal Affaire B. 71 (Sir John
Thompson) on M. for 29, 502 (i).

Fisheries and Trade Relations with U.S., on prop. Ro.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 342 (i).

Fishing Licenses in Inland Waters, on M. for Rot.,
83 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John'Thompson)
on M. for 2°, 980; in Com., 1008, 1019, 1128 (ii).

Free List Extension, Combinations (B. 56, 1°) 248 (i).
Grazing Loases cancelled in AI berta (Ques.) 935 (ii).
House of (ommons Act Amt. B. 108 (Sir John fhomp-

son) in Com., 786 (i).
Kootenay and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s B. 15 (Mr. Mara)

in Com., 238 (i).
Legislative Economy, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) for

Joint Com., 782 (i).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1159 (ii).
Logan, Wm., Mail Contractor ut Pickering Village,

Sureties (Ques.) 677 (i).
Lowry, G. W., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) remarks,

1160 (ii).
Publie Matters (enquiries) further provision B. 72

(Sir John Thompson) on M. for 29, 504 (i).
Quebec Conference, 1887, Res. (M. for copies) 29 (i).
Savary, Charles, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 427 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (Salaries, &c.) 1285 (11).
Votera' Lists, distribution, &c. (Ques.) 15 (i).
Winding-up Act Amt. B. 98 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 660 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Walers B. 2

(Mr. Kîrkpatrick) on M. Lfor 2°, 265; in Com.,
618 (i).
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Edwards, Mr. W. C., Russell.

Cruelty to Animale prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on
Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m. h., to M. for 2°, 247 (i).

Cullers Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. Costigan) in Com. on
Res., 668 (i).

Mining Machinery, Free Entry into 8.0. (M. for
O. C.*) 942 (ii).

Prescott Co. Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B. 33, 10*)
138; 2°m., 289 (i).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.
( Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 266 (i).

Sawdust, &c., in Ottawa River, Reps. of Engineer
(Ques.) 370 (i).

Wright, E. P., claim for refund on Mining Machinery
(M. for Cor.*) 94 2(ii).

Eisenhauer, Mr. J. D., Lunenbnrg.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (6fr. lagqart) in Com.,

674 (i).
Fisheries in Lunenburg County (K. for Cor.) 940 (ii).
Fish, Foreign, change in Bonding System (Ques.)

224 (i).
Fish Imported in Bond for Erport, on M. for Cor.,

1086 (ii).
(personal explanation) 1099 (ii).

Fishing Regulations in Berthier, on M. for Cor., 749 (i).
Lunenburg Harbor, Survey, &c. (M. for Cor.) 749 (i).
Post Office, Repaire, &1 (Ques.) 591 (i).
Masters and Mates COertificates Act Amt. B. 26 (3ir.

Tupper) in Com., 656 (i).
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &C., on M. for

Ret,, 2&1 (i).
Sawdust in Canadian Rivers, Fines for violation of Law

(Ques.) 591 (i).
SUPPLY:

FisAeries (Salariep, &c ) 1075 (11).
Lighthouse and Coast Servie <(Lights, Fag-whistles, &c.) 975.
Publie Works - Income: Buildiage (N. B.) 804 (i), 1518.

Dredging (N. B., P. B. I. and N. B.) 98 (ii).

Ellis, Mr. J. V., St. John, N. B.
Channel Sibway Co.s Act, disallowance (Ques ) 1628•
Civil Service, Assessment of Salaries authorisation (B.

18, 1°) 33; 2° m., 366 (i).
Concurrence, 1615 (ii).
Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 1401 (ii).
Drawbacks on Goods for Export, Claims (i. for

Ret.*) 943 (ii).
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Ttpper) in Com.,

1046 (il).
Freight Rates, I.C.R,, in Com. of Sup., 1067 (ii).
Masters and Mates Certificates Act Amt. B. 26 (Mr,.

Tupper) in Com., 656 (i).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. MAacdon.

ald) in Com. on Res., 772 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1408 (ii).
et. John River Bridge at Pgedericton, Cost (Ques.)

D26 (i).

Ellis, Mr. G. V.-Continued.
Shipe' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1040 (ti).
Short Line Ryý, St. Andrews, &c., vid Mattawamkeag,

&c., on 1. for Ret., 546 (i).
--- (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com. on Res., 1666;
on Amt. to M. to conc. in Res., 1672.

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A..Macdon.
ald) in Com. on Res., 1620 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Go'ernment (Postmaster General) 69 (i); (P. 0. and Fin-

ance Depts., contingencies) 1504; (Rys. and Canals) cone.,
1615 (il).

Collection of Revenues: Minor Revenues, 1495. Publie Works
(Slides and Booms) 1231. Weights and Measures, 1226 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1076 (i).
Mail Subsidies (Halifax, &o. and West Indies, &c.) 1703; (St.

John and Basin of Minas) 1262 (ii).
Marine Hospitals (Que., N.S., N.B., P.E.I. and B 0.) 977 (ii).
MiseUaneous (Banff: Roads, Bridges, &c.) 1216 (ii).
Oce an and River Sereice (River and Water Police) 975 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 214 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N. B.) 805 (i). Dredging

(N.8, P.E.I., sud N.B.) 969. Harborsuand Rivera (N.B.) 925,
1530 ; (Que.) 927. Roads and Bridges (Ottawa City and
River) 1449 (ii).

Quarantine (St. John) 931 (ii).
Ralw ys-Capilal: I.0.R (Repair 8heds at Richmond) 1067;

(St. John, accommodation) 1068 (i).

Ferguson, Mr. C. F., Leeds and GrMville.
Pauper Immigration (children) in Coma. of Sup., 965 (ii).

Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland.
Customs Seizures, in Com. of Sup., 68 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 43 (i).
Gas (natural) in Western Ont., Mr. Coste's Rep.

(Ques.) 468 (i).
Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co.'i (B. 35, 1°*) 138 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) in Com. on

Res., 1131 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on IRes. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 657.
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Oustoms) 68 (1).
Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (6fr.

Boyle) on M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 1105 (ii).
Ventilation of Chamber, in Com. of Sup., 1228 (ii).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on MI. for 39, 757 (i).

Fiset, Mr. J. B. R., Rimouski.
Esquimaux Point Telegraph Line (Ques.) 935 (ii).
Fishing Licenses on the Natashquan (Ques.) 1533,

1627 (ii).
Fishing Rights in Matane River, on ML for Cor.,

939 (ii).
1. C. R., Noel Fortin, Accident to (K. for Rep.) 303;

(M. for Ret.*) 804 (i).
Matane River Fishing Privileges (Ques.) 469 (i).
Rimouski Wharf Repairs, Contractor, &c. (Ques.)
809 (i),

xlv
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Fisher, Mr. S. R., Brome.
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Mr. Wallae) on M. to

ref. to Com. on Banking, &c., 1116 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Landerkin) 111; (Amt.) 112; neg. (Y. 7 1, N. 111)
137 (i).

Farley, Gunner, Claim for Los of Horse (K. for Ret.)

433 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 42 (i).
Intoxicating Liquors in N.W.T. (prop. Ro.) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1431; neg. (Y. 53, N. 100)
1351 (ii).

La Cloche Island, Lake Huron, Sale (Ques.) 428 (i).
Liquor Permits in N. W. T., on M. for copies of Cor.,

&o., 51 (i)
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir JoAn A. Mac.

donald) on Quos. of Order, 1271 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Taylor) to prop. Bes., 89; on Amt. (Mr.
Wood, Brockville) 268 (i).

SUPPLY:
Arts, AgricWuure and Statistic (Dairy Interests)1513 (ii).
Immigration (Agents) 958, 1326 (il).
Publie Works-Income : Experimental Farm (Buildings, &e)

972 (ii).
Tree Peddlers, &o., prevention of Praud, B. 6 (Mr.

(Boyle) on M. to ref. to Bel. Com., 1105 (fi).

Flynn, Mr. E. P., Richmond, N.S.
Cape Breton Ry., Contracts for Stations, &c. (Ques.)

1327, 1574 (ii).
- (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup, 1182;

Concurrence, 1607 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Daty, on Amt. (Mr.

1Fsher) to prop. Res., 112; (Amt. to Amt.) 112;
neg. (Y.70, N. 112) 136 (i).

Fieh Imported in Bond for Export, on M. for Cor.,
10F7 (ii).

Good Friday, adjnmt. (remarks) 1285 (ii).
Grand Narrows Bridge, Cape Breton, Papers respeoting

(remarks) 1266 (ii).
L'Ardoise Breakwater, Surveys, Corq., &o. (IL for

copies) 698 (i).
Privilege (Ques. of) Informer Le Caron, 93, 97 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Ro., 1616 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Government (Marine) 145 (i)
Pi.heris (Salaries) conc, 1607 (ii).
Publie Works-Income : Buildings (N. B. and N.B.) 805 (1).

Harbors and Rivers (var. Provo. generally) 1448. Roa
and Bridges, cono., 1615 (ii).

Railways-Capital: Cape Breten (construction)10l1 (il).

Poster, Hon. G. E., King's, N. B.
Atlantic Mail Service (Ans.) 225 (i).
Auditor General's Rep. (presented) 13 (i).
BUDGST, Tu (Annual Statement) 436 (i).

French Edition (Ans.) 172 (i).
Budget Speeches, Cost, on M. for Ret., 20 (i).

Poster, Hon. G. E. -ontinued.
C.P.R. C.'s 8ale of $15,000,000 Mortgago Bonds

(Ans.) 1363 (ii).
--- Rxtension to Que., Amonnt paid and to whom

(Ans.) 248 (i).
Chignecto Ship Ry. Prospectus (Ans.) 1423 (fi).
Chipman, C. 0., in Com of Sup, 196, 200 (i).
Cobourg Town Relief B. 153 (prop. Re..) 1672 ; la

Com., 1721 (ii).
Commercial Treaties with Foreign States, on prop.

Rei. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 179 (i).
Coneurrence, 160., 1615 (ii).
BOTIMAss, Tm (presented) 30 (i).
-- Suppl. for year 1889 (presented) 1018.

-- (Ans.) 1397 (fi).
- - for year 190 (presented) 1467 (if).

-- additional for 1890 (presented) 1827 (il).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, oun Res. (1fr.

Mulock) 45 (i).
Fisheries and Trade Relations with U.S., on prop.

Res. (Ur. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of SBp,337 (i).
Flour Duties, Increase (Ans.) 114 (if).
Inland Rev. Act Amt. (prop. Res.) 1221 (11).
Insurance Returns (presented) 1573 tii)
Interest and Sinking Fund, Amounts charged against

(Ans.) 13683 (ii).
Lard Aulteration, Importe from U-S. (Aus.) 163 (i).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, Amount received on

account, on M. for Ret., 30 (i).
(Ans.) 944 (ii).

-- on Mi. for Cous. of Sup., 946 (li).
-- (Stmnt.) 1044 (i).

on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 1153 (ii).

.-- paragraph in Prospectus re Sinking Fund (Ans.)
1328 (ii).

Mail Service with England (remarks) 1571 (ii).
Mets. from Ris Ex. (presented) 30 (i), 1018, 1467, 1627.
Mortgage on Propertie, Kingston. (prop. Re.)1643 (il).
Mining fachinery in B C. and Free List (Ana.) 1265.
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (remarks) 1283 (i).

(B. C. and Australia) M. for 0om. on Res.,
1368 (ii).

(B. C. avd China, &c.) M. for Cen. on Res.,
1386; in Com., 1387; M. to cone., 1426 (ii).

- - (Can. and United Kingdon) in Com., 1389,
1421 (il).

Pacifie Mail Subsidy (Ans.) 94 ().
Pork Duties, Increase (Ans.) 1146(ii).
Public Accounts (presented) 2 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. (B. 115) on 2°, 1283 (ii).
Rys. and Canals, on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to

M. to conc. in Res. rep. from Com. of Sup., 1603 (i).
Sti John River Bridge at Fredericton, Cost (Ans.) 526.
Saw Logs, Export Duty (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1483 (i).
Subsidies (money) te Rys. B. 148 (Sir Joha . Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1643 (ii).
Subsidy to P. B. L (Ans.) 1 (1).



INDEX.
Foster, Hon. G. E.-Continued.

Subway, Straits of Northumberland (Ans.) 16 (i).

SUPPLY (prop. Res. for Com) 13 (i) ; in Com. :
Canal4-Capital (Cornwall) 1205; (Lachine) 1205; (Sault Ste.

Marie) 1202; (Tay) 1211 ; (Welland) 1207; (Williamsburg)
1206. Intomé (Rideau) 1211 (ii).

Charge# of anagement (Brokerage and Commission) 204;
(Country Savings Banks) 203; (Dom. Loan reduced) 204;
(Printing Dom. Notes) 205 (i).

Civil G*ernment ( A griculture) 71; (Auditor Genl.'s Office) 66;
(Civil Service Examiners) 203; (Oustoms) 67; (Contingen-
Oies) 160, 163, 167 (i); (Departmente generally) 1503 (ii) ;
(Finance and Treasury Board) 66; (Fisheries) 148; (Gov.
Genl.'s Sec 's Office) 49; (High Commissioner's Office) 196
(i), contingencies, 1503, 1597 (ii); (Indian Affaira) 65; (In-
land Revenue) 66; (Interior) 58; (Justice) 49; (Marine) 138
(1), 1502 (ii); (Nilitia and Defence) 54; (Mounted Police)
62; (Printing and Stationery) 57 (i), 1503 (ii); (Privy
Jouncil Office) 49; (Posimaster General) 68 (i); (P. O. and

Finance Depts., contingencies) 1503 (ii); (Public Works)
148; (Railways and Canais) 151 (i), 1504 (ii) ; (Secretary of
State) 57 (1).

Collection of Revenues: Canals (Repairs, &c.) 1212; (Trent)
1495. 'Post Office (Salaries, &o.) 1238. Public Works
(Slides and Bo>ms) 1230. Railways (I.C R.) 1496. Weights
and Measures, 1496 (ii).

Piaheries (Salaries, &c.) 1077 (il)
Immigration ( gents) 1321, 1498 (ii).
Indian Afairs (Man. and N.W.T.) 1595 (ii).
Legialation: Mun.se cf flommong (Pranehise Act) 1512; enne.,

1615 (ii); (Library of Parlt.) 272 (i); (Returning Officers)
1511 (ii); (Printing, Paper and Binding) 272 ; (Voters' Lists,
printing) 271. Senate (Salaries and Contingencies) 207 (i).

Mail Subaidies, 4c. (Halifax, &c , and West Indies, &c.) 1701;
(Magdalen Islands) 1261, 1450; (New Westminster and Vic-
toria) 1533; (Payment to Mr. King) 1451 ; (P. E I and Main-
land) 1261; (St. John and Basin of Minas) 1262 (ii).

Mfiscellaneous (American association) 1697 ; (Commercial Agen-
Oies) 1180; (Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c.) 1180 ; (Jukes, Dr., ser-
vices) 1571 ; (Labor Commission) 1497; (Le Dictionnaire
Gènèalogique des Familles Françaises) 1453; ("Parliamentary
Companion ") 1453; (Printing Bureau) 1571; (St. Lawrence
River Survey) 1461 (ii).

JI teod lPolice, 1 451, 1 z9 7 (i).
Public Work#-Income: Ha. bors and Rivera (N B) 1530 ; conc.,

1615 (11).
Raihoayo-Capital: (.P.R. (construction) 1047; I O.R.. 1498,

1597; (Moncton, accommodation) 1049; (St. John, accom-
modation) 1068; (Repair Sheds at Richmond) 1067 (ii).

Beientific Institutions (Meteorological Service) 976 (ii).
Unprovided Items, 1494 (ii).

Supply B. 147 (1°*, '°* and 3°*) 1712 (ii).
Tariff, proposed Changes (Ans.) 1221, 1266 (ii).
Trade Commissioner to South America (Ans.) 30 (i).
Ways and Means (prop. Res. for Com.) 13 (i).

Freeman, Mr. J. N., Queen's, N S.
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s, on M. for

copies of Cor., &c., 537 (i).
Fish Imported in Bond for Export, on M. for Cor.,

1092 (ii).
Intoxicating Liquors, in N. W.T., on Res. (1r. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1346 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr .MiIl8, Bothwell) 262 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1037 (ii).

Qauthier, Mr. J., L'Assomption.
Great Northern Ry., Engineers' Rep. (Ques.) 370 (j).

Gigault, Mr. G. A., Rouville.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 114 (i).
Richelieu River, Survey and Soundings (Ques.) 22, 29.
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 631 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) in Com. on Res., 1634 (ii).

Gillmor, Mr. A. H., Charlotte.
Cullers Act Amt. B. 143 (Kr. Costigan) in Com. on

Res., 662 (i), 1366 (ii).
Free List Exter sion (Grains and Secds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 692 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B.C. and Australia) in

Com. on Res., 1382 (ii).
- - (Can. and United Kingdom) in Com. on Res.,

1403 (ii).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1034 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) on Amt. to M.

to conc. in ]Res., 1677 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1650 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Excise (Officers in Distilleries, &c.)
1225 (Ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1977 (ii).
>iscellaneous (American Association) 1701 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 215 (i).
Public Works-Income : Experimental Farm (Buildings, &c.)

972. Harbors and Rivera (N.B.) 924, 1447 (ii).

Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 778 (i).
Ottawa and Montreal BOom Co.'s incorp (B 23 1°) 47;

Order for 2' re4d., 424 (i).

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
SUPPLY:

Mail SubsJidies, e. (New Westminster and Victoria) 1532 (fi).

Guay, Mr. P. M., Lévis.
Aird, W. B., Jr., Names of Sureties (Ques.) 1017 (ii).
Grover, J. M., Postmaster of Morden, Man., dismissal

(M. for Pets, &o.*) 942 (ii).
I. C. R., Dining Rooms at Stations, Tenders (Ques.)

428 (i).
Lêvis Post Office, Pets., &o., for building (M. for

copies) 433 (i).

Guillet, Mr. G., West Northumberland.
Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacifie Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 57, 1°*) 269 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Mr. Wallace) on M. for

20, 1114; on M. (Sir John Thompson) for Com., 1446;
on Sen. Amts., 1691 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Nilitia (Brigade Majors, &o., Salaries) 793 (i).

Vi



INDEX.
Haggart, Hon. T. G., South Lanark.

Baltie, P.E.I., Post Office, establishment (Ans.) 1423.
Bannerman, Wm., late Postmaster at Calgary, defalca.

tions (Ans.) 677 (i).
Brussels Mail Service (Ans.) 249 (i).
Carbonneau Joseph, payment for services (Ans.) 1328.
Civil Service Act Amt. (B. 100, 1°) 523; (prop. Res.)

621; 29 m1, 669; in Com. on Res., 672; on Amt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom., 763 (i).

Chester, Que., complaint against Postmaster (Ans.)
468 (i).

Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.
Mulock) 34 (i).

Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.
(Mr. Platt) 685 (i).

Joliette Mail Service, Contract (Ans.) 763 (i).
Lake St. John Mail Service (Ans.) 1628 (ii).
Little Dover Post Offiee and Canso Mail Service (Ans>

590 (i).
Logan, Wm., Mail Contractor at Pickering Village,

Sureties (Ans.) 677 (i).
Longueuil Postal Service (Ans.) 80 (i).
Lourdes and Somerset -Mail Service, on M. for Çor.,

752 (i).
Money Order Offices, Que. (Ans.) 468 (i).
Murray Harbor South and Montague Mail Service

(&ns.) 468 (i).
Oyster Ponds' Postmaster, Appointment (Ans.) 591.
Postage Rates, Reduction (Ans.) 34, 80 (i).
Postmaster General's Rep. (presented) 17 (i).
Post Office Act Amt (B. 93, 11) 369; (prop. Res.)

469 (i) ; in Com., 1130; in Com. on B., 1133; on
Amt. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1282 (ii).

Post Office Inspector, Three River division (Ans.) 1181.
Post Offices in Montcalm County (Ans.) 1082 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Rich1trd Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup, 720 (i).
Registered Letters, compensation for Loss (Ans.) 525.
St. Barthelemy Post Office (Ans.) 591 (i).
Ste. Beatrix Post Office, Location (Ans.) 590 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1643 (ii).
Supplies, Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Oiil Government (Oontingencies) 156, 159; (Postmaster Gen-
eral) 68 (i).

Collection of Repenues : Post Office, 1235, 1461, 1596 (il).
Nicellaneous (Griffin, Mr., gratuity) 1454 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1452 (ii).

Three Rivers Postmaster and Newspaper Postage
(Ans.) 740 (i).

Hall, Mr. R. N., Sherbrooke.
Atlantic and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 65, 10*)

269; in Com., 754 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 38 (i).
Independent Order of Forresters incorp. B. 74 (Mr.

Jamieson) in Com, 755 (i); on Sen. Amts., 1233 (ii).
Pope, late Hon. J. H. (remarks) 1018 (ii).
a

Hall, Mr. R. N.-Continued.
St. Lawrence and Atlantic Junction Ry. Co.'s (B 64.

10*) 269 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1638 (ii).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., North Perth.
Ballot B>x Com. (M. to add names) 105 (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mur. Flynn) to prop. Res., 121 (i).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 691.
Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. 138 (Mr. Carling) on

M. for 1°, 1268 (ii) .
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1566 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (3.C. and Australia) (Mr.

Foster) in Com. on Res., 1382 (il).
Pauper Immigration (children) in Com. of Sup.,

965 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) in Com.

on Res., 1l33i; in Com. on B., 1136 (ii).
Post Offices Built since 1878, &c., on M. for Ret.,

229 (i).
SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Experimental Farme) 294 ().
Immigration (Agent) 965 (il).
Miscellaneou (Banff : Roads, Bridges, &c.) 1216 (il).
Public Works-Income : flarbora and Rivera (N. B ) 1447 (ii).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2
(Mr. Krkpatrick) in Com., 620 (i).

Hickey, Mr. C. E., Dundas.
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1567 (ii).
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Ry. and Bridge

Co.'s incorp. (B. 43, 1°*) 194 (i); (M. to refund
Fees) 1145 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Public Workgs-Income : Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 1528 (fi).

Holton, Mr. E., Chateauguay.
Bridgewater, Seizure, Claims for compensation (Ques,)

1423 (ii).
Can. Congregational Foreign Missionary Society's in.

corp. (B. 44, 10*) 194 (i).
Customs Seizures (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

1285; neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 1314 (ii).
Liquor Licenses, Rocky Mountains Park (Ques.) 249.
National Defence Com. (Qaes.) 1423 (ii).

Hudspeth, Mr. A., Bouth Victoria, Ont.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1012 (ii).
Reeiprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 717 (i)

Innes, Mr. J., South Wellington.
Chaplains in Public Institutions, Names, &c. (M. for

Ret.*) 24 (i).
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Innes, Mr. J.-Continued.

Corrupt Practices Trials, Counsel's Instructions (Ques.)
427 (i).

SUPPLY:
Public Worka-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1521 (ii).

Tête du Pont Barracks, Sale (Qaes.) 427 (i).

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Haggart) on M.

for 20, 670 (i).
Cullers Act Amt. B. 113 (hfr. Costigan) in Com. on

Res., 665 (i).
Engineers (stationary) Examination and Licensing B.

8 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2°, 1109 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1129 (ii).
Freight Transit through Can. (prop. M. for Sel. Com.)

87 (i).
Interest Act Amt. B. 132 (Sir John Thompson) on M.

for 2°, 1130 (ii).

Jamieson, Mr, J., North Lanark.
Can. Temp. Act, working of (M. for Ret ) 541 (i).
Independent Order of Foresters incorp. (B. 74, 1°*)

322; in Com., 754 (i); on Son. Amts., 1233 (ii).
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W.T., on Res. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1350 (ii).
Liquor Permits in N .W.T. (hi. for Cor., &o.) 550 (i).
Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) on M. for

20, 993; on M. for Com., 1264 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors (prop. Res.) 88;

on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Taylor) 260; on Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 266 (i).

Joncas, Mr., L. Z., Gaspé.
Dom. Elections Act Ant. (B. 29, 10) 79 (i).

Jones, Mr. H. L., Digby
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s, on M. for

copies of Cor., &c., 536 (i).
SUPPLY:

Public Worlu-Income: Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 1528 (ii).

Jones, B:on. A. G., Halifax.
Ammunition manufaotured at Quebeo (remarks) 1222.
Annapolis and Liverpool Ry. Survey (M. for Ret.*)

943 (ii).
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co's., on M. for

copies of Cor., &a., 532 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &o., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for Com., 775 (i),
C. P. R. Co. and B. 68 (remarks) 701 (i).

Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Kirhpatrick) in Com., 1058 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. laggart) in Com.

on Res., 672 (i).
Clarke, Judge, Saperannuatïon, in Com. of Sap., 1218.
Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 1467 (ii).
Conourrence, 1599, 1606 (ii).

Jones, Hon. A. G.-ontinued.
Cullers Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com. on

Res., 662, 665 (i).
COstoms Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on

Res., 764 (i); in Com. on B., 1141; on M. to re-
com., 1330 (ii).

Debates, Official, on Amt. (Mr. Choquette) to M. to
conc. in 2nd Rep. of Com., 934 (il).

Fisheries &ct Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,
1046 (ii).

Fisheries and Trade Relations with U. S., on prop.
Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 890 (i).

Fishermen, Safety (B. 133, I°*) 1180 (ii).
Fishery Bounty, Claims made and rejected in P. E. I.,

on M. for Ret., 435 (i).
Fish Imported in Bond for E xport, on M. for Cor., 1084.
Fishing Regulations in Berthier, on M. for copies of

Cor., 748 (i).
Good Friday, adjnmt., on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

1330 (ii).
Halifax Gravi ng Dock, in Com. of Sup., 801 (i).
International Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, division (M. for Ret.*)

943 (i).
L'Ardoise Breakwater, on M. for copies of Surveys, &c.,

695 (i).
Mail Service with England (remarks) 1574 (ii).
Masters and Mates Certificates Act Aimt. B. 26 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 656 (i).
Members' Sessional Indemnity (remarks) 1710 (ii).
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Muloc k) in Amt. to Com.

of Sup., 1560 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1352 (ii).
Modus Vivendi (remarks) 811 (i).
M ontreal Harbor Commissioners' B. 103 (Mr. Tupper)

on M. for 20, 775 (i).
Montreal Harbor Police (rernarks) 1574 (ii).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com. on Res., 774 (i); on M. for 2° (Amt.) 1270;
neg. (Y. 66, N. 108) 1277 (ii).

Ocean Mail Contraet with Ailan Line(Ques.) 1397 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B. C. and Australia) on

iRes., 1329; in Com. on Res., 1375 (ii).
-- (B. C. and China, &c.) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier)

and in Com. on Res., 1387 (ii).
-- (Can. and United Kingdom) on Res., 1329; in

Com., 1390, 1393, 1415, 1434 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 11>,

369 (i) ; in Com. on Res., 1130; on M. for 39 (Amt.)
1281 (ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.
(Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 263 (i).

Protection of Fishermen (remarks) 1575 (ii).
Rideau Hall Expenses, in Com. of Sup, 914 (ii).
Rolling Stock, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 1049 (i).
Schreiber, Mr., Salary, in Com. of Sup., 1504 (ii).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for

2°, 1032; in Cam., 1037 (ii).
Short Line Ry., St. Andrews, &o., vid Mattawamkeag,

&c., on M. for Ret., 547 (i).
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Jones, H on. A. G.-Continued.
Short Lino Ry. (personal explanation) 740 (i).
-- Amount paid International Ry. Co. or C.P.R.

(Ques.) 769 (i).
- - (Harvey to Salisbury) B. 149 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 1664; on Ant. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 1674, 1682; in Com. on B., 1684.

- - on defeat of B. in Son. (remarks) 1724 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to iRys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Ras., 1501, 1616, 1617 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Judges Gowan and Boswell, refund)
1362 (ii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistice (Experimental Farms) 296 (i).
Canals-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1203 (ii).
Civil Government (Rilways and Oanals) 1501 (ii).
Collection of Revenues : Adulteration of Food, 1228. Oustoms

(Detective Service) 1221; (Salaries, &o ) 1217 Excise, 1224;
(Preventive Service) 1225. Post Offine (Salaries, &c ) 1235,
1461. Public Works (Lévis and REquimalt Graving Docks)
1232; (Slides and Booms) 1231. Telegraph Lines (P. E. I.
and Mainland) 1233. Railways (I.C.R.) 1074, 1496. Weights
and Measures, 1496 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &o.) 1074 (ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (Committees, extra Sess.

Clerks, &c.) 271 () ; (Franchise Act) 1511 (ii).
Rail S4bsifies, &e., (Halifax, &c., and West Indies, &c.) 1702;

(Msgdalen Islands) 1261 (ii).
Marine fospitals (Marine and Immigrant, Que.) 976 (il).
Militia (Ammunition, Olothing, &c.) 793 (i), (1352); (Armories,

care of Arrms, &o.) 791 (i) ; (iilitarg College) 1358 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Banff: Roads, Bridg6s, h.) 1215; (Griffin, Mr.,

gratuity) 1451; (Labor Commission) 1197 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1453 (ii).
Ocean andRiver Service (River and Water Police) 975; (Wrecks

and Shipping Disasters) 974 (il).
Penitentiaries (Halifax) 1319; (Man.) 1508 (ii).
Pensions (Compensation in lieu of Land) 788 (i).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (additional, Ottawa) 799.

Harbors and Rivers (Cape Tormentine) 802; (Kingston Gray-
ing Dock) 801; (Ont.) conc., 1599. Income: Buildings (N.S.)
1519; (Ont.) 1521 ; (R3pairs, Furniture, &c.) 914. Dredgirg
(N.S., P.E I. and N.B.) 968. Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 807
(i); 912, 1528; (P.E.I ) 1530 ; (Que.) 153 1. Roads and Bridges
(Ottawa City and River) 1450, 1532. Telegraph Lines, 1532.

Quarantine (Halifax) 931 (ii).
Railways-Capatal: Cape Breton (construction) 1070. 0. P. R.

(construction) 1048. 1,0.R. (Halifax, accommodation) 1048 ;
(St. John, accommodation) 1069; (Rolling Stock) 1049;
(I.O.R.)conc., 1606. Oxford and New Glasgow (construction)
1073 (ii).

Valiquette, Sergt., Pension to Family, in Cor. of Sap.,
788 (i).

Ventilation of Chamber, in Com. of Sap., 1228 (ii).
Western Counties Ry. B. 127 (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for 1°, 871 ; on M. for 2*, 1043 (ii).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Ur. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 608, 614 (i).

Kenny, Mr. T. E., Halifax.
Annapolis and Western Coanties Ry. Co.'s B., on M.

for copies of Cor., &c. 534 (i).
Fisheries and Trade Relations with U. S., on prop.

R1es. (Ur. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 395 (i).
Fish Imported in Bond for Export, on M. for Cor.,

1087 (ii).
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1564 (ii).

Kenny, Mr. T. E.-Continued.
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1391, 1394, 1413 (ii).
Rolling Stock, I. C. R., in Com. of Sup, 1052 (ii).
Ships' Safety Act Art. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1036 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com. on Res.,

1667 (ii).
-- St. Andrews, &c,, vid Mattawamkeag, &o. (M. for
Ret.) 541 (i).

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdon.
ald) in Com. on Res., 1618 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Collection of Revenues (Salaries, ho.) 1217 (ii).
Fisheries (Salaries, te.) 1075 (ii).
Mail Subsidie, &c. (Halifax, &e., and Weot Indies, &c.) 1704;

(Magdalen Islands) 1450 (ii).
Railway-Capital: I. 0. R. (Rolling Stock) 1052; (St. John,

accommodation) 1069 (il).
Public Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivera (Kingston Grav-

ing Dock) 802 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 608, 610 (i)j

Kirk, Mr. J. A., Guysborough.
Cape Breton Ry. Employés (Ques.) 762 (i).
- - on prop. Res. (Mr. Flynn) in Amt. to Com. of

Sap., 1194 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 136 (i).
Cullers Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr. Costigan) in Com. on

Res., 664 (i).
Fisheiies Act Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Tupper) in Com., 1045;

on Amt. (Sir. Weldon, St. John) 6 m. h., 1120 (ii).
Fishing Regulations in Berthier, on M. for copies of

Cor., 749 (i).
Freight Rates, LC R, in Com. of Sup., 1070 (ii).
Intoxicating Liquors in N.W.T., on Ros. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1346 (ii).
L'Ardoise Breakwater, on M. for copies of Surveys, &c.,

697 (i).
Liquor Permits in N.W.Tà, on M for Cor., 553 (i).
Little Daver Post Office and Canso Mail Service (Ques.)

590 (i).
Lobster Factories in P.E.I., number, bc, on M. for

Ret., 31 (i).
Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) on M. for 20,

995 (ii).
Lunenburg Harbar Surveys, on M. for copies of Cor.,

751 (i).
Oyster Ponds' Postmaster, Appointment (Ques.) 591 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 263 (i).
Short Line Ry., Oxford to New Glasgow, total length,

(Ques.) 529 (i).
SUPPLY:

Art, Agriculture and Statistics (Experimeta TWarm) 29? (1).
Collection of &evnues : Post Office (Salaries, t.)1237 (il).
Fiashries (Salaries, &o.) 1075 (ii).
Mail Subsidies, 4e. (Digby and AnnapoliU) 1532 (il).
Penitentiaries (8.0.) 222; (Kingston) 215 ().

xix



INDEX.

Kirk, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
SUPPLY- Continued.

Public Worke-Income: Buildinga (N.S) 805 (i), 1519. Dredg-
ing (N.S., P.E.I. and N.B.) 969. Harbors and Rivera (N.B.)
925 ; (N.B.) 807 (i), 912, 1528 (ii).

Railway8-Capital: Ospe Breton (construction) 1070; Oxford
and New Glasgow (construction) 1073 (ii).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
Can. General Trusts Co's. incorp. (B. 34, 1U*) 138 (i).
C.P.R. and Steam Vessels (B. 60, 1°*) 269 (i).
- - Co.'s (B. 68, 1°*) 269 (i); M. for Coma., 855;

in Com., 1058, 1094 (ii).
Can. Super-phosphate Co.'s incorp. (B. 81, 1°*) 322 (i).
Dom. Mineral Co.'s incorp. (B. 80, I°¥) 322 (i).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 690 (i).
Govt. Business, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to take in

Wednesday, 654 (i).
on M. to take in Monday, 1182 (ii).

House of Commons Act Amt. B. 108 (Sir John Thomp.
son) in Com., 786 (i)i.

Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co,'s (B. 69, 1y*) 269.
Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s incorp.

Act Amt. (B. 47, 10*) 194 (i).
Legislative Economy, on M. (Sir fector Langevin) for

Joint Com., 784 (i).
-Rep. of Joint Com. (Ques.) 1669 (ii).

Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 1353 (il).
Public Acets. Com., Printing of Evidence (remarks)

1367 (ii).
Queen's College (Kington) Act Amt. (B. 46, 11*

194; 2° m., 300, 602 (i); M. to cono. in Sen. Amts.
855 (ii).

Rock Lake Dam, damages caused through, Engineer's
Reps., &c. (M. for copies) 936 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Militia (Ammunition, Olothing, &c.) 793 (i), 1353 (ii); (Armories,

care of Arma, &c.) 794; (Brigade Majora, &c., Salaries) 792;
(Drill Sheds, &c.) 795; (Permanent Forces, &c.) 796 (i).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters (B. 2,
1°*) 13; M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 255; agreed to,
256; 2° m., 250; Rep, of Sel. Com. (presented)
384; in Com., 607, 618; on 30,759 (i).

Labelle, Mr. J. B., Richelieu.
Fishing Regulations in Berthier, on M. for copies of

Cor., 746 (i).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com. on B,

1685 (ii).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for 2°, 253; in Com., 611;
on Amt. (Mr. Charlton) to M. for 3°, 761 (i).

Labrosse, Mr. S., Prescott.
Hawkesbury Lumber Co.'s incorp. (B. 20, 1°*) 47 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. JMac.

donald) in Com, on IRes., 1647 (ii).

Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Budget Speeches, Cost (M. for Ret.) 20 (i).
C. P. R. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Krkpatrick) inCom., 1096 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty (prop. Res.) 92, 105;

reg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 137 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 998 (ii).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(àMr. Platt) 691 (i).
Leduc, Charles, of Hull, employment by Govt. (Ques.)

171 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Con. on Res., 1420 (ii).
Ottawa, new deptl. Building, Tenders for Painting

(Ques.) 1266 (ii).
Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Com. of Sup., 76.
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Blaggart) on M. for

10, 370 (i); in Com., 1136 (ii).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Amt. (Mr. Barron) to M.

for Com. of Sup., 1493 (i).
SUPPLY:

Cana-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 1211 (iI).
Civil Government (Agriculture) 76 (ii).
Collection qf Revenues: Customs (Salaries, &c.) 122L Post

Office (Salaries, &c ) 1237 (ii).
Legislation : House of 0ommons (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 270 (i).
Public Worka-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1522 (ii).

Landry, Mr. P. &., Kent, N.B.
Edmundston and Florenceville Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 88,

1°*) 369 (i).
Inte rest Act Amt. (B. 10, 1*) 19 (i).
P. E. I. and Continental Ry. and Ferry Co.'s incorp, (B.

96, 1) 384 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquorp, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 265 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestrieted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

.Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Con. of Sup., 566.
SUPPLY:

Public Works--fscome: Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 925 (ii).

Langelier, Mr. C., Montmorency.
Bar of Quebec, Disallowan ce of Act (M. for O. C., &c.*)

803 (i).
Beach Lots in Quebee, (M. for O. C., Cor. &c.*) 303 (i).
Boundaries of Ont. and Que., Cor. between Local

Govts. (M. for copies*) 303 (i).
Cavalry School, Toronto (Ques.) 302 (i).
Cas toms Appraisers (Que.) appointments (Ques.) 370.
Disallowance of Quebec Acts, O. C., &c. (M. for copies*)

303 (i).
Inlians, Huron Tribe of Lorette (M. for Cor.*) 33 (i).
Lévis Post Office, Pets., &c., for building, on M. for

copies, 433 (i).
Magistrates, Disallowance of Act, (k. for O. C., Cor.,

&c.*) 303 (i).
Pilotage Dues, change of Tariff (M. for Cor.*) 942 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Public Worka--Income: Harbors and Rivera (Que.) 1531 (ii).
Vincent, Joseph E., and Customa Dept. (M. for Cor.)

935 (ii).

xx
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Langelier, Mr. F., Quebec Centre.

Atlantic Mail Service (Ques.) 224 (i).
Bille of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 778 (i).
C. P. R. Extension to Que., Amount paid and to whom

(Ques.) 248 (i).
Commercial Laws of Dom., Codification (Ques.)

194 (i).
Cullers Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for Com.

on Res., 1364; in Com., 1365; in Com. on B.,
1536 (ii).

Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on
Res., 767 (i).

Collector, Three Rivers, Duty on Foreign
Catalogues (Ques.) 740 (i).

Debates, Official, delay in printing French Edition
(remarks) 944, 1462 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-
son) on M. for 20, 997; in Com., 1008 (i).

Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 918 (ii).
Judges' Salaries, in Com. of Sup, 206 (i).
Maseawippi Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 37

(Mr. Colby) on M. for 2°, 239 (i).
North Shore Ry., Transfer (M. for O. C., Cor.,.&c.*)

943 (ii).
Ordnance Lands, Que., Extension of Streets (M. for

Pete., Cor., &c.*) 943 (ii).
O ttawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s B. 23 (Mr. Girouard)

on Order for 2°, 425 (i).
Postmaster at Three Rivers, newspaper Postage (Ques.)

740 (i).
Salmon Rivers in Que., Leases, &c. (Ques.) 224 (i).
Speedy Trials of Indictable Offiencs B. 17 (Sir John

Thompson) on Mi. for 20, 195 (i).
SUPPL Y:

Civil Government (Ialand Revenue) 6G; (Militia and Defence)
57; (Postmaster General) 69 (i).

Immigration (Agents) 948 (i).
Justice (Vice-Admiralty Court) 206 (i).
Public Works-Capital: H arbors and Rivers (Que.) 1517 (ii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L., K.C.M.G., Thres Rivers.
Adjnmt. of louse, Notices on Order Paper (remarks)

699 (i).
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) on M. for

30, Amt. (Mr. Watson) objected to, 283 (i).
Annunciation Day, adjnmt. (M.) 782 (i).
Arichat, West, Breakwater, compensation for Expro-

priation (Ans.) d41 (i).
Ash Wednesday, adjnmt. (M.) 436 (i).
Behring's Sea Seizures, paragraph in Empire (remarks)

287 (i).
Boundaries of Ont., on M. for Com. on Res., 1657 (ii).
C. P. R., Sale of 815,000,000, Bonds (Ans.) 841 (ii).
Cape Breton Ry., Employés (Ans.) 762 (i).
Cascumpeque Harbor, dismissal of Blasting Foreman

(Ans.) .à48 (i).
Caughnawaga Indian Reserve, on Ques. of Privilege

(Mr. Doyon) 502 (i).
Oayuga Post Offe, Qost to date (Ans.) 303 (i).

xxi

Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Continued.
Chicoutimi and Saguenay Counties, expenditure of

Subsidy (Ans.) 427 (i).
China Point Piers, Repaire, &o. (Ans.) 621 (i).
Concurrence, 1597 (ii).
Criminal Laws, distribution to Justices of the Peace

(Ans.) 171 (i )
Debates, Official, delay in printine (remarks) 944 (ïi).
Dredge Cape Breton, compensation to Captain and

Laborers for Losses (Ans.) 427 (i).
lost in Northumberland Straits (Ans.) 469 (i).
Prince Edward, payment to Captain (Ans.) 30.

--- Repairs, Cost, &c., on M. for Ret., 31; (Ans.)
302 (i).

Drill Shed at Belleville, Govt. Aid (Ans.) 80 (i).
Dundas and Waterloo Macadamised Road, on M. for

Cor., 37 (i).
- - Survey (Ans.) 1628 (ii).
Employés, Federal and Provincial Govts., dual Offices

(Ans.) 525 (i).
Esquimaux Point Telegraph Line (Ans.) 935 (ii).
Experimental Farm (OLtawa) Cost (Ans.) 225 (i).
Fishing Licenses on the Natashquan (Ans.) 1533 (ii).
Fifteen Point, P. E.I., Breakwater, Survey (Ans.) 1423.
Foi tificatiunrs at Esquimalt, Col. O'13iirin's Rep. (Ans)

1146 (ii).
French Canadians, Repatriation (Ans.) 677 (i).
Govt. Business (M.) to take in Thursday, 423 (i).

Wednesday, 653 (i).
- on M. to adjn. (remarks) 762 (i), 979 (ii).

Grand Narrows Bridge, C. B., papers respecting (Ans.)
1266 (ii).

Grand River Bridge at York, construction (Ans.) 171.
Great Bastern Ry. Subsidy, on M. for Pets., &c., 21 (i).
Great Northern Ry., Engineer's Rep. (Ans.) 370 (i).
Hickey WLarf, RepaIirs (Ani.) 621 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, Papers respecting (Ans.) 526 (i).
Labor Commission, Legislation (Ans.) 1422 (ii).
Lachine Canal, new Bridge (Ans.) .20 (i).
Lake Man. Ry. and Canal Co.'s incorp. B. 62 (>ir.

Macdowall) on Sen. Amts., 1160 (ii).
Lake St. John, Hydrographic Survey (Ans.) 1146 (ii).

Wharves, Construction (Ans.) 1181 (ii).
Lke St. John Ry. o.'si Subsidy (Ans.) 979 (ii).
Laprairie Village, protection against. Ice (Ans.) 427.
L'Ardoise Break water, on M, for copies of Surveys, &c.,

694 (i).
Leduc, Charles, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 171 (i).
Legislative Economy, Joint Com. (M.) 782 ().

-- Rep. of Joint Com., 1669 (ii).
Lévis Post Office, Pets., &c., on M. for copies, 433 (i).
Library of Parliarnent (M. for Sel. Com.) 17 (i),
Longueuil Wharves, completion (Ans.) 80 (i).
Lunenburg Harbor, Surveys, &c., on M. for copies of

Cor., 750 (i).
- Post Office, Repaire, &c. (Ans,) 591 (i).

Man. -.nd South Eastern Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 61 (Mr.
La Rivière) on Sen. Amts., 1159 (ii).

Map of Canada in Chamber (remarks) 169 (i).
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Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Continued.
Miminegash Breakwater, Damages (Ans.) 1423 (ii).

Repairs (Ans.) 1146 (ii).
Mormon Settlement in N. W. T (Ans.) 980 (ii).
Mount Stewart Wharf, P. E. I., Construction (Ans.)

171 (i).
Naufrage Harbor, P. E. I., Engineer's Rep., on M. for

copy, 33 (i).
New London Breakwater, Survey (Ans.) 468 (i).
-- Repairs (Ans.) 621 (i).
Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s B. 23 (Mr. Girouard)

on M. for 20, 169; on Order for 2°, 426 (i).
Ottawa new deptl. Building, Tenders for Painting

(Ans.) 1266 (ii).
Piers and Break waters, P. E. I., on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1222 (ii).
Pinette and Wood Island Hliarbor, Surveys (Ans.)

621 (i).
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &c., on M. for

Ret., 233 (i).
Printing Bureau, expenditure for Plant, &c. (Ans.)

428 (i).
- - Cost of Building, Plart, &c. (Ans.) 1363 (ii).
Private Bills, Reps. from Com. (Mis.) to extend time,

!;16 (i), 841 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Flynn) re Informer Le Caron

97 (i).
Public Acets. Com., Printing of Evidence (remarks)

1367, 1668 (ii).
Public Works Rop. (presented) 2 (i).
Red River Postal Service (Ans.) 1533 (ii).
Richelieu River, Survey and Soundings(Ans.)22, 29 (î).
Rideau Hall Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 913 (ii).
St. Alphonse Wharf, Repairs, &c. (Ans.) 1181, 1363 (ii).
Ste. Anne de Chicoutimi Wharf, Construction (Ans.)

5i5 (ii).
Ste. Anne de la Pocatière Wharf, Repaire (Ans.) 1265.
St. Clair Rapids, Dredging at Point Edward (Ana.) 591.
St. Lawrence River Overflow, prevention (Ans.) 591.
-- Telegraph Service (Ans.) 1363 (ii).
St. Louis Leke, Construction of Piers (Ans.) 80 (i).
St. Louis River Improvements (Ans.) 34 (i).
St. Roch des Aulnets Wharf, on M. for Cor., 529 (i).
Savary, Charles, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 427 (i).
Sawdust, &o., in Ottawa River, Engineer's Rep. (Ans.)

370 (i).
Secretary of State's Rep. (presented) 33 (i).
Select Standing Çommittees (Rep. presented) 17 (i).
Short Line Ry., defeat of B. in Sen. (remarks) 1724 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 14S (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) in Com. on Res, 1618 (ii).
SRmmerside, P. E. I., Harbor and Breakwater, Survey

(Ans.) 303 (i), 1423 (ii).
SuPPY:

Civil Government (Public Works) 148 ().
Collection qo Evenues: ganals (Trent) 1495. Public Works

(Esquimalt and Lévis Graving Docks) 1232. Telegraph Lines
(N.W.T.) 1233; (P.E.I. and Mainland) 1232 (ûi),

Leguilation: Senate (dialariea, &c.) cone,, 1597 (i).
MceZa.teous (Fabre, Mr., Salary, &o.) 1863; Jugamnts du

9onseil Souverain) 1453 (àl).

Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Continued.
SuPPLY -Continued.

Publ4c Works-Capital: Buildings (additional, Ottawa) 799 (i);
(N. B.) conc., 1599 (ii). Harbors and Rivera (Oape Tormentine
Harbor) 802 ; (Kingston Graving Dock) 801 (i); (Ont.) conc.,
1599 (ii) ; (Port Arthur Harbor, &c.) 801 (i) ; (Que) 1516 (ii).
Income : Buildings (8.0.) 1528 (ii) ; (N.B) 806; (N.S.) 804;
(N.W.T.) 807 (i), 1627 (ii) ; (Ont.) 806 (i), 1519 (il); (Que.)
806 (i) ; ( Repairs, Farniture, & .) 913. Dred ging( Lake Man-.)
970; (N.S , P.E.1. and N.B.) 968. Harbors and Rivers (B 0.)
968; (Kar. Provs. generally) 1448; (N. B.) 924, 1447, 1530
(i); (N. 8.) 807 (i), 912, 1447, 1528 ; (Ont ) 928, 1448, 1531;
(P.E.1.) 921; (Que.) 927, 1531. Roads and Bridges, 971, 1532;
conc., 1615; (Ottawa Oity and River) 1449. Slides and
Booms, 970. Telegraph Lines, 971, 1532 (i).

Telegraph Linos, acquisition by Govt. on M. (àIr.
Venison) for Sel. Com,, 81 (i).

Tignish Breakwater, Repairs (Ans.) 1146 (ii).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 1222 (ii).

Trent Valley Canal, Commissioners'Rep. (Ans.) 655 (i).
Union Ry. Co.'s B. 79 (Kr. White, Renfrew) on Amt.

(Mr. Bryson) to M. for 30, 855; on Sen. Amts.,
1233 (ii).

Ventillation ofOChambar, in Com. of Sup., 1228 (ii).
West Point, P.E.I., Wharf, Repairs (Ans.) 1498 i ).
Yarmouth County, N.S., Public Works (Ans.) 34 (i).

La Rivière, Mr. A. A. C., Provencher.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt, B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on M. for 2°, 998 (ii).
Judges' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 210 (i).
Lake Man. Ry. and Canal Co.'s incorp. B. 62 (Mr.

.Macdowall) on Sen. Amts., 1160 (ii).
Man. and South-Eastern Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 61, 1°*)

269 (i).
Oils, Imports into Man. (Ques.) 1533 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Dickinson) re Land Grants,

1600 (ii).
EIed River Postal Service (Qaes.) 1à33i (ii.)
Rosseau River, Indian Reserve, Location (Ques.)

347 (i).
Seed Wheat, payment by Settlers (Ques.) 590 (i).
Settlers' .(Old) Claims in Man. (Ques.) 1533 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Immigration (Agents) 955, 1323 (ii).
Todd's Parliamentary Govt., distribution to Members,

1600 (ii).

Laurie, Gen. J. W., Shelburne.
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s, on M for

Cor., &c., 536 (i).
Arichat, West, Breakwater, compensation for Ex-

propriation (Ques.) 811 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Res.- (Mr.

Landerkin) 107 (i).
- - on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Flynn) 116 (i).
Free List xtension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(MKr. Platt) 688 (i).
Fish Imported in Bond for Export (M. for Cor.) 1082.
Masters and Mates Certificates 'Act Amt. B. 26 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 655, 6b7 (i).
Ocean SLeamship Subiidy (Australia and B. 0.) on

Âmt. (tir. Laurier) to eon. in Bes., 1426 (ii).

ni.
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Laurie, Gen. J. W.-Continued.

Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Gan. and United Kingdom)
in Com. on Res, 1412 (ii).

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com. on Res., 1617 (ii).

SrPPLY:
Miscelaneous (American Association) 1700 (ii).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Address, on the, 7 (i).
Annunciation Day, on M. for adjnmt., 782 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for Com., 777; in Com., 779, 788.
Boundaries of Ont., on prop. Bs. (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) 1329 (ii).
on M. for Coin. on Res., 1657 (ii).

--- Memorial from Mr. Mercier (remarks) 1363.
C.P.R Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Eirkpatrick) in Com., 1061,

1096 (ii).
Cape Breton Ry. (remarks) 1574 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Raggart) on M.

for 2°, 669 (i).
Commercial Treaties (remarks) on M. to adjn. House,

105 (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res, 16 (1).
Cullers Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

Com. on Res., 1364; in Com., 1365; in Com. on B.,
1536 (ii).

Debates, Official, delay in printing French Edition,
655 (i), 944 (ii).
-- 2nd Rop. of Com., on M. to conc., 871 (ii).

on Amt. (Mr.Choquette) on M. to cono., 931 (ii).
Estimates, Suppl. (Ques.) 1397 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of pi ovisions B. 84, on M.

(Sir John Thompson) to trnsfr. to Govt. Orders,
1395; on hl, for 2°, 1463 (ii).

Fisheries and Trade Relations with U.S. (prop. Res.)
in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 323; neg. (Y. 65, N. 108)
423 (i).

Fisheries in Lunenburg County, on M. for Cor., 941.
Fishing Regulations in Berthier, on M. for Cor.,748 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 930; (Amt.) 985; neg. (Y, 75, N.
105) 1008; in Com., 1011 (ii).

Freight Transit through Can., on prop. M. (Mr. Ives)
for Sel. Com., 88 (i).

Govt. Business, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to take
in Wednesday, 653 (i).

-- (remarks) on adjnmt., 762 (i).
- on M. to take in Monday, 1181 (ii).

Homestead Inspectors, Man, and N.W.T., on M. for
Reps., &c., 22 (i).

House of Commons Act Amt., B. 108 (Sir John
Thompson) in Coin., 785 (i)

Inspection Act Amt. B. 137 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for
10, 1263 (ii).

I. C. R., Summer Freight Rates (remarks) 1330, 1535.
Intoxicating Liquors in N.W.T., on RS. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to COm. of Sup., 1340 (ii).

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued
Jesuits' Estafes Act, papers respecting (remarks) 526.

-- Mr. O'Brien's Res. (Ques.) 675, 740 (i).
-- on Re. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

897 (ii).
King's Co., P.E.I., Representation, on prop Res. (Mr.

Taylor) challengfing Seat, 169 (i).
Land Commissioner's Offiue, Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sap., 59 (i).
Legal Fees and Expenses, in Com. of Sap., 49 (i).
Legislative Economy, on M. (Sir Hector Langnvin) for

Joint Com., 782 (i).
Liquor Permits in N. W. T., on M. for Cor., 553 (i).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Ant. to Com. of Sap., 1164 (ii).
Lunenburg Harbor, Surveys, &c., on M. for Cor.,

751 (i).
Military College, Commandant's Residence (remarks)

1534 (ii).
Mining in Ry. Belt, B.C. (remarks) 980 (ii).
Ministerial Changes, on explanation (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 24 (i).
Mounted Police Pensions B., on Ques. of Order, 1270.

B. 118 (Sir John À Macdonald) on Amt.
(Mr. Jones, Halifax) to M. for 20, 1276 (ii)

N. W. T. Act Ant. B. 136 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for 10,
1262 (ii).

Ocean Steamship Subsidies (remarks) 1283 (ii).
--- (B. C. and Australia)on Res. (Kr. Poster) 1328;

on M. for Com. on Res., 1372; in Com., 1877, 1881;
on conc. (Amt ) 1425; neg. (Y. 55, N. 77) 1426 (ii).

(B. C. and China, &c) on M for 0om. on Rem.
(Amt.) 13886; neg. on a div., 1887; on M. to cono.
in Rs., 1430 (ii).

--- (Can. and United Kirgdom) B. 144, on M.
for Com. on Res. (Amt.) 1389; in Come, 1422,
1437 (ii).

Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s Ji. 23 (Mr. Girouard)
on M. for 29, 170 (i).

Pope, late Hon. J. H. (remarks) 943, 1018 (ii).
Queen's College (Kingston) B. 46 (hir. Kirkpatrick) on

M. for 2D, 302 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 115 (Kr. Foster) on M. for 2°, 1281.
Rebellion in N.W.T., Cor. respecting 9th Battalion,

on M. for copies, 320 (i).
Returns in hands of Members (remarks) 1573 (ii).
Ross, Hon. William, dismissal, O. C., Reps., &c. (M.

for copies) 24 (i).
Select Standing Committee (M. to add names) 169 (i).
Senate and House of Commons Act Amt. B. 120 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 911 (ii).
Short Line Ry., handing in documents te Reporters

objected te, 546 (1).
on personal explanation (Mr. Jones, Halifax)

741 (i).
Sittings of the House, on prop. Res. (gr. Charlton)

net to sit after 12 o'clock, 528 (i).
Subsidies (money) to B. 149 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com. on lit Res., 1499; on cono., 1535; in Com.
on 2nd Res., 1621, 1629, 1638 (ii).
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Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Summary Trials Act Amt. B. 121 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 912 (ii).
SUPPLY, on M. for Com. (remarks) 48:

Oharpes of Management, 48 (i).
Civil Government (Agriculture) 79; (Interior) 59; (Justice)

49; (Militia and Defence) 55 (1).
Collection qf Revenue#: Public Works (Slides and Booms) 1230.
Immigration (Agents) 962 (ii).
Niacellaneous (Griffin, Mr., gratuity) 1454 (i).
Pension, (Compensation in lieu of Land) 790 (i).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 1315 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Dredging (N. S., P. E. I. and N. B.)

969. Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 1518 ; (Mar. Prova. gener-
ally) 1448 ; (N.B.) 926 (ii); (Que.) 727 (i). Slides and
Booms, 970. Telegraph Lines, 971 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts, in Com. of Sup., 50 (i).
Tariff Changes (Ques.) 1266 (ii).
Tenders, Translation of Forms (remarks) 1535 (ii).
Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com. on Res., 661, 668 (i).
Tolls and Dues (Collection) Act Amt. B. 122 (Sir John

Thompson) on M. for 2°, 912 (ii).
Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr. Boyle)

on M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 1103 (ii).

Lavergne, Mr. 3., Drummond and Arthabaska.
Chester, Que., complaints against Postmaster (Ques.)

468 (i).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 1475 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2", 1006 (ii).
Money Order Offices, Que. (Qnss.) 468 (i).
Quesnel, Jules, crmplaints against (Ques.) 1145 (ii).
Senator for Shawinigan District (Ques.) 1638 (ii).

Lépine, Yr. A . T., Rast Montreal.
Address, The (seconded) 6 (i).
Cigars, reduction of License Fees (Ques.) 171 (i).
Hospital Dues on Ships, collection (Ques.) 302 (i).

(M. for Ret.*) 303 (i).

Lister, Mr. J. F., West Lambton.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp.

son) in Com., 779 (i).
Cab-hire and Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup.,

164. (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. F/ynn) to prop. Res., 115 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

&mt. (Mr. Tiadale) 6 m. h., to M. for 20, 245; on M.
to restore to Order Paper, 368 (i).

Customs Seizures, on Res. (Mr. Bilton) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 1313 (ii).

C. P. R. Co.'s B.68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 1063.
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1250 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com., 1475 (ii).
Fishing Licenses in Inland Waters, on M. for Ret.,

8"(i).

Lister, Mr. J. P.-ontinued.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) in Com., 1008, 1020, 1129 (ii).
Horse Island, Georgian Bey, Sale (Ques.) 590 (i).
Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. SBall) on M. for

20, 994 (ii).
Manufacturers' Insurance Co.'s Stockholders (M. for

Cor.) 591 (i).
-- Return respecting (Ques.) 1017 (ii).
Middleton, W. I., Relief B. 125 (Mr. Small) on M.

for 2°, 1093 (ii).
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1565 (ii).
Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'s Consolidation B. 48

(Mr. Moncrief) on M. for 2°, 299 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. flaggart) in Com. on

Res., 1131 (ii).
Post Offces Bailt since 1878, Revenues, &c., on M. for

Ret., 227 (i).
Public Acets. Com., Printing of Evidence (remarks)

1367 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumber Co.'s Coste, &o.,

(Ques.) 1146.
St. Clair Rapids, Dredging at Point Elward (Ques.)

591 (i).
Savary, Charles, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 427 (i).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Amt. (Mr. Barron) to M.

for Com. of Sup. 1490 (ii)4
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Qontingencies) 164; (Kilitia and Defence)
56 (i).

Collection of Revenues : Dom. Lands, 1250, 1254. Post Office
(Salaries, &c.) 1240 (ii).

Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1076 (ii).
Iniians (Dingman, A., services) 1172; (Relief of Distress, Que.)

1169 ; (Schools) 1170 (ii).
Lighthouse ancd Coast Service (Lighthouses, &c.) 145M (il).
Public Works-Incime: Buildings (Ont.) 1525. Harbors and

Rivers (Ont.) 1448. Roads and Bridges (Ottawa City and
River) 1449 (il).

Railway-Capital: Cape Breton (construction) 1072 (ii).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Eirkpatrick) on M. for 10, 255, 25n (i).

Lovitt, Mr. J., Yarmouth.
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s, on M. for

copies of Cor., &c., 538 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 779 (i).
Masters and Mates Certificates Act Amt. B. 26 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 656 (i)
Members' Sessional Indemnity (remarks) 1711 (ii).
Port Maitland Breakwater, in Con. of Sap., 150 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for

20, 1032; in Com., 1040 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Marine) 147 ; (Public Works) 150 (il.
Public Works-Inscome: Harbors and Rivers i(N.8.) 811 (i),

1528 (ii):
Yarmouth County Public Works (ques.) 34 (i).

xix
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., G.C.B., Kingstoa.

Address, on the, 11 (i).
Albert Ry. Co., Balance of Grant (Ans.) 348 (i).
Beauharnois Canal, opening of Navigation (remarks)

1285 (ii).
Behring's Sea Fisheries, Proclamation of American

Govt. (remarks) 811 (ii).
Proclamation of U.S. Govt. (Ans.) 971 (ii).
Seizures, on M. for Coma. of Sup, 1579 (ii).

Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Subsidy-and G.T.R.,
on M. for Cor., 83 (i).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp.
son) on M. for Coma., 775 (i).

Boundaries of Ont. (prop. Res.) 1329, 1423; M. for
Com., 1654, 1657 (ii).

-- Telegram from Mr. Mowatt (remarks) 1363 (ii).
Business of the House (remarks) 269 (i), 1721 (ii).
C. P. R. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for Com.,

855; in Com., 1061, 1096 (ii).
Co. and B. 68 (remarks) 701 (i).
Maps, Land and Money Subsidies (Ans.) 935.

Canal Works, Tenders, on M. for Rot, 594 (i).
Canteen at Regina Barracks (Ans.) 1082 (ii).
Cape Breton Ry., Contracts for Stations, &c. (Ans.)

1327 (ii).
payment of Liborers (Ans.) 871 (ii).
(remarks) 1574 (ii).

Chambly-Longueuil Canal, Construction (Ans.) 80 (i).
Cheese Exports to Eng. (Ans.) 1181 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (ffr. Haggart) on M. for

20, 670; in Com. on Res., 674 (i).
-- Assessment of Salaries, authorisation B. 18 (Mr.

Ellis) on objection to 20, 367 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. il (Mr. Wallace) on M. to

ref. to Com. on Banking, &c., 1116 (ii).
Commercial Treaties, on M. to adj n., 105, 169 (i).
Concurrence, 1614 (ii).
Customs Collector, Three Rivers, Duty on Foreign

Catalogues (Ans.) 740 (i).
Debates, Official, Com. (M.) to substitute Mr. Prior's

name for Mr. Baker's, 269 (i).
-- on Amt. (Mr. Choquette) to M. to cono. in 2nd

Rep. of Com., 934 (Hi).
Deptl. Re-organisation Repeal B. 110 (Ur. Mills,

Bothwell) on M. for 1°, 590 (i).
Derby Branch Ry., Extension (Ans.) 872 (ii).

Subsidy (Ans.) 854 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84, on M.

(Sir John Thompson) to trnsfr. to Govt. Orders,
1395 (ii).

Fisheries and Trades Relations with U.S, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 329 (i).

Flour and Pork Duties (remarks) on adjnmt., 1723 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. (Sir John Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 985; in Com., 1008, 1128 (ii).
Free List Extension (Combinations) B. 56 (Mr. Edgar)

on M. for 1°,248 (1).
Freight Transit through Can., on prop. M. (Mr. Ives)

for Sel. Com., 88 (i).
4

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Freight Transit through Can., on Order for Sel. Com.

being called, 591 (i).
Gannon Narrows Floating Bridge (Ans.) 1628 (ii).
Good Friday, adjnmt. (remarks) 1285 ; (X.) 133) (ii).
Govt. Basines, on M. (Sir Rector Langevin) to take

in Thursday, 424 (i).
(M.) to take in Monday 1181 (ii).
Saturday 1534 (ii).

G. T.R., Pets. from Shareholders re Subsidies to Rys.
(Ans.) 1081 (ii).

Hereford Ry. Co.'s Subsidy, Laborers' Wages (Ans.)
1017 (ii).

Horse Island, Georgian Bay, Sale (Ans.) 590 (i).
House of Commons Act Amt. B. 108 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 185 (i).
Hudson's Bay Ry, and Man. repudiation (Ans.) 1628.
Indian Annuities, Arrears, on M. for Cor., 938 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 139 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1397 (ii).
I.C.R., Capital Account, expenditure (Ans.) 676 (i).
-- Dining Rooms at Stations, Tenders (Ans.) 428.

-- Macdonald, A. R., Superintendent, Pet. of Em-
ployés (Ans.) 249 (i).

-- Receipts and Expenditures from opening to
date (Ans.) 427 (i).

-- Summer Freight Rates (remarks) 1330, 1535(ii).
Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from His Ex.

(presented) 29 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, Papers (presented) 701 (i).

-- day for discussion (Ans.) 740 (i).
--- on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of

Sup., 903 (ii).
Test of Legality (Ans.) 1328 (ii).

-- on Res. (Mr. Ross) in Amt. to Cerm. of Sup.,
1692 (ii).

Judges' Salaries, Legislation (Ans.) 1629 (ii).
King's Co., P. E. L Representation, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Taylor) challenging Seat, 169 (i).
Lake St. Louis Buoys aod Lights (rem arke) 1534 (ii).
Manufacturers' Life Insurance Co.'s Shareholders (ex-

planation) 1098 (ii).
on M. for copies of Cor., 592 (i).
Return respecting (A ns.) 1017 (ii).

McDonald and Dowling's Gulches, Pile-driving (Ans.)
677 (i).

Members' Sessional Indemnity (remarks) 1710 (ii).
Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. 138 (Mr. Carling) on

M. for 10, 1268 (ii).
Mess. from His Ex. (presented) 29, 322 (i).
Military College, Commandant's Residence (remarks)

1534 (ii).
Milk Adulteration, prevention of Fraud B. 16 (Mr.

Burdett) on M. for 21, 259 (i).
Ministerial Changes (explanation) 24 (i).
.Modus Vivendi (remarks) 811 (ii).
Mounted Police Act Amt. (B. 146, 1°*) 15'2; 2° m.,

1709 (ii).
-- Commissioner's Rep. (presented) 169 (i)
--- Pensions (prop. Res.) 469; in Com., 769 (i);

xxv
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Nacdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.

(B.118)2 0 m., 1269; on Ques. of Order, 1271; in
Com., 1277 (ii).

- - Punishment of Constables, &c., on M. for Ret.,
430 (i).

Northern and North-Western Ry. (Ans.) 248 (i).
N. W. T. Act Amt. (Ans.) 105 (ii).
Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1°*) 2 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and Australia) on

prop. Res., 1329; in Com., 1373, 1377 (ii).
Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'s Consolidation B. 48

(Mr. Moncrief) on M. for 2°, 299 (i).
Orange Order incorp., Legislation (Ans.) 1082 (ii).
Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s B. 23 (Mr. Girouard)

on M. for 2>, 170 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., total Length (Ans.), 529.
Pagans in Joliette County (Ans.) 1710 (ii).
Pictou, Branch Ry., total .Cost (Ans.) 302; Length,

348 (i).
Pontiac and Pacific Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (prop. Res.)

1600 (ii).
Pope, late Hon. J. H. (remarks) 943, 1017 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) in Com. on

Res., 1131; in Com. on B, 1134 (ii).
Printing, Joint Com. (M.) 19 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Flynn) re Informer Le Caron,

97 (i).
Qu'Appelle and Long Lake Ry. Co. (prop. Res.)

1572; M. fLr Com., 1706 (ii).
Queen's College (Kingston) B. 46 (Mr. Kirkpatrick)

on M. for 2%, 300 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 115 (Mr. Foster) on M. for 2?,

1284 (ii).
Ry. Subsidies Chicoutimi and Saguenay (Ans.) 1181.

- Lake St. John (Ans.) 427 (i).
Returns in hands of Members (remarks) 1573 (ii).
Rideau Hall Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 916 (ii).
Rimouski Wharf, Repairs, Contractors, &c. (Ans.)

302 (i).
Rock Lake Dam, damages caused by, on M. for Reps.

of Engineers, &c., 937 (ii).
Rocky Mountains Park Amt. (B. 141, 10*) 1363;

wthdn.,1629 (ii).
St. Chaéles Branch Ry., total Cost (Ans.) 302 (i).
St. George's Bridge, Structural Defects (Ans.) 1081.
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1589 (ii).
Select Standing Committees (M.) 2 (i).

- (M.) for Com. to prepare lists, 17 (i).
-- (Lists presented) 18 (i).

-- (Ms.) to add names 169, 269 (i).
Senator for Shawinigan District (Ans.) 1628 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (prop. Res.) 1424; in Com. on Res.,

1658; on Amt. to M. to cono, in Res., 1681; (B. 149,
10*) and in Com., 1683 (ii).

--- (Harvey to Salisbury) Survey (Ans.) 1498 (ii).
-- Amount paid International Ry. Co. or C.P. R.

(Ans.) 769 (i).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Short Line Ry., on M. for Rat., objection (Mr. Laurier)

to handing in documents to Reporters, 546 (i).
on personal explanation (Mr. Jones) 741 (i).

Simms & Slater, retarn of Deposits to Sureties (Ans.)
677 (i).

Sittings of the House, Mr. Charlton's Res. (remarks)
432 (i).

- - on Res. (Mr. Charlton) not to sit after 12
o'clock, 527 (i).

Smyth, Henry, of Chatham, employment of by Govt.
(Ans.) 224 (i).

Speech from the Throne (M. for consdn.) 2 (i).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. (prop. Res.)1572; B. 152 (Mr.

Dewdney) in Com. on Res., 1714, 1720 (ii).
- - (money) to Rys. (B. 148) in Com. on lst Ras.,

1499; M. to conc. in Res, 1535; 2nd Res., 1572;
in Com.on ies., 1616, 1629; M. to cono. in Res., 1652;
in Com. on B., 1686 (ii).

SUPPLY, on Ques. of Procedure (remarks) 48 (i):
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Dairy Interest) 1513 (ii).
Canals-Capital (Oornwall) 1205; (Lachine) 1205; (Sault

Ste. Marie) 1205; (Trent Riv. Nav.) 1209; (Williamsburg)
1206. Income (Lachine) 1514; (W eiland) 1516 (ii).

Civil Government (Contingencies ) 160, 165 ; (Mounted Police)
152 (i); (Privy Council) 1501 ; (Railways and Canals) 1501.

Collection of Revenues: Canals (Repairs, &c.) 1212 (ii).
Immigration (Agents) 961 (ii).
Indians (Oka Indians, removal) 1171; (Relief of Distress, Que.)

1169; (Schools) 1170 (ii).
Legislation; ; ouse of Commons (Votera' Lists, Printing) 272.
Miscellaneous (American Association) 1693; (Banff: Roads and

Bridges, &c.) 1215; (Labor Commission) conc., 1614 (ii).
Mfounted Police, 1212 (ii).
Pensions (Rebellion, N.W.T.) 792 (i)
PublicWorks-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1695; (Repairs, Furni-

ture, &c.) 916 (ii).
Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (construction) 1047. Cape Breton

(construction) 1069. I.C. R. (accommodation at Halifax) 1049;
(Oity front of St. John) 1068; (Rolling Stock) 1614. Oxford
and New Glasgow (construction) 1073 (ii).

Superannuation: Railways (Mr. Wallace) 1597 (ii).

Temiscouata Ry. Subsidy, Amount paid (Ans.) 673i (i).
Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com. on Res., 669 (i).
Todd's Parliamentary Govt., distribution to Members,

1601 (ii),
Toils and Dues, Collection (B. 122, 1°*) 811 (i).
Tracey, A. R., Seizure of Goods at Medicine Hat (Ans.)

1016 (ii).
Tree Peddlers, &o., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.

Boyle) on M. for 2°, 1100; on M. to ref. to Sel. Com.,
1104 (ii).

Trent Valley Canal, Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 20,
676 (i), 872 (ii).

U. S., Invitation to Members to Visit (Ans.) 34 (i).
Victoria Bridge, Cost of maintenance, &c. (Ans.) 1081.
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for 2°, 253 (i).
York-Simeoe Battalion Kit Allowance, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Mulock) 85; (remarks) 428 (i).
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t
Macdonald, Mr. P., East Huron.

Fisheries and Trade Relations with U.S., on prop. Res.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. to Sup., 385 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir Johm Thomp-
son) on Amt. (Kr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1002 (ii).

Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sap., 917 (ii).
Mail Carriage in Brussels, Ont. (Ques.) 249 (i).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com. on Res., 773 (i); on Amt. (Mr. Jones, Halifax)
to M. for 20, 1275 (ii).

Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and Australia) B. 144
(Mr. Poster) in Com. on Res., 1379 (ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.
(Mr. Taylor) to prop. Res., 260 (i).

SUPPLY:
Immigration (Agents) 917, 951 (ii).

Macdowall, Mr. D. H., Saskatchewan.
C. P. R., Maps, Land and Money Subsidies (Q ues.) 935.
Engineers (stationary) Examination and Licensing B.

8 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2°, 1110 (ii).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 948 (ii).

Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup,, 277.
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr, Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1338 (ii).
Lake, James P., payment lor Wire Rope (Ques,) 1628.
Legislative Assembly in N. W. T., Memorials, on M. for

copies, 374 (i).
Moose Jaw, Battleford and Edmonton Ry. Ço.'s incorp.

(B. 85, 10*) 369 (i).
N. W. T. Act Amt. B. 18G (Mr. Dewdney) on Mi for 19,

1262 (ii).
Ont., Manitoba and Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 83,

10*) 346 (i).
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &c., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com. on
ROs,, 1707 (i).

Supplies, Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenuu: Dom. Lands, 1254. Poet Office (Salaries,
&o.) 1240 (ii).

Immigration (Agents) 948 (ii).
Indiana (Kan. and N. W. T.) 1173, 1596; (Schools) 1170 (ii).
Legilation: House of Commons (Printing, Paper and Binding)

277.
Niscellaneous (St. Cathsrines Milling Co., Costa) 1457 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1452 (ii).

Title and Mortgage Guarantee Co,'s incorp. (B. 114, 1°)
676 (i).

Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s (B. 107, 10*)
589 (i).

Mackenzie, Hon. A., East York.
Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'s Consolidation B. 48

(Mr. MoncriefT) on M. for 2', 299 (i).
Rideau Hall Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 917 (ii).
Sittings of the House, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton) not

to sit after 12 o'clock, 528 (i).
SUPPLY:

oivil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 203 (i).
Public Workl-Inoome: ;Buildings (Repairs, Furniture, &o.)

917 (ii).

Mackenzie, Hon. A.-Continued.
Wrecking, &o., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patteraon,

.Essex) on M. to adjn. deb., 259 (i).

McCarthy, Mr. D., North Simcoe.
Jesuits' Estates Act, on Re& (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 842 (hi).
Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co.'s incorp. (B. 86,

1°'*) 369 (i).
Wrecking, &o., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patterson,

Essex) on M. for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.) 258 (i).

McCulla, Mr. W. A., Peel.
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for Com., 1444 (ii).

McDonald, Mr. J. A., Victoria, N.S.
Cape Breton Ry., payment of Laborers (Ques.) 871 (ii)
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Haggart) in Corn.

on Res., 673 (i).
James, Mr. Justice, leave of absence (Ques.) 525 (i).
SUPPLY:

Miscellaneous (Griffin, Mr., gratuity) 1453 (ii).

McDougald, Mr. J., Pictou.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 130 (i).
SUPPLY:

Public Worka-Income : Harbors and Rivera (N.S.) 807 (i).

McDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Cape Breton Ry., on prop. Res. (Mr. Flynn) in Amt

to Com. of Sup., 1190 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U.S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 643 (1).

McGreevy, Hon. T., West Quebec.
Quebec Board of Trade incorp. Act Amt. (B. 87, 1°*)

369 (i).

MoIntyre, Mr. P. A., King's, P. E. L
Fishery Bounty, Claims made and rejected in P.E.I:

(M. for Rot.) 434 (i).
Mount Stewart Pier, in Com. of Sup., 922 (ii).
Naufrage Harbor, P.E.I., Engineer'a Rep. (M. for

copy) 33 (i.)
JUPPLY :

Public Works-ln.ome. Harbors and Rivers (P.E.,.) 922 (ii).

MoKay, Mr. A., Kamilton.
Artisans, Importation, attention called to Advertise-

ment, 1668 (i).
Hamilton Central Ry. Co.'s (B. 39, 1°*) 194 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. laggart) in Com. on

Res., 1132; in Com. on B. 1137 (ii). ,
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1039 (ii).
Subsidies to IRys. (money) B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1633 (ii).
SrPLY:

Legislation: House of Commons (Votera' List, printing) 272(1).
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INDEX.
MoKeen, Mr. D., Cape Breton.

Cape Breton Ry., or prop. Res. (Mr. Flynn) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 120' (ii).

Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt to Amt.
(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 121 (i).

McMillan, Mr. J., South Huron.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

1 anderkin) 107 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Ur. Bowell) in Com. on

iRes., 768 (i).
Experimental Farm, Ottawa, Cost (Ques.) 225 (i).

(M. for Ret.*) 235 (i).
--- expenditure (DI. for Stmnt.*) 436 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 40 (i).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 684 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B. C. and Australia) on

Res. (Mr. Foster) in Com., 1376 (ii).
(Can. and United Kingdom) on Res. (Mr.

Foster) in Com., 1418 (ii).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U.S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 646 (i).
EtTPPLY:

Arit, Agriculture and Statiatica (Experimental Farms) 288, 294.

MXMullen, Mr. J., North Wellington.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shany) on M.

for 3°, 285 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for Com., 778 (i).
Chipman, C. C., in Com. of Sup., 201 (1).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. laggart) on M.

for 2°, 670 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for Com., 1441; on Sen. Amts., 1691 (ii).
Concurrence, 1598, 1609, 1614 (ii).
Convict Labor, in Com. of Sup., 214 (i).
Defence of Indian charged with Shooting (Ques.) 935.
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1240 (ii).
Franchise, Blectoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 9b9; in
Com., 1015 (ii).

Frauds upon Farmers, on M. (Mr. Brown) for Sp. Com.,
16 (i).
- on M. (Mr. Brown) t? reduce quorum 223 (i).

.Homestead Inspectors in Man, and N. W. T. (remarks)
29 (i); Reps. (M. for copies) 22 (i).

louse of Commons Act Amt. B. 108 (Sir John Thomp-
son) in Com., 786 (i).

Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 947, 1319 (ii).
Interest, computing, in Com. of Sup., 155 (i).
Jesu'1ts' Bstates Act, on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
on Res. (Mr. Boas) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

1693 (ii).
Land Board, Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 59, 61(i).
Legislative Assembly in N.W.T., Memorials, on M. for

copies, 378 (i).

Mcmullen, Mr. J.-Continued.
Majors' Hill Park, in Com. of Sap., 1149 (ii).
Mounted Police Act Amt. B. 146 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 20, 1709 (ii).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com. on Res., 771 (i); on A mt. (Mr. Jones, Bali-
fax) to M. for 20, 1276 (ii).

Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B. C. and Australia) in
Cm. on Res., 1375 (ii).

- - (Can. and United Kingdom) in Com. on Res.,
1419, 1437 (ii).

O'Connor, D., Account for Law Cases, Fees, &o. (M.
for Ret.) 31().

-- in Com. of Sup., 1229 (il).
Ottawa Publie Roads, Improvements, amount paid (M.

for Ret.*) 303 (i).
Pictou Branch Ry., total Cost (Ques.) 302; Length,

348 (i).
Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Com. of Sup, 71.
Post Office Act A mt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) on M. for

10, 370 (i).
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &o., on M. for

Ret., 232 (i).

Printing Bureau, cost of building, plant, &o. (Ques.)
1363 (il).

Pub. Acets. Com., meeting (remarks) 501 (i).
Papers from Militia Dopt. (remarks) 470 (i).

Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 516,
523 (i).

Returns (enquiry) 621 (i).
Rideau Hall Expenses, in Com, of Sup, 914 (ii).
Rolling Stock, I. C. R,in Com. of Sup., 1066 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumbering Co. vs. Queen,

Law Costs, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 33 (i).
(Ques.) 1146 (ii).
in Com, of Sup., 49, 52 (i), 14ù5 (ii).
original Cheques (M. for Ret.*) 943 (ài).

St. Charles Branch Ry., entire Cost (M. for Ret.*)
943 (ii).

total Cost (Ques.) 302 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, Tenders, &c. (M. for copies*)

304 (i).
Scott, Capt., Superannuation, in Com. of Sup., 146 (i).
Short Line Ry., &o., on Amt, to M. to conc. in Res.,

1679 (ii).
Smyth, Henry, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 224 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1501, 1621, 1634 (ii).
Supplies, Mounted Police, in Com. of Sap., 1451 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arta, Agriculture and Statistics (Dairy Interest) 1513 (il); (Ex-
perimental Farme) 297 (i).

Civil Goernment (Agriculture) 71; (Contingencies) 155;
(High Commiseioner's Office) 199; (Indian Affairs) 66;
(Inland Revenue) 8; (Interior)59,64; (Justice) 49; (Marine)
146 (i), conc., 1614 (ii); (<ilitia and Defence) 55; (Post-
master General) 70 (i); (P.O. and Finance Depts., contin
gencies)1508; (Privy counil) 1501; (Railways and Canals)
1504 (ii) ; (Sec. of State) 57 (i).

e .
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INDEX.
McNullen, Mr. J.-ontinued.

SUPPLY-Contiinued.
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 1227. Customs

(Salaries, &c.) 1219. Dom. Lands, 1240, 1249, 1257 ; conc.,
1609. Minor Revenues, 1229. Post Office (Salaries, &c.) 1234,
1596. Publie Works (Slides and Booms) 1231. Railways
(I.C.R ) 1496. Weights and Measures, 1226, 1496 (ii).

Immigration (Agents) 917, 952, 1319 (ii).
1ndians (Dingman, A., services) 1172, 1451 ; (Man. and N.W.T.)

1174, 1595; (Schools) 1170 (ii).
Legislation: Bouse of Gonimons (!Franchise Act) 1511 (ii).

Senate (Salaries and Contingencies) 207 (i).
Miscellaneous (Banff: Roads, Bridges, &c.) 1180, 1215; (Lands,

C.P.R. Belt) 1570 (ii).
Mlitia (Drill Sheds, &c.) 795; (Permanent Forces, &c.) 799 (i).
Ifiscellaneous (Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c.) 1180; ([nspector, Regis-

trars, &c., N.WT.) 1180 ; (Jukes, Dr., services) 1571; (Print-
ing Bureau) 1571; (St. Catharines Milling Co., Costa) 1455 (ii).

>ounted Police, 1213, 1451, 1497 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 211 (i); 1510; (Man.) 217 (i), 1508

conc., 1598; (St. Vincent de Paul) 1319 (ii).
Pensions (Compensation in lieu of Lana) 789; (Krs. Gowanlock)

792 (i).
Public Work-Capital: Buildings (additional, Ottawa) 800 (i);

Harbors and Rivers (N.8.) conc,, 1599. income: Buildings
(Ont.) 1521, 1693; (Repairs, Furniture, &c.) 914, conc, 1599;
Experimental Farm (Buildings, &c ) 971. Harbors and Rivers
(Ont.) 929. Roads and Bridges, 971; (Ottawa City and River)
1449 (ii).

Rilwoays-Capital: I.C.R. (Repair Shed at Richmond) 1066 (ii),
Superannuation: Railways (W. Wallace) 1197 (ii).

Toronto School of Infautry, Bread Supply, Tenders
(Ques.) 1082 (ii).

Trade Commissioner to South America (Ques.) 30 (i).
Webster,. W, A., employment by Govt. (Ques ) 979 (ii).

MoNeill, Mr. A,, EIorth Bruce.
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 690 (i).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 951 (h).
Jesuits' Estate Act, Disallowance, on Res. (Mr. O'Brien)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 869 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B.C. and Australia) in Com.

on Res., 13-4 (ii).
- - (Can. and United Kingdom) in Com. on Res.,

1418 (ii).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mir. Tupper) in Com.,

1039 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 951 (il).
Collcotion oj Revenues: Weights and Keasures, 1227 (i).

Madill, Mr. E., .orth Ontario.
Deschenes, Ludger Miville, Anounts paid for Surveys

in N.W.T. (Ques.) 1327 (ii).
Elevators and lloists Safety (B. 13, 1°*) 29 (i).
Fishing Licenses in Inland Waters, on M. for Ret.,

84 ().
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 713 (i),

Mara, Mr. J, A., Yale.
County Court Judges for B. C., Oppointment (Ques.)

80 (i).
D)ivision List (correction) 1830 (ii).

Nara, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Kootenay and Athabasca Ry. Co's. (B. 15, 10*) 30; in

Com., 238 (i).
Mining in Ry. Belt, B. C. (remarks) 980 (ii).
Mining Laws, B.C., on M. for Com. of Sup.,(remarks)

1510 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and China, &o.) on

Amt. (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) to conc. in Res., 1430 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on lRes., 1629 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection cf Revenues : Public Works (Esquimalt Graving
Dock) 1232 (ii).

Immigration (Agents) 957 (ii).

Marshall, Mr. J. H., East Middlesex.
London Mutual Fire Insurance Co.'s incorp. Act Amt.

(B. 50, 1°*) 222 (i).

Masson, Mr. J., North Grey.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Landerkin) 109 (i).
Customs Act Aîmt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 1144.
Wrocking (Foreign Vessels Aid) Can. Waters B. 2 (Mr.

Kirkpatrick) on M. for 2', 254 ; in Com , 618 (i).

Mills, Mr. J. B., Annapolis.
Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s, on M. for

copies of Cor., &o., 535 (i).

Mills, H on. D., Bothwell.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in

Comn., 235; on M. for 5°, 2 84 (i).
Behring's Sea Seizures, paragraph in Empire news-

paper (Ques.) 287 (i).
-- on M. for Com. of Sup., 1582 (ii).

Bills of Exchange, Choques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-
son) on M. for 2°, 194 (i).

on M. for Com., 775; in Com., 781 (i).
Boundaries of Ont., on prop. Res. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 1329 ; on M. for Com. on Res., 1654 (ii).
Breslayor Half-breeds, compensation fbr Losses (Ques.)

348 (i).
Qab.hire, in Com. of Sup., 161, 167 (i).
C.P.R. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Con., 1061,

1096 (ii).
Chipman, C. C., in Com. of Sup., 147, 201 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. aggart) on M.

for 2°, 671; in Com. on -Res., 675 (i).
Civil Service, Asse ssment of Salaries authorisation B.

18 (Mr. Ellis) on objection to 21, 367 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Mr. Wallace) on M. for

to, 1115 ; on M. (Sir John Thompson) for Com., 1437,
in Com., 1446; on Sen. Amts., 1689 (ii). .

Concurrence, 1608 (i).
Controverted Rlections, date of receipt by Speaker of

certificates from Judges (M. for Ret.*) 303 (i).
Corrupt Practices in Municipal Affairs B. 71 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 502 (i).
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INDEX.
Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.

Cruelty to Animals Prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on
Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m.h., to M. for 20, 247; on M.
that Com. rise, 359 (i).

Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) on M.
to recom., 1466 (ii).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 145 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,
1527 (i).

Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1246 (ii).
Dresden Turning Ground Improvements, in Com. of

Sap., 151 (i).
Exchequer Court Act Amt. B. 109 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 787 (i).
Exports to Great Britain vid United States (Ques.)

428 (i).
Expropriation of Lands B. 131 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 1266 (ii).
Extradition, extension of provisions B. 84, on M. (Sir

John Thompson) to trnsfr. to Govt. Orders, 1395 (ii).
Fertilisera, Artificial, removal of Dnty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 46 (i).
Fisheries and Trade Relations with U. S., on prop.

Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 332 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp

son) on M. for 2°, 983; in Com., 1008, 1019, 1125; on
Amt. (Mr. Watson) 1281 (ii).

Good Friday, adjumt. (remarks) 1285 (ii).
House of Commons Act Amt. B. 103 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com,, 785 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 139 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1397 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 872 (ii).
Judges' (Provincial) Salaries B. 150 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on M. for 1°, 1688 (ii).
Land Commissioner's Office, Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sup., 64 (i).
Lands in B.C., conveyance B. 128 (Mr. Dewdney) in

Com., 1043 (ii).
Legal Fees and Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 51 (i).
Legislative Economy, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) for

Joint Com., 782 (i).
Liquor Permita in N. W.T., on M. for copies of Cor.,

&0o, 555 (i).
Massawippi Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 37

(Mr. Colby) on M. for 20, 239 (i).
Mennonite Immigrante Loan B. 138 (Mr. Carling) on

M. for 1°, 1268 (ii).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdon-

all) in Com. on Res., 770 (i); on Ques. of Order,
1270; on Aimt. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1271 (ii).

N.W.T. Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for
10, 1262 (ii).

Ocean Steamship Subeidy (B.C. and Australia) in
Com. on Res., 1374 (ii).

Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patente) in Com. of Sup., 72,
76, 78 (i).

Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Ur. Eaggart) in Com.,
1185 (ii).

Millse, Hon. D.-Continued.
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &c., on M. for

Ret., 230 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Trow) Member leaving Seat

during Vote, 249 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors (Amt. to Amt.)

to prop. Res., 261; neg. (Y. 35, N. 128) 267 (i).
Public Acets. Com., Printing of Evidence (remarks)

1366 (ii).
Public Depts. reorganisation Repeal (B. 110, 10) 589.
Queen's College (Kingston) B. 46 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on

M. for 2°, 300, 602 (i); on Sen. Amts., 855, (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 115 (Mr. Foster) on M. for 20, 1284.
Rideau Hall Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling Co., Legal Expenses, in Com.

of Sup., 51 (i).
Saw Loge, Export Duty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.

to Com. of Sap., 1587 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) B. 149 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 1684 (ii).
Sittings of the House, on prop. Res. (àfr. Charlton)

not to sit after 12 o'clock, 528 (i).
Speedy Trials of Indictable Offences B. 17 (Sir John

Thompson) in Com., 470 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1616, 1627, 1632, 1642; in
Com. on B., 1686 (ii).

SUPPLY (Ques. of Procedure) on M. for Com., 48 (i):
Administration of Justice (Supreme Court) 206; (Vice-Admiralty

Court) 205 (i).
Canals-Income (Welland) 1515 (i).
Civil Government (Agriculture) 72; (Civil Service Examiners)

203; (Contingencies) 161 ; (Eigh Commissioner's Office) 201;
(Indian Affairs) 65 (i), 1503 (ii); (Interior) 58, 64; (Justice)
51; (Mounted Police) 62 (i); (Privy Council) 1502 (ii);
(Public Worke) 150 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Dom. Lands) 1246, 1255; cone.,
1608 (ii).

Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1174, 1595 (i).
Legislation: House of Commons (Franchise Act) 1511 (ii).

Senate (Salaries and Contingencies) 207(i).
Niscellaneous (St. Catharineu Milling Co.'s Coste) 1459 (ii).
Publie Works-Income: Buildings (Repairs, Furniture, &c.)

915. Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 926; (Ont.) 927, 1448 (ii);
Roade anl Bridges (Ottawa City and River) 1448 (u).

Penitentiaries (Kingston) 211 ; (Man. ) 219 (i).
Pensions (Compensation in lieu of Land) 790 (i).
Railways-Capital: 0. P. R. (construction) 1047. Cape

Breton (construction) 1069 (ii).
Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.

Boyle) on M. to ref to Sel. Com., 1106 (ii).
Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com. on Res., 667 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 620 (i).
Wrecking, &c., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patterson,

.Essex) on M. for 2°, 257 (i).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland.
Adams, A. & J., Claims for loss of Carrier Dove (M. for

Cor.*) 1182 (ii).
Adams, Seizure of, Papers, &o. (remarks) on adjnmt.,

1462, 1463 (ii).
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INDEX.
Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

Adjnmt. of House (remarks) re Notices on Order Paper,
699 (i).

Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr.Shanly) in Com.,
237 (i).

American Law Reps., in Com, of Sup., 205 (i).
Behring's Sea Fisheries, Proclamation of American

Govt. (remarks) 811 (ii).
Bills of Exchange, Choques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

m) on M. for Com., 775 (i),
Bills, Second Readings (protest) 357 (i).
Basiness of the House (remarks) 270 (i).
C. P. R. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. KirkpatricR) in Com., 1063,

1097 (ii).
Canai Works, Tenders, on M. for Rot., 594 (i).
Chignecto Ship Ry., Prospectus (Ques.) 1423 (ii).
Chipman, C. C., in Com. of Sup., 139, 196 (i).
Concurrence, 1598 (ii).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 117 (i)
on M. to adjn. House, 120 (i).

Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on Res.,
764 (i).

Customs Seizures, in Com. of Sup., 68 (i).
Cullers Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for Com.

on Res., 1361 (ii).
Derby Branch Ry. and Northern and Western Ry. (à.

for Cor., &c.*) 1182 (ii).
Claims for Land Damages (remarks) 749 (i).
Subsidy (Ques.) 854 (il).
Extension (Ques.) 871 (ii).

Expropriation of Lands B. 131 (Sir John Thompson) on
M. for 1°, 914 (ii).

Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Mr.
Thompson) in Com., 1477 (ii).

Fisheries Act Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Tupper) on Amt.
(Mr. Weldon, St. John) 6 m. h., 1118; on M. to
adjn. deb., 1122 (ii).

Fisheries and Trade Relations with U. S., on prop.
Res. (Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 37 (i).

Fishing Regulations in Berthier, on M. for copies of
Cor., 741 (i).

Flour and Pork Daties (remarks) on adjnmt., 1723 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 987; in Com.,
1014 (ii).

Good Friday, adjnmt. (remarks) 1285 (ii).
on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1330 (ii).

Govt. Business, on M. (Sir iector Langevin) to take in
Thursday, 423 (i).

Wednesday, 653 (i).
Monday, 1182 (ii).

Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 949 (ii).
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1342 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act Disallowance, on Res. (Mr.

O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 839 (ii).
Judges' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 206 (i).

on personal explanation (Mr. Curran) 1498 (ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Kootenay and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s B. 15 (Mr. Mara)

in Com., 238 (i).
Laborers Protection B. 53 (Mr. Purcell) on M. for1,

223 (i).
Lake St. Louis Buoys and Lights (remarks) 1574,

1652 (ii).
(telegram read) 1534 (ii).

Land Damages, L C. R., in Com. of Sup., 1065 (ii).
Legielative Economy, on M. (Sir Hector Langevin) for

Joint Com., 784 (i).
Map of Canada in Chamber (remarks) 470 (i).
Ministerial Changes, on M. to adjn. House, 28 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners' Act Amt. B. 103

(Mr. Tupper) on M. for 20, 774 (i).
Montreal Harbor Police (renarks) 1687 (ii).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 772 (i).
Northern and North-Western Ry. (Ques.) 248 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and China, &c.) on

Amt. (Mr. Davies, P. E.1.) to con, inRes., 1433 (ii).
Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s B. 23 (hîr. Girouard)

on M. for 2°, 169, on Order for 2°, 425 (i).
Parker, Geo. R., Claims for damages re Derby Branch

Ry. (Nf. for Cor.*) 1182 (ii).
Pope, late Hon. J. H. (remarks) 943 (ii).
Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Com. of Sap., 74.
Postage Rates, Gan. and U.S., in Com. of Sup. 70 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Haggart) in Com. on

Res., 1131 (ii).
Privilege, Qaes. of (Mr. Trow) Member leaving Seat

during Vote, 250 (i).
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &o., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com. on
Res., 1707 (ii).

Railway Employés protection B. 53 (Mr. Purcell)
1462 (ii).

St. Catharines Milling Co.'s Legal Expenses, in Com. of
Sup., 49 (i).

Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 1591 (ii).

Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for
2Q, 1030; in Com., 1032 (ii).

Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) B. 149 (Sir John
A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 1662; on Amt. to M.
to conc. in Res., 1681 (ii).

Sittings of the House, on prop. Res. (Mr. Charlton)
not to sit after 12 o'clock, 527 (i).

Smelt Fishing in the Miramichi, in Com. of Sup., 140.
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.

on Res., 1720 (ii.)
-- (money) to Rys., B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1639 (ii).
Supplies, Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration ofJusties (Supreme Court) 205; (Vice-Admiralty
Court) 206 (i).

Arts, Agriculture, 4c. (Experimental Farms) cono., 1598 (ii).
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INDEX.
Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.
Civil Gove7nment (Agricultu-e) 74;; (Customs) 68; (High Com-

missioner's Office) 198 (i); Indian Afftire) 1502; (Interior)
1502 (ii); (Justice) 49; ('darine) 139; (Militia and Defence)
55; (Postmaster General) 69 (t); (Privy Council) 1502 ; (Rtil.
ways and Canals) 1504 (ii); (Secretary cf State) 57 (i).

Immigration (Agents) 950 (ii).
Indians (Relief of Distress, Que.) 1169 ; (Schools) 1170 (ii)
Legislation: House of Commonq (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 270 (i).
Marine Hospiils (Marine and Immigrant, Que ) 977 ; (Que.,

N.S., P.E.I., N.B. and B.C.) 979 (ii).
Niscellaneous (&merican Association) 1697 ; (Le Dictionnaire

Généalogique des Familles Françaises) 1453 ; (St. Catherines
Milling Co.'s Costs) 1456 (ii).

Mounted Police, 1453 (ii).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 1119 (ii).
Publie Workc-Capital: Buildings (N.3.) conc., 1599. Income:

(Ont.) 1522, 1696. Dreiging (new plant) 1448. Harbors and
Rivers (N.B.) 1447. Roads and Bridges (Ottawa Oity and
River) 1449 (ii).

Railwray-Capital: I. C. R. (accommodation at Halifax) 1048;
(repair sheds at Richmond) 1065 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts, in Com. of Sup., 49 (i).
Toronto School of Infantry Bread Supply, Tenders

(Ques.) 1082 (ii).
Wright, Allan, Claim for Damages, Indiantown Branch,

I. C. R. (Mi. for Cor.*) 1094 (il).
Wrecking (Poroign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 603, 6 to, 616; on Amt.
(Mr. Charlton) to M. for 3°, 761 (i).

Moncrieif, Mr. G., East Lanibton.
Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'s (B. 44, 1°*) 194 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. (Mr.

Wood, Brochville) 267; (Amt, to Amt.) ruled out of
Order, 268 (i).

St. Clair River, Stag Island Lighthouse (Ques.) 224 (i).

Mulock, Mr. W., North York.
C. P. R. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com , 1097 (ii).
Canal Works, Tenders (on M. for Ret.) 595 (i).
Chipnan, C. C., in Com. of Sap., 199 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Biaggart) on M.

for 10, 523 (i).
Qobourg, Town, Relief B. 153, in Com. on Res., 1721.
Combinations in Trade B. Il (Sir John Thompson) on M.

for Com., 1440; on Sen. Aimts., 1689 (ii).
Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) in

Com., 1401 (fi).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Ur. Brown) on M.

that Com. rise, 360 (i).
Debates, Official, delay in printing (romarks) 945 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir

John Thompson) in Com. 1473 (ii).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty (Res.) 37 (i).
Fleur Duties, Inorease (Ques.) 1145 (ii).
Flour and Pork Duties (remarks)on adjnmt., 1721 (ii),
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1002; in
Com, 1014, 1021, 1029 (ii).

Fraudulent Practices Com,, oI M. (Mr. Brown) to
reduce quorunm, 223 ().

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
Free List, Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 686 (i).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sap., 958 (ii).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 139 (Ur. Costigan) in

com., 1397 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act Disallowance, on Res. (Mir.

O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 892 (ii).
Jrudges' Salaries, in Com. of Sup, 206 (i).
Kyle, conviet, in Com.of Sup., 216 (i).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1165 (ii).
Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Ur. Small) on M. for

20, 994 (ii).
Members' Sessional Indemnity (remarks) 1711 (ii).
Militia Clothing (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,

1543; Amt. neg. (Y. 54, N. 95) 1570 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Police (remarks) 1687 (ii).
Mounted Police, punishment of Constables, &c., on M.

for Ret., 431 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and Australia) in

Com. on Res., 1385 (ii).
--- (B. C. and China, &c.) in Com. on Res., 1387.

(Can, and United Kingdom) in Com. on Res.,
1419 (ii).

Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'s Consolidation B. 48
(Mr. Moncrief) on M. for 20, 299 (i).

Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Cam. of Sap., 77.
Public Acets. Com., meeting (remarks) 501 (i).
- - Papers from Militia Dept. (remarks) 470 (i).
- - Printing of Evidence (remarks) 1368, 1394,

1668 (ii).
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &o., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A,.Macdonald) on M. for Com. on
]Res., 1707 (ii).

Returns in hands of Members (remarks) 1573 (ii).
St. George's Bridge, Structural Defects (Ques.) 1081.
Scrip (Land) Outstanding (Ques.) 347, 525 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1036 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) on Amt. to

M. to conc. in Res., 1675 (ii).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Mr. Dewdney) in Corn.

on Res., 1719 (if).
-- (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1639 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Vice-Admiralty Court) 206 (i).
Arts, Agriculture and Satlistics (Experimental Farms) 290 (i);

(Indian and Colonial Exhibition) 1513 (ii).
Canale-Income (Welland) 1516 (ii).
Civil Government (Agriculture) 77: (Eigh Commissioner's

Office) 198 ; (Interior) 58; (&ilitia and Defence) 56 (i)
(Railways and Canals) 1505 (ii).

Collection of Revenues : Canals (Trent) 1495. Railways (I.0.
R.) 1496 (ii).

Immigraton (Agents) 954 (ii).
Indians (Oka Indiana, removal) 1171 ; (Schools) 1170 (i).
Legidlation: House of Commons (Franchise Act) 1511 (ii);

(Printing, Paper and Binding) 278 (i).
Mail Subsidies, 4-c. (Halifax, &c., and West Indies, &c ) 1703 (ii).
Marine Bospitals (Que., N.8., P.E.I., ]N.B. and P.E.4.) 978.
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INDEX.
Kulock, Mr. W.-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.
isellaneous (Griffin, Mr., gratuity) 1454; (Printing Bureau)
1571; (St. Catharines Milling Co.'s Costa) 1458 (ii).

Penitentiaries (Kingston) 216 (i), 1510 (ii); (Man.) 219 (1),
1508 (ii).

Publie Works-Capital: Harbors aud Rivera (Kingston Grav-
ing Dock) 801 (i). Income: Buildings (N. S.) 1519; (Ont.)
1519, 1697. Harbors and Rivera (Ont.) 1448 (il).

Territorial Accouats (Rebellion in N. W.T.) 1461 (il).
Title and Mortgage Guarantee Co.'s incorp. B. 114

(Mr. Macdowall) on M. for 20, 676 (i).
Ways and Means (remarks) re Millers of Ont., 1711.
Webster, Mr., Immigration Agent in NW.T., in Com.

of Sup., 278 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) B. 2 (Mr. Kirkpatrick)

in Com., 611 (i).
York-Simooe Battalion, Kit Allowance (prop. Res.) 85.

(remarks) 428 (i).

Neveu, Mr. H., Joliette.
Joliette Mail Service, Contract (Ques.) 762 (i).
Ste. Beatrix Post Office, Location (Ques.) 590 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1616 (ii).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Fishing Licenses in Inland Waters, on M. for Rot., 83.
Indian Annuities, Arrears (M. for Cor.) 937 (ii).
Jesuits' Estates Act (notice of prop. Res.) 384 (i).
--- on fixing day for deb. (remarks) 675 (i).
--- (prop. Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 811 ; neg.

(Y. 13, N. 188) 910 (ii).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sap., 1352 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1405 (ii).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.

to Com. of Sap., 1586 (ii).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Kr. Tupper) in Com.,

1038 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Roe., 1500 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Supreme Court Reps., Printing, &c.)
205 (i).

Arts, Agriculture and Satistics (Experimental Farme) 290 (i).
Indians (Oka Indians, removal) 1171 (ii).
Militia (&mmunition, Olothing, &c.) 1352 (ii) ; (Rified Ord-

nance) 795 (i).
Pensions (Compensations in lieu of Land) 791 (i).

Paterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Belleville Drill Shed, construction, &o., on M. for Cor.,

700 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for Com., 776 (i).
Customs Seizures, on Res. (Mr. ifolton) in Amt. to

Com. of Sp., 1309 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on

Bes., 763 (i) ; in Com. on B., 1138; on M. to recom.,
1330 (ii).

Paterson, M]r. W.-Continued.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on M. for 20, 996; in Com., 1010, 1126 (ii).
Imports and Exports, condensed Tables, in Coma. of

Sup., 152 (i).
Independent Order of Forresters incorp. B. 74 (Kr.

Jamieson) in Coi., 754 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 139 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1398 (ii).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1156 (il).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on Ant. (Kr. Jones, Halifax) to M. for 2', 1274; in

Com., 1277 (ii).
Ocean Steamahip Subsidies (B. C. and Australia) in

Com. on Res., 1380 (ii).
- - (B. C. and China, &o.) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier)

1387; on M. to conc. in Res., 1431 (il).
- - (Can. and United Kingdom) in Com. on Res.,

1414, 1416 (ii).
Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com, of Patents) in Comi; of Sup., 73,

77 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Ant. to Com. of Sup., 723 (i).
Saw liogs, Export Daty, on Ant. (Mr. Barron) to M.

for Com. of Snp., 1494 (ii).
Sittings of the Uous, Mr. Charlton's Res.,433 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (&griculture) 73 ; (Oustoms) 152, 155; (Oon-
tingencies) 155, 160; (Indian Affaire) 65; (Mounted Police)
62, 151 (i).

Collection ofRevenues: Canals (Trent) 1495. Onustome (Salaries,
&o.) 1219 (ii).

Immigration (Agents) 961, 1326 (11).
Indians (SchooIk) 1170 (ii).
>fiscellaneous (Banff: Roads, Bridges, &c.)1215; (St. Catharines

Milling Oo.'s Costs) 1457 (ii).

Publie Works-income: Experimental Farm (Buildings, &o.)

972. Barbors and RiNers (8.0.) 967 (il).
Railways-Capital (1. 0. R.) 1498 (Hi)

Patterson, Mr. J. C., North Essex.
Mounted Police, punishment of Constables, &o., on M.

for Rot., 432 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vosels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for 2°, 252; (Ant.) to ref.
to Sel. Com., 255; wthdn., 256; in Coin., 620 (i).

Wrecking, &o., in Can. Waters (B. 7, 1°) 15; 2° m.

256; on M. to adjn. deb., 258 (i); wthdn., 1107 (ii).

Perley, Mr. W. G., Ottawa City.
Majors' Hill Park, in Com. of Sup.,l1449 (il).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Ro. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1590 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Publie Works-Income: Roads and Bridges (Ottawa City and
River) 1449 (ii).

Telephone, Telegraph and Electric Light Co.'s Wires
(B. 112, 1*) 620 (i).

Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.
Costigan) in Com. on Bes., 667 (i).
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INDEX.
Perry, Mr. S. F., Prince, P.E.1.

Baltie Post Office, establishment (Ques.) 1423 (ii).
Campbell, Capt. R., dismissal, Cor., &c. (M. for Rt.)

741 (i).
Cascampeque Harbor, dismissal of Blasting Foreman

(Ques.) 348 (i).
Confederation and P. E.I., Claims against Govt. (Ques.)

525 (i).
Dredge Prince Edward, payment to Captain (Ques.) 30.

Repairs, Cost, &o. (M. for Rot.) 31 (i).
Repairs and Costs (Ques.) 302 (i).

Fifteen Point Breakwater, Survey (Ques.)1423 (ii).
Fishery Bounty, Claims made and rejected in P. E. I.,

on M. for Ret., 436 (i).
Fishery Commissioner (Assistant) P. El., Appointment

(Ques.) 171 (i).
Lobster and Oyster Commission, in Com. of Sup., 159(i)
Lobster Factories, in P. E.I., number, &c. (M. for Rot.)

31 (i).
Miminegash Breakwater, Repairs, &c, (Ques.) 1146,

1423 (ii).
Piers and Wharves in Com. of Sup., 149 (i) 923 (i).
Preventive Officers in P.E.I. (Ques.) 15 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U.S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 577 (i)
Returns (enquiry) 524 (i).
Subway, Straits of Northumberland (Ques.) 16 (i).
Subsidy to P.E.I. (Ques.) 15 (i).
Summerside Harbor and Breakwater Survey (Ques.)

303 (i), 1423 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Contingencies) 159; (Public Works) 149 (i).
Publie Worka--Income : Harbors and Rivera (P. B. I.) 923 (ii.)

Tignish Breakwater, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1222 (ii).
Repairs (Ques.) 1146 (ii).

West Point Wharf, Repairs (Ques.) 1498 (i).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward.
Concurrence, 1615 (ii).
Corrupt Practices Trials, Counsel's Instructions (Ques.)

427 (i).
Franchise, Eloctoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1006; in
Com., 1020, 1127 (ii).

Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) prop. Res.,
684, 689 (i).

Military Colloge, Commandant's House (Ques.) 34 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies (B. C. and Australia) in Com.

on Res., 1379 (ii).
(Can. and United Kingdom) in Com. on Res.,

1406 (ii).
Pope, 1r. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Com. of Sup.,

74 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1632, 1637 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Governsmen (Agriculture) 74 (1).
Fisheries (Salaries, &o.) 1077 (11).
Legislation: Bouse of Oommon (Franchise Act) conc., 1615 (il).
Publie Work--Income : Harboru and Rivera (Ont.) 1531 (ii).

Tête du Pont Barracks, Sale (Ques.) 427 (i).

Porter, Mr. R., West Huron.
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &c., on I. for

Ret., 228 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Roi. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Coma of Sup., 510.

Préfontaine, Mr. R., Chambly.
Chambly-Longueuil Canal, Construction (Ques.) 80 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1013 (ii).
Great Eastern Ry. Subsidy, on M. for Pets., &c., 22 (i).

Longueuil Postal Service (Ques.) 80 (i).
Wharves, Completion (Ques.) 80 (Î).

St. Louis Lake, Construction of Piers (Que.) 80 (i).

Prior, Mr. E. G., Victoria, B. C.
Ammunition manufactured at Que. (remarks) 1222.

Behring's Sea Fisheries, Proclamation of U.S. Govt.

(Ques.) 871 (ii).
-- Seizures, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1575 (ii).
Fortifications at Esquimalt, Col. O'Brien's Rep.

(Ques.) 1146 (ii).
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 1569 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and China, &c.) in

Com. on Res., 1388; on cono., 1431 (ii).
Pacifie Mail Subsidy (Ques.) 34 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues: Post Offlee (Salaries, &c.) 1239 (il).

Militia (Armories, care of Arms, &c.) 794; (Permanent Forces,
&e.) 797 (i).

Publie Worko-Income : Harbors and Rivera (B.O.) 966 (ii).
8cientifie Institutions (Meteorological Service) 976 (ii).

Victoria, Saanich and New Westminster Ry. o.'s
(B. 32, 10*) 138 (i).

Purcell, Mr. P., Glengarry.
Cape Breton Ry., on prop. Ries. (Mr. Flynn) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1202 (ii).
Laborers Protection (B. 53, 1°) 223 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canale-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1205 (ii).

Putnam, Mr. A., Blants.
Annapolis and Western Counties

copies of Cor., &c., 537 (i).
Rty. Co.'s, on M.-for

Rinfret,. Mr. C. I., Lotbinière.
Atlantic Mail Service (Ques.) 224 (i).

Great Eastern Ry. Subsidy, Pets., Reps., &o. (M. for

copies) 20 (i).

Lake St. Peter, Floating Light (Ques.) 979 (ii).

Salmon Rivera in Quebec, Leaes, &o. (Que@.) 224 (i).

SUPPLY:

Publio-Worka Capital: Harbore and Rivers (Quebec) 1517.

Whiskey, Illicit Manufacture, Costa of Suits (Ques.)

935 (ii).
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INDEX.
Riopel, Mr. L. J., Bonaventure.

Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,
1041 (ii).

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com. on Res., 1644 (ii).

Three Rivers and Western Ry. C.'s incorp. (B. 99, 1°*)
468 (i).

Robertson,, Mr. J. E., King's, P. E.I.
Bounties to Fishermen, in Com. of Sup., 1076 (ii).
Fishery Bounty, Claims made and rejected in P.E.I.,

on M. for Ret., 436 (i).
Mount Stewart Wharf, Construction (Ques.) 171(i).
Murray Harbor South and Montagne Mail Service

(Ques.) 468 (i).
Fiers and Harbors in P.E.I. (M. for Cor.*) 942 (ii).
--- in Com. of Sup.. 920 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Collection of Revenues: Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1217 (ii).
Fisheries (Salaries, &c.) 1076 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Bervice (Lights, Fog-whistles, &c.) 976 (ii).
Mail Subsidie, jc. (Magdalen Islands) 1450; (P.E.I. and Main-

land) 1261 (ii).
Publie Works-Income: Dredging (N.8., P.E.I. and N.B.) 969.

Harbors and Rivers (P. E.I.) 920, 1530 (ii).

Robillard, Mr. H., Ottawa City.
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Ant. (Kr. Barron) to M.

for Com. of Sup., 1491 (ii).

Roome, Mr. W. F., West Middlesex.
Can. Temp. Act, distribution of Fines (Ques.) 80 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 1129 (ii).
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &a., on M. for

Ret., 228 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Taylor) to prop. Res., 92 (i).

Ross, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
Assiniboine Water Power Co.'s incorp. (B. 67, 1°*)

269 (i).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Mr. Dewdney) in

Com. on Res., 1718 (ii).
prop. Res. in Amt. to Com of Sup., 1692 (ii).

Rowand, Mr. J., West Bruce.
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. iRes.

(Mr. Platt) 688 (i).

Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln and Niagara.
Civil Service, Assessment of Salaries authorisation B.

18 (Mr. EUs) on M. for 20 (objection) 36 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on Res. (fr. O'Brien) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 816 (ii).
Pub. Acots. (M. to ref. to Cota.) 47 (i)i

- (M.) summoning Senator Sanford> 620 (i).
Sunday Traffic on Canals (M. for Cor., &e.*) 304 (i).
SUPPLY :

Caaml-Income (Welland) 1515 (ii).
Welland Canal Water Power, Reps. of Engineers, &c.

(I. for oopies*) 304 (i).

Ste. Marie, Mr. L., Napierville.
C.P.R., Sale of $15,000,000 Bonds (Ques.) 841, 1363.
-- Receipts from Sale (h. for Ret.*) 436 (i).

Scarth, Mr. W. B., Winnipeg.
SUPPLY:

Colection of Revenues: Dom. Lande, 1253 (il).
Immigration (Agents) 954 (i).

Scriver, Mr. J., Buntingdon.
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 135 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on

Res., 764 (i), 1330 (ii).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop, Res.

(Mr. Platt) 687 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 893 (ii).
- on Res. (Mr. Ross) in Amt. to Com. of Sup.,
1693 (ii).

Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Ilaggart) in Com. on
Res., 1133 (ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Amt. to Amt.
(Mr. Mils, Bothwell) 264 (i).

SUPPLY:
indians (Dingman, Inspector, payment) 1451 (ii).

Semple, Mr. A., Centre Wellington.
Reciprocity (unrestrictod) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 718.
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Experimental Farme) 295 (1).

Shanly, Mr, W., South Grenville.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp, (B. 14, 1°*) 30;

in Com., 235; on 30, 283, 298 (i).
G. T. R., Pets. from Shareholders re Subsidies to Rys.

(Ques.) 1081 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

B. 144 (Mr. Poster) in Com. on Res., 1417 (ii).
Short iLine Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com, on B.,

1683 (ii).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.

on Res., 1715 (ii).
(money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com. on Res., 1633 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital (Lachine) 1205; (Williamsburg) 1206 (i).

Skinner, Mr. C. N., St. John, N. B., City and County.
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir

John Thompson) on M. for 20, 1470; in Com., 1472.
Masters and hiatos Certificates Act Amt. B. 26 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 657 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Res., 1404 (ii).
Sonate and House of Commons (Sessional Indemnity)

Amt. (B. 111, 10) 590 (i).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com. on Res.,

1665; on Amt. to M. to conc. in Bes., 1681 (ii).
SUPPLY:

&ail Subsidies (Halifax, &c., and West Indies, &c.) 1703 (il).
.PubUse Work-Income ; Harbors and Rivera (N. B.) 1447 (ûi).
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INDEX.
Small, Mr. J., East Toronto.

Lowry, W. G., Relief (B. 119, 10*) 871 ; 20 m., 992;
neg. (Y. 79, N. 80) 995; (M.) to restore B. to Order
Paper, 1016; on M. for Com., 1264 (ii).

Middleton, Wm., Relief (B. 125, 1°-") 871; 2° m., 1098.
Ont. and Que. Ry. Co. and Land Security Co. Ratifica-

tion (B. 66, 1°*) 269 (i).
Telephone, Telegraph and Electric Light Co.'s Wires

(B. 78, 1°c) 322 (i).
Toronto Board of Trade (B. 135) M. to suspend Rules

and 10*, 1262 (ii).
Wand, Arthur, Relief (B. 124, 1°*) 871 (ii).

Smith, Sir Donald A., K.C.M.G., West Montreal.
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. Fsher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1344 (ii).
Marine ilospitals (Ques.) 934 (ii).
Sick and Distressed Mariners Fund (Ques.) 1710 (ii).
Title and Mortgage Insurance Co. (M.) to ref. back to

Com., 620 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) B. 2 (Mr. Kirkpatrick)

on M. for 30, 760 (i).

Smith, Mr. W., South Ontario.
Deschenes, Lndger Miville, Amounts paid for Snrveys

in N. W. T. (Ques.) 1327 (ii).
Pauper Immigration (children) in Com. of Sup., 965.
Wheat and Flour Importations from U.S. (M. for

Rot.*) 33 (i).

Somerville, Mr. J., RNorth Brant.
Cab-hire, in Com. o Sup., 160 (i).
Chipman, C. C., in Com. of Sup., 200 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Jaggart) in Com.

on Res., 674 (i).
Concurrence, 1611 (ii).
Debates, Official, delay in printing French Edition, 655,

944 (i).
Dom. Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1248 (ii).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 686 (i).
Govt, Advertising, in Com. of Sup., 1236 (il).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 900 (ii).

Pamphlets, in Com. of Sap., 274 (i).
- Salaries, &c. (Amt.) to M, to cono. in Res. rep.
from Com. of Sup., 1613 (ii).

Montreal Flood Commission, Printing Rep. (remarks)
1687 (i).

Pub. Acets. Com., meeting (remarks) 501 (i).
-- Printing of Evidence, 1366, 1600, 16J8 (ii).

Returns in bande of Members (remarks) 1573 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canala-Income (Welland) 1514 (ii).
Civil Government (Civil Sarvice Examinera) 203; (Dontingen-

cies) 157, 160, 163; (High Oommissioner's Office) 200;
(Marine) 1502 ; (Printing and Stationery) 1503 (ii).

Collection of ReVenues: Dom. Lands, 1248, 1253. Post Offie
(Salaries, e.) 1236 (ii).

Immigration (Agents) 959; (Salaries, o.) cono., 1611; (Amt.)
1618 (i).

Somerville, Mr. J.-Continued.
BUPPLY-Continued.

Legi.lation: House of Commons (Franchise Act) 1512 (ii);
(Voteis' Lists, Printing) 271 ; (Printing, Paper and Binding)
272 (1).

Miacellaneous (American Association) 1698 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 215; (Man.) 217 (i)•
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1524(ii).

Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 157, 163 (i.)

Speaker, Mr. (Hon. JosEPH ALDRIO OmIMET) Laval.
Alberta Ry. and Goal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly)

objection (Sir Hector Langevin) to Amt. to M. for
3° sustained, 283 ().

Assiniboia (East) Rat. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Bills, Royal Assent, communications from Gov. Gen.'s

Sec., 7ï9 (i) 1262 (ii).
Bills, Second Readinge, remarks on protest (Mr.

Mitchell) 357 (i).
Cape Breton Ry. (remarks) 1574 (ii).
Cardwell, Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Cariboo, Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Civil Service, Assessment of Salaries, authorisation

B. 18 (Mr. Elis) on objection to 20 (Ruling) 367 (i).
Colchester, Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Combinations in Trade B. Il (Mr. Wallace) on M. to

ref. to Com. on Banking, &c., 1116 (ii).
Controverted Elections, 1, 2 (i).
Cruelty to Animals B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on M. to restôre

to Order Paper (Ruling) 368 (i).
Cumberland, Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep. of Com., Amt. (Mr. Cho.

guette) ruled out of Order, 934 (ii).
Expropriation of Lands B. 131 (Sir John Thompson) on

M. for 1°, 944 (ii).
Fisheries and Trade Relations with U. S. Members

checked, 388 (i).
1Halton, ]Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on notice of prop. Res., 384 (i).
Joliette, Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Lanark (South) Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Legislative Economy, on Ques. of Order (Mr. Laurier)

Rnling, 783 (i).
Library, Rep. of Joint Librarians (presented) 2 (i).
Mess. from His Ex. (read) 29, 30, 323 (i), 1018, 1467,

1627 (ii).
Mining in Ry. Belt, B. C., remarks declared ont of

Order, 980 (ii).
Ministerial Changes, irregularity of deb., remarks on,

27 (i).
Montreal (East) Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (1).
Monnted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

remarks on Ques. of Order, 1270 (ii).
New Members, notification of Ret., 1 (i).
Nicolet, Ret. of Member Elect, i (i).
Northumberland (East) Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Pictou, Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &c., on M for

.Ret, 229 (i).
Prorogation, communication from Gov. Genl.'s Se.

(road) 1711 (ii).
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INDEX.
Speaker, Mr.-Contnwd.

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Trow) Member leaving Seat
during Vote, 249 (i).

Procedure, Ques. of (Ur. Mills) Ruling, 43(i).
Provencher, Ret. of Member Elect, 2 (i).
Pub. Acets. Com., meeting, deb. ruled irregular, 501.

-- Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Somerville) Evidence re
Mr. Smyth's Account, 1600 (ii).

Shelburne, Rot. of Member ElecL, 1 (i).
Speech from the Throne (rep.) 2 (i).
SUPPLY:

Legialation: House of Commons (Committees, Extra Sess.
Clerks, &c.) 271; (Salaries, Clerk's Estimate) 270 (i).

Tenders, Translation of Foris (remarks) 1535 (ii).
Vacancies, notification, 1 (i).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on prop. M. to ref. B. to Sel. Com.,
253 (i).

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in Com.,

237 ; on M. for 30, 283 (i).
Ombinations in Trade B. Il (Ur. Wallace) on M. to

Ref. to Com. on Banking, &o., 1116; on M. (Sir
John Thompson) for Com., 1442 (ii).

Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.
(Mr. Flynn) to prop. Res., 128 (i).

Debates, Official, delay in printing (remarks) 945 (ii).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

Mulock) 41 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 1013, 1022 (ii).
Free List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop. Res.

(Mr. Platt) 687 (i).
Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 949 (ii).

-- Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 276 (i).
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. FYsher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1351 (ii).
Lard Adulteration, Imports from U. S. (Ques.) 763 (i).
Lowry, W. G., Relief (B.) Rep. of Com. (presented)

1221 (ii).
Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s B. 23 (Mr. Girouard)

on M. for 2°, 170 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Ur. Haggart) on Amt.

(Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1282 (ii).
Post Offices built since 1878, Revenues, &o., on M. for

Ret., 232 (i).
Prescott Coanty Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B. 33 (Mr.

Edwards) on M. for 2°, 239 (i).
Ry. Act. Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2°, 363 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with 'U. S., on Res. (Sir

Bichard Cartwright) in Ant. to Com. of Sup., 637 (i).
Saw Logs, Export Duty (remarks) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1484 (tii).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for

20, 1031 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1637 (ii).
SUPPLY:

OW4 t Goprnmmnt (Bailways ad Oaals) 1506 (ii).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Continuedi
SUPPLY - Continued.

lmmqraion (Agents) 949 (ii).
Iegislation: House of Commons (Printing, Paper and Binding)

276 (i).
>iscellaneous (Griffin, Mr., gratuity) 1454; (St. Catharines

Milling Co.'s eosta) 1457 (il).
Penitentioriea (Man.) 220 (i).
Quarantine (Publie Health) 933 (ii).

Tree Peddlers, &o., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.
Boyle) on M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 1106 (ii).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) B. 2 (Mr. Kirkpatrick)
in Com., 619 (i).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &o., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp.

son) in Com., 779 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act, on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 895 (ii).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 1352 (ii).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) Survey (Ques.)

1498 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1633 (ii).
South Ont. Pacifie Ry. Co.'s (B. 59, 1°*) 269 (i).
SUPPLY:

Mjlitia (Ammunition, Clothing, &o.) 1352 (ii).

Stevenson, Mr. J., West Peterborough.
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital (Trent River Nav.) 1208 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Canals (Trent) 1495 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1523 (il).

Taylor, M:r. G., South Leeds.
Frce List Extension (Grains and Seeds) on prop, IRes.

(Mr. Platt) 687 (i).
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1346 (ii).
Jones' Creek, Township of Young, Pets., &o. (M. for

Rot.) 540 (i).
King's Co., P. E. I., LRepresentation (prop. IRes.) chal-

lenging Seat, 169 (i).
Members' Sessional Indemnity (remarks) i711 (ii).
Montreal Flood Commission, printing Rep. (remarks)

1687 (il).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and Australia) in Com.

on Res., 1383 (il).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on lies. (Amt. to

Amt.) 89; on M. to adjn., 90; Amt. to Amt. neg.
(Y.58, N.86) 261; on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mills,
Bothwell) 263 ().

Pub. Acets. Com., Printing of Evidence (remarks)
1367 (ii).

Registered Letters, compensation for Loss (Ques.) 525.
St. Lawrence River, Sale of Islands (Ques.) 34 (i).
Sick and Distressed Marinera Fund (Ques.) 1710 (ii).
Sabsidies (money) to Bys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mao-

donald) in Com. on Res., 1641 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistis (Experimental farms) 294 (1),
Immigration (Agents) 900 (ii).
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Xmviii INDEX.
Taylor, Mr. G.-Continued.

Young and front of Essex Townships, Pets., &c., re dis.
allowing Union Act of Ont. Legisilature (M. for
copies*) 436 (i).

Temple, Mr. T., York, .N. B.
Fishing Licenses, in Inland Waters, on M. for Ret.,

85 (i).
Short Line Ry., St. Andrews, &c., vid Mattawamkeag,

&c., on M. for Rot. 549 (i).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 162 t (ii).

Thérien, Mr. O., Montcalm.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

on Amt, (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 1280 (ii).
Joliette District Judge, Appointment (Ques.) 170 (i).
Postage Rates, Reduction (Ques.) 34 (i).
Post Offices in Montcalm County (Ques.) 1082 (ii).
Sawdust in Rivera, prevention (Ques.) 1082 (ii).

Thompson, Hon. Sir John S. D., K. 0. M. G.,
Antigonish.

Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in Com.,
235 (i).

Annapolis and Western Counties Ry. Co.'s, on M. for
copies of Cor., &c., 538 (ii).

Atlantic and North-West Ry. Co.'s B. 65 (Mr. Hall)
in Coni., 754 (i).

Bagwell, G. McD., Relief B. 123 (Mr. White, Renfrew)
in Com., 1234 (ii).

Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1582.
Bills of Exchange, Choques, &c., (B. 5,1°) 14 2° m.,

194; M. for Com., 775; in Com., '178 (i) ; wthdn.,
1629 (ii).

Bills of Lading (B. 92, 1°*) 369 (i) ; 20 m., 1691 (ii).
C. P. B. Co.'s B. 68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 1097 (ii).

-- Rys. Crossing in Man., Validity of Aet (Ans.)
20 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, distribution of Fines (Ans.) 80 (i),
1533 (hi).

Channel Subway Co.'s Act, disallowance (An's.)'1628.
Combinations in Trade B. '11 (Mr. Wall'ce) M.' to

trnsfr. to Govt. Orders, 1328; M. for Com., 14ti; in
Com., 1446; on M. for 30, 1468; M. to conc. in Son.
Amts'., 1689 (ii).

Comm-ercial Laws of'Dom., Codification (Ans.) 194 (i)
Concurrence, 1615 (ii).
Controverted Elections Act Amt. (Anis ) 224 (i).
Corrupt Practices in Municipal Affairs (B. 71, 10*)

303; 2° M., 502; in Com., 503 (i).
Corrupt Practices Trials, Counsel's Instructions (Ans.)

427 (i).
Copyright Act Amt. (B. 101, 10) 524; 2° m., 139;

in Com., 1401; on M. for 3°, 1463; M. to ref. back
to Com., 1465, 1466; in Com., 1467 (ii).

County Court Judges for B. C., Appointmnnt (Ans.)
80 (i).

Thompson, Hon. Sir John S. D.-Continued.
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

Amt. (Mr. Tiadale) 6 m. h., to M. for 20, 246; on IL
that Com. rise, 359 (i).

Cullers Act Amt. B. 142 (1fr. Costigan) 2° m. and in
com., 1536 (ii).

Defence of Indian charged with Shooting(Ans.) 935 (ii).
Dom. Police, Commissioner's Rep. (presented) 3 (i).
Escapes and Rescues Act Amt. (B. 140, 10*) 1363 (ii).
Exchequer Court Act Amt. (B. 109, 1°) 589; in Com.,

787 (i).
Expropriation of Lands (B. 131, 10) 943; in Com.,

1266, 1331 (ii).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84, M. to

trnsfr. to Govt. Orders, 1395; 2> m., 1468; in Com.,
1480 (ii).

First Offenders Conditional Release (B. 91, 10*) 369;
20 m., 504 (i).

Fisheries and Trade Relations with U.S., on prop. Rese
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 411 (i).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. (B. 4, 1°) 14 (i); on
M. for 2°, 980; in Com., 1008, 1019, 1125; on Amt.
(Mr. Watson) 1281 (ii).

Gowan, Hon. J. R., Senator, Pension (Ans.) 676 (i).
House of Commons Act Amt. (B. 108, 1°) 589, in Com.,

785 (i).
Interest Act Amt. (B. 132, 1°*) 979; 2° m., 1130; in

Com., 1331(ài).
Intoxicating Liquors in N. W. T., on Res. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 1336 (ii).
James, Mr. Justice, leave of Absence (Ans.) 526 (i).
Joliette District Judge, Appointment (Ans.) 170 (i).
Jesuits' Estates Act (Ans.) 79 (i).

on Res. (Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of
Sup., 856 (ii).

Judges' (Provincial) Salaries (prop. Res.) 5à7 (i); M.
for Com., 1687 (ii).

Kootenay and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s B. 15 (Mr, Nara)
in Com., 238 (i).

Laborers Protection B. 53 (Mr. Purcell) on 2° being
called (remarks) 384 (i).

L'Ardoise Breakwater, on M. for copies of Surveys,
&c., 696 (i).

Larue, Casgrain, Angers & Flamel, Law Fees paid
(Ans.) 347 (i).

Lebourdais Bros., Cor. re Trial (Ans.) 16 (i).
Legal Fees and Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 49, 52 (i).
Legislation Expenses (prop. Res.) 701 (i).
Liquor Permits in N. W. T., on M. for copies of Cor.,

&c., 556 (i).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1883, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Amt. to. Com. of Sap., 1163 (ii).
Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) on M. for

20, 992, 1160; on M. for Com., 1261; (Amt.) 6 m. h.,
(neg. Y. 55, N. 69) 1265 (ii).

Masawippi Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp Act Amt. B. 37
(Mr. Colby) on M. for 20, 239 (i).

Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. 138 (Mr, Carling) in
com., 1399 (ii).



INDEX.
Thompson, Hon. Sir John 8. D.-Continued.

Milk (Adulteration) prevention of Fraud B. 16 (Mr.
Burdett) on M. for 2°, 259 (i).

Mining in Ry. Belt., B. C. (remarks) 980 (ii).
N. W. T. Act Amt. B. 136 (Mr. Dewdney) on M. for

10, 1262 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (B. C. and China, &c.) on

Amt. (Mr. Davies, P. B.I.) to conc.in Res., 1432 (ii)
Penitentiaries Rep. (presented) 169 (i).
Protection of Fishermen (remarks) 1575 (ii).
Public Matters (enquiries) further provision (B. 72,

1°*) 303; 2° m., 504 (i).
Queen's College (Kingston) Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr.

.Kirkpatrick) on M. for 2°, 605 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2°, 365 (i);

on M. for Com. (Amt.) 6 m. h. agreed to on a div.,
1100 (ii).

Ry. Employés protection B. 53 (Mr. Purcell) 1462 (ii).
Rules of Court, Criminal Matters (B. 55, 10*) 247; in

Com., 502 (i).
St. Catharines Milling Co., Legal Expenses, in Com of

Sup., 52 (i).
Scugog River (Ans.) 1533 (il).
Senate and flouse of Commons (Sessional Allowances)

Act Amnt. (B. 120) in Com. on Res. and 1°* of B.,
787 (i); in Com., 911 (i).

Speedy Trials Act (Indictable Offences) Amt. (B. 17,
1°) 33; 2 m., 195; in Com., 470 (i).

Summary Convictions Act Amt. (B. 126, 1°*) 1081; in
Com., 1266 (ii).

--- Trials Act Amt. (B. 121, 1°*) 811; in Com.,
912 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Administration ofJustice (Exchequer Court) 205; (Miscellaneous

Expenditure in N. W. T.) 205; (Supreme Court) 205; (Vice-
Admiralty Court) 206 (i).

Charges of Management (Brokerage and Commission) 204 (i).
Civil Government (Justice) 49; (Penitentiaries Branch) 54 (i).
Dominion Police, 211 (i).
Legislation: House of Commons (Franchise Act) 1511 (ii).
fi8cellaneous: (Labor Oommis3ion) 1497; (St. Catharines

Milling Co.'s Costs) 1455 (11).
Penitentiaries (B.O.) 222 (); (Dorchester) 1507 (ii); (Kingston)

211 (i), 1509, conc., 1615 (ii); (Man.) 217 (i), 1507 (ii); (St.
Vincent de Paul) 1315, 1510 (ii).

Publie Works - Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1527 (i); (Que.)
806(i).

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act Amt. (B. 105, 10)
556 ; 2° m., 787 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 50 (i).
Tolls and Dues Act Amt. (B. 122) 2° m., 912 (ii).
Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.

Boyle) M. to ref. to Sol. Com., 1102 (ii).
Western Counties Ry. (B. 127, 1°) 871; 2° m., 1043.
Whiskey, Ililcit Manufacture, Costa of Suit (Ans.) 935.
Winding-up Act Amt. (B. 98, 1°) 424 ; in Com., 660.

Tiscale, Mr. D., South Norfolk.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Kr. Shanly) in Com.,

236 (i).
Belleville and North Hastings Ry. Subsidy and G. T. R.,

on M. for Cor., 87 (i).

Tisdale, Mr. D.-Oontinued.
Combinations in Trade B. 11 (Sir John Thompson) 1368,

in com., 1446 (il).
Cruelty to Animals Prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

M. for ° (Amt.) 6 m. h., 242; neg. (Y. 71, N. 72)
247; in Cam., 357; (M. that Com. rise) 359; agreed
to, 362; on M. to restore to Order Paper (Amt.) 6
m. h., neg. (Y..91, N. 93) 368; M. that com. rise,
607 (i).

Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 84 (Sir
John Thompson) in Com., 1473 (ii).

Franchise, Blectoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)
in Com., 1020, 1022 (ii).

Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) on M. for 2,
994 (ii).

Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s B. 23 (Mr. Girouard)
on M. for 20, 170 (i).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2c, 364 (i).
Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.

to Con. of Sup., 1591 (ii).

Trow, Mr. J., Souih Perth.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) in Com.,

235 ; on Am t. (fr. Watson) to M. for 30, 283 (i).
Annunciation Day, on M. for adjnmt., 782 (i).
Cascumpeque Harbor, dismissal of Blasting Foreman

(Ques.) 348 (i).
Cornwall and Galops Canals, enlargement, Tenders (M.

for copies*) 943 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

M to restore to Order Paper (Ques. of Procedure)
368 (i).

Debates, Official, delay in printing (remarks) 946 (ii).
Dom. Life Assurance Co.'s (B. 24, 1°*) 47 (i).
Exports of Manufactures to Australia (Ques.) 1423 (ii).
Fishing Licenses in River Natashquan (Ques.) 1627.
Gannon Narrows Floating Bridge (Ques.) 1627 (ii).
Gowan, Hon. J. R., Senator, Pension (Ques.) 676 (i).
Grazing Leases cancelled in Alberta (Ques.) 935 (ii).
I. C. R., Macdonald, A. R., Superintendent, Pet. of

Employés (Ques.) 248 (i).
Lake SI. John Mail Service (Ques.) 1628 (ii).
Logan, Wm., Mail Contractor at Pickering Village,

Sureties (Ques.) 677 (i).
Members' Sessional Indemnity (remarks) 1710 (i).
Montreal Flood Commission, printing Rep. (remarks)

1687 (ii).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Con. on Res., 1391 (i).
Pagans in Joliette County (Ques.) 1710 (i).
Pairs (personal explanation) 1574 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) on M. for

10, 369 (i).
- - Built sice 1878, Revenues, &c., on M. for Ret.,

233 (i).
Privilege (Ques. of) Rales of the House, 249 (i).
Prorogation (elosing remarks) 1724 (ii).
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &c., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A. JMacdonald) on M. for Com. on
Red., 1707 (ii).
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INDEX.
Trow, Mr. J.-Continued.

Repatriation of French Canadians (Ques.) 677 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, Tenders for construction (M.

for copies*) 943 (ii).
Sawdust, &o., in Ottawa River, Rep. of Engineer (Ques.)

370 (i).
Senator for Shawinigan District (Ques.) 1628 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection J] Revenues: Post Office (Salaries, &c.) 1236 (ii).
Immigration (Agents) 938 (ii).
.. ilitia (Armories, care of Arma, &c.) 794 ; Drill Sheds, &c.)

795 (i).
Penitentiaries (3.0.) 222 ; (Kingston) 214 ().

Titie and Mortgage Guarantee Co.'s incorp. B. 114
(Mr. Macdowall) on M. for 2°, 676 (i).

Tupper, Hon. 0. H., Pictou.
Adams, Seizure of, Papers, &c., respecting (remarks)

1463 (ii).
Arthabaska Fishery Overseer, Appointment (Ans.)

(302) (i).
Bass Fishing Permits, Lake Erie (Ans.) 1081 (ii).
Bebring's Sea Seizures, paragraph in Empire 287 (i).
Belleville Harbor (B. 116, 1°) 76) (i); in Çomn., 104--.
Bounties to Fishermen, distribution, in Com. of Sup.,

139 (i).
Campbell, Capt. R., dismissal, on M. for Cor., &c., 742.
Cape Enragé Lighthouse, change of Keeper (Ans.)

841 (ii).
Chipman, C, C., in Com. of Sup., 140, 143, 145, 196 (i).
Concurrence, 1607 (ii).
Cruiser, Govt. Steamer, Engineer's Ceitificate (Ans.)

739 (i).
Engineers (stationery) Examination and Licensing

B. 8 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 20, 1103; (Amt.) 6 m. h.,
1109 (ii).

Fisheries Act Amt. (B. 129, 1) 911 ; in Com, 1045;
on Amt. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 6 m. h., 1119; on
M. to adjn. deb., 1124 (ii).

Fisheries, deptl. Rep. (presented) 11E0 (ii).
in Lunenburg County, on M. for Cor., 941 (il).
and Modus Vivendi (Ans.) 30 (i).

Fishery Bounty, Claims made and rojected in P. E. I.,
on M. for Ret. 435 (i).

-- Commissioner (Assistant) P.E.I., appointmont
(Ans.) 171 (i).

- Overseer, Arthabaska, Revenue, Salary, Ex-
penses, &c. (Ans.) 80 (1),

Fishing Licenses in River Natashquan (Ans.) 1627 (ii).
River Matane (Ans ) 171, 469 (i).
Inland Waters, Ont., on M. for Rot., 84 (i).

---- Regulations in Berthier, &c., on M. for copies
of Cor., 746 (i).

Fish Propagation in N. W. T. (Ans.) 740 (i).
Hospital Dues on Ships, collection (Ans.) 302 (i).
Lake St. John, Buoys and Lights (Ans.) 1146 (ii).
Lake St. Louis, Buoys and Lights (remarks) 1574, 1652.
Lake St. Peter, Floating Light (Ans.) 979 (ii).
Lobster Factories in P. E. L, number, &c., on M. for

Rot., 31 (i).

Tupper, Hon. C. H.-Continued.
Marine, deptl. Rep. (presented) 2 (i).
-- Hospitals (Ans.) 934 (ii).
Masters and Mates Certificates Aet Amt. (B. 26, 10) 19;

20 m., 195 (i) ; in Com., 655 ; on Sen. Amts., 1029.
Montreal Harbor Commissioners' Act Amt. (B. 103, 10)

524; 2° m., 774 (i).
-- Police (Ans.) 1423; (remarks) 1574, 1687 (ii).
Pilots, average Amounts received (Ans.) 1146 (ii).
Pope, Mr. (Dep. Com. of Patents) in Com. of Sap.,

73, 75 (i).
Protection of Fishermen (remarks) 1575 (ii)
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U.S., on Res. (Sir

.Rchard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 472.
Saguenay River Buoys and Lights, (Ans.) 1422, 1446.
Salmon Rivers in Que., Leases, &c. (Ans.) 224.
Sawdust in Canadian Rivers, Fines for violation of Law

(Ans.) 591 (i).
--- in Ottawa River (Ans.) 223 (i).
--- prevention (Ans.) 1082 (ii).

Scott, Capt., Superannuation, in Com. of Sup., 146. (i).
Seamen Shipping in U. S. Vessels, Instructions to

Shipping.masters (Ans.) 469 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. (B. 54> 1°) 223 (i); 2> m.,

1029; in Com., 1033 (ii).
Sick and Distressed Mariners Fund (Ans.) 1710 (ii).
Smelt Fishing, in Com. of Sup., 141 (i).
St. Clair River, Stag Island Lighthouse (Ans.) 224 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. (B. 130, 10) 911; in

Com., 1044 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B, 148 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com. on Res,, 1625 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Agriculture) 73 ; (High Commissioner's,
Office) 196 (i) ; (Marine) 138, 142 (i).

Fisheries (Salaries) 1074 ; cone., 1607 (ii).
Ligkthouse and Coast Service (Lights, Fog-whistles, &c.) 975,

1361, 1450 (ii).
Marine Hospitals (Marine and Immigrant, Que.) 976; (Que.,

N.S., P.E.I. and B.0.) 977 (i).
Niscellaneous (Litigation) 1460 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 974 ; (River and

Water Police) 975 ; (Wrecks and Shipping Disasters) 975 (ii).
Public Work8-Income : Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 808 (i),

912 (ii).
Scientile Institutions (Keteorological Service) 976 (ii).

Turcot, Mr. G., Megantic.
Arthabaska Fishery Overseer,Appointment (Ques.) 302.
Fishery Overseer, Arthabaska, Revenue, Salary, Ex-

penses, &c. (Ques.) 0 (i).
Larne, Casgrain, Angers & Hamel, Law Fecs paid

(Ques.) 347 (i).
Letter Postage, Reduction of Rates (Ques.) 80 (i).
Lourdes and Somerset Mail Service (M. for Cor.) 751.
Mail Carriage, Bécancour Station and Ste Julie de

Somerset, &c. (M. for Cor.*) 304 (i).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Militia Clothing, on Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to Com.

of Sup., 1568 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Immigration, 951 (i).
Indians (Oka Indians, remoyal) 1172 (ii).



INDEX.
VanaseM, Mr. F., Yamaska.

Cheese Exports to Eng. (Ques.) 1180 (ii).
Mannscripta respecting Can. Copying (Ques.) 1363.
Sdbsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com. on Res., 1634 (ii).
Volunteers' (9th Battalion) discipline (Ques.) 1327 (i).

Waldie, Mr.J., Halton.
Franchise, Electoral, Act. Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.

son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1005; in
Com., 1014, 1023 (ii).

Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res (Sir Richard
Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1162 (ii).

Saw Legs, Export Duty, on Amt. (Mr. Barron) to M.
for Com. of Sup., 1493 (ii).

Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for
2c, 1031; in Com., 1035 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Government (Marine) 144 (i).
Collection qf Revenues Public Works (Slides and Booms)

1231 (ii).
Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Gan. Waters B. 2

(Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for 20, 254; in Com., 612.

Wallace, Mr. N. C., West York, Ont.
Business of the House, on adjnmt. (remarks) 762 (i).
Combinations in Trade (B. 11, 1°) 19; Order for 2°

read (remarks) 382 (i); 2° m., 1111; on M. to ref.
to Com. on Banking, &c., 1115; on M. for Com.,
1440; in Com., 1446; on Sen. Amts., 1689 (ii).

jesuits' Estates Act, on Res. (Ur.O'Brien) in Amt. to
Com. of Sup., 834 (ii).

Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co.'s B. 86 (Mr. Denison)
M. to ref. back to Standing Com., 754 (i).

Watson, Mr. R., Marquette.
Alberta Ry. and Goal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) on M.

for 3°, 282; (Amt.) to reoom., 298; neg. (Y. 49, N.
97) 299 (i).

Bedson, B. L,, Appointment in Militia Force (Ques.)
1328 (ii).

-. Appointment as A.D.C., in Com. of Sup., 1507.
.Bresaylor Half-breeds, Claims for Losses (Ques.) 1082.
Concurrence, 1607, 1609 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 145 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.,

1537 (ii).
in Crom. of Sap., 1252 (ii).

Engineers (stationary) Bxamination and Licenuing B.
8 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 20, 1109 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-
son) on M.for 2°, 999; in Com., 1014; on M. for 3Q
(Amt.) 1281 (ii)

Immigration Agents, in Com. of Sup., 955, 1324 (ii).
Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 276 (i).

Lake Manitoba Ry. and Canal Co.'s incorp, (B. 62,1°*)
269 (i).

Land Board, Winnipeg, in Com of Sup., 61 (i).
Legislative Assembly in N. W. T., Memorials, on M.

for copies, 375 (i),

Watson, Mr. R.-ontued.
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United King-

dom) in Com. on Res., 1417 (ii).
Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. 138 (Mr. Carling) in

Com. on Res., 1268 (ii).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on Amt. (Mr. Jones, Halifax) to M. for 2°, 1273 (ii).
-- punishment of Constables, &c., on M. for Ret.,

431 (i).
Pont Offiee Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Haggart) in Com.,

1135 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. on a div., 1283 (ii).

Post Offices Built since 1878, Revenues, &c., on M. for

Ret., 233 (i).
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake, &o., Ry. and Steamboat Co.'s

B. 151 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com. on

Rbs., 1708 (ii).
Subsidies (land) to Rys. B. 152 (Mr. Dewdney) in Com.

on Res., 1713; in Com. on B., 1721 (ii).
- (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Com. on Res., 1640 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statiatics (Experimental Farme) 293 (1).

Osvil Government (Interior) 61, 65; (Mounted Police) 153 (i).

Collection o/ Revenues (Dom. Lands) 1252, 1254, cona., 1609;

(Post Office) 1461 (ii).
Fslheriea (Salaries, &c.) 1078, conc., 1607 (ii).

GJeological Survey, 1060 (ii).

immigration (Agents) 955, 1324 (ii).

Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 1175, 1595; (Industrial Schools)

1177 (ii).
Legslation; House of Commons (Printing, Paper and Binding)

276 (i).
Idilitia (âilitary College) 1361 (il).

iscellanaous (American &ssociation) 1699; (Banff; Roads,
Bridges, &o.) 1216; (Commercial Agencies) 1180; (Haif-

breeds, relief) 1461 ; (Lands, O. P. R. Belt) 1571; (St. Cath-
arines Milling Oo.'s Cosàt) 1457 (ii).

Penitentiaries (danitoba) 1507 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Dredging (Lake Man.) 970. Harbore

and RiverB (àian.) 931. Roade and Bridges, 971, 1532 (il).

Winnipeg and Assinboine Water Power (B. 63, 10*)

269 (i).

Weldou, Mr. C. W., St. John, N.B., City and County.
Albert Ry. Co., Balance of Grant (Quos.) 348 (i).
American FishingVessels, authority to Enter and Clear

(Qaes.) 348 (i).
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1580.
Bille of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for Com., 776; in Com., î78 (i).
Bille of Lading B. 94 (Sir John Thompson) on M. for

20, 1691 (ii)
Business of the Hlouse (remarks) on adjnmt., 761 (i).
Cape Enragé Lighthouse, change of Keeper (Ques.)

841(ii).
Civil Service, Assessment of Salaries, authorisation B.

18 (Mr. Ellis) on objection to 2°, 366 (i).
Copyright Act Amt. B. 101 (Sir John Thompson) on M.

for 20, 1401 (ii).
Corrupt Practices in Municipal Affaira B. 71 (Sir John

Thompson) in Come., 504 (i).
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on

M. that Com. rise, 360 (i).
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INDEX.
Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.

Castoms Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 1142.
Extradition Act, extension of provisions B. 81 (Sir

John Thompson) on M. for 2°, 1470; in Com., 1471.
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 129 (Mr. Tupper) in Com,,

1046; on M. for 3°, 1117; (Amt.) 6 m. h., 1118;
neg. (Y. 72, N. 108) 1125 (ii).

Fishing Licenses in Inland Waters, on M. for Ret.,
83 (i).

Franchise, Eleoctoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp.
son) on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 989; in
Com., 1009, 1020, 1126 (if).

Interior Dept,, Clerks employed (Ques.) 1328 (ii).
Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888, on prop. Res. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. for Sup., 1160 (if).
Lowry, W. G., Relief B. 119 (Mr. Small) on M. for 20,

994 (ii).
Lumber Shipments from N. B. to U. S. (Ques.) 935.
Masters and Mates Certificates Act Amt. B. 26 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 659 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on ]Res., 1402, 1413 (ii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Blaggart) in Com. on

Res., 1131; in Com. on B., 1136 (ii).
Queen's College (Kingston) Act Amt. B. 46 (Mr. Kirk-

patrick) on M. for 20, 301, 605 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 9 (Mr. Cook) on M. for 2°, 336 (i).
Reciprocity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup,, 735 (i).
Rolling Stock, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 1054 (if).
St. John Harbor, Rep. of H. F. Perley (M. for Ret.*)

304 (i).
Saw Loge, &o., Exported and Duty collected (M. for

Ret.*) 304 (i).
Seamen, Shipping in U. S. Vessels, Instructions to

Shipping-masters (Ques.) 468 (i).
Seizure of British Schooner by U. S. Cutter Woodbine,

despatcb respecting (read) 510 (i).
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) in Com. on Res.,

1660; on M. to conc. in Res., 1669; (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 34, N. 70) 1678; in Com. on B., 1685 (if).

Speedy Trials of Indictable Offences B. 17 (Sir John
Thompson) in Com., 472 (i).

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com. on Res., 1500, 1619, 1650 ; in Com.
(Amt.) neg. (Y, 27, N. 48) 1686 (ii).

Summary Convictions Act Amt. B. 126 (Sir John
Thompson) in Com., 1266 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 105 (Sir
John Thompson) in Com., 787 (i).

Supreme Court (B. 95, 1°*) 370 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justics (Supreme Court Reps., Printing, &c.)
205 (i).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Colonial and Indian Exhibition)
1512 (ii).

Civil Government (Marine) 147; (Railways and Canais) 1504 (ii).
Collection of Revenues: Excise, 1223; (Preventive Service) 1225.

Oustoms (Miscellaneous) 1461. Minor Revenues, 1495. Post
Office (Salaries, &c.) 1239, 1596 (ii).

Mail Subasdie., -c. (Magdalen Islands) 1261 (11).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Cntmued.
SUPPLY-Cntinued.

Marine Hospitals (Que., N. S., N. B. sud P. E. I.) 978 (11).
Mounted Police, 1214 (ii).
Public Works-0apital: Building@ (additional, O ra)800 (1);

(B. 0.) 1528 (il): (N. B.) 806 (i). Dredging (N. 8., P, E. I. and
N. B.) 969. Harborasand Rivers (N. B.) 934, 1447, 1530 (ii).

Railoays-Capital (I.O.R.) 1597 ; (accommodation at Moncton)
1049 ; (Rolling 8tock) 1054 (ii).

Winding.up Act Amt. B. 98 (Sir John Thompson) in
Com., 660 (i).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters, B. 2
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 614 (i)i

Weldon, Mr. R. C., Albert.
Cruelty to Animals prevention B. 3 (Mr. Brown) on M.

to restore to Order Paper, 368 (i).
Extradition Act, extension of provisions (B. 84, 10)

346 (i); on Mà (Sir John Thompson) for 20, 1469;
in Com., 1471, 1476, 1479 (ii).

Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)
in Com. on Res., 1414, 1417 (ii).

Saw Logs, Export Duty, on Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 1593 (ii).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters, B. 2
(Mr. Kirkpatrick) in Com., 615, 618 (i).

Welsh, Mr. W., Queen's, P.E.Z.
China Point Piers, Repairs, &o. (Ques) 621 (i).
Dredge Prince Edward, Repairs, Cost, &c., on M. for

Ret., 31 (i).
Fertilisers, Artificial, removal of Duty, on Res. (Mr.

.Mulock) 44 (i).
Hickey Wharf, Repairs (Ques.) 621 (i).
Masters and Mates Certificates Act Amt. B. 26 (Mr.

Tupper) in Com., 656, 658 (i).
New London Breakwater, Repairs (Ques.) 620 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Can. and United Kingdom)

in Com. on Reg., 1389, 1393, 1413 (ii).
Piera and Wharves in P. E.I., in Com. of Sup., 148 (i)

-on M. for Com. of Sup., 921, 1222 (ii).
Pinette and Wood Island Harbor, Surveys (Ques.) 621.
Returns (enquiry) 621 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) in Com.,

1034 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Marine) 147; (Public Works) 148 (i).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 974 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Cape Tormen-

tine) 802; (Kingston Graving Dock) 801 (i). Income: Build-
ings (P. E. I.) 1519. Harbors and Rivers (P.E.I.) 920,'926 (ii).

White, Mr. P., North Renfrew.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shan7y) in Com.,

235 (i).
Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &o., B. 5 (Sir John Thomp-

son) in Com., 779 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. faggart) on M.

for 20, 669 (i).
Corn Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to 4mt.

(Mr. Plynn) to prop. 1es., 125 (i).
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INDEX.
White, ]Kr. P.-continssò.

Callers Act Amt. B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com. on
Res. 1366; in Com. on B., 1536 (ii).

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-
son) on M. for 2°, 982 (ii).

Loan (3 per cent.) of 1888 on prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartioright) in Amnt. to Com. on Sap., 1167 (ii).

Post Office Act Amt. B. 93 (Mr. Baggart) in Com. on
Res., 1130; in Com. on B., 1134; on M. for 3° (Amt.)
neg. (Y. 55, N. 85) 1281 (ii).

Public Aeots. Com., Printing of Evidence (remarks)
1368 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. (B. 115, 10*) 782 (i).
B. 115 (Bir. Poster) on M. for 20, 1283 (ii).

Reoiprooity (unrestricted) with U. S., on Ri. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 495.

Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Coin. on Res., 1631, 1685 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Collection of Rwenuea: Public Works (Slides and Booms) 1230.
Immigration, 952 (i1).
Public Worka-Incoae: Roads and Bridges (Ottawa City and

River) 1449 (ii).
Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr.

Costigan) in Coin. on Res., 662, 666 (i).
Union Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 79, 1°*) 322; on Aint.

(Mr. Bryson) to M. for 30, 855 (ii).

White, Mr. R. B., Cardwell.
Address, The (moved) 3 (i).
Montreal Harbor Police (Ques.) 1423 (ii).

Wilson, Mr. J. 0., Argenteuil.
Engineers (stationary) Examination and Licensing B.

8 (Mr. Oook) on M. for 2°, 1109 (ii).

Wilson, 1Mr. 3. H., East Elgin.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) on M

for 3°, 286 (i).
Cab.hire, in Com. of Sup., 160, 168.
Combinations in Trade B. Il (Sir John Thompson) on

Son. Amits., 1690 (ii).
CoSgrove, John, of Buckingham, employment by Govt.

(Ques.) 224 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thomp-

son) on M. for 2°, 991 996, (ii).
.-- in Coin., 1019, 1025 (ii).
Grosse, John A., employment by Govt. (Ques.) 171 (i).
Immigration Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 276 (i).
Independent Order of Foresters B. 74 (Mr. Jamieson)

in Com., 755 (i).
Inspectors of Halls, Names, &0., of Commissioners (M.

for Ret.*) 943 (ii).
Labor Commission, Legislation (Ques.) 1422 (ii).
Middleton, W. H., Relief B. 125 (Mr. Smail) on M.

for 20, 1098 (ii).
Mounted Police Pensions B. 118 (Sir John A. Jacdon-

ald) in Comn. on Re., 772 (i).
Permanent Forces, Expenditure for Repaire on Works

(Ques.) 171 (i).

Wilson, Mr. J. H.-ContinueL
Pork Duties, Increase (Ques.) 1146 (ii).
Repatriation of French Canadians (Ques.) 677 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. 54 (Mr. Tupper) In Con.,

1038 (ii).
Subsidies (money) to Rys. B. 148 (Sir John A. Maedo*.

ald) in Com. on Be., 1620, 1633 (ii).
Sultana Island, Lake of the Woods, Sale (Ques.) 426.
SUPPLY:

Arts, Apieulture and Statisies (Health Statistios) 287 (1);
Charges ]f Management (Printing Dom. Notes) 205 ().
Civil Government (Agriculture) 71 ; (Contingencies) 156, 15,

160, 168 ; (Militia and Defence) 55(1); (Railways and Canala)
1505 (il).

Collection f Revenues: ncutoms (Salaries, 40.) 1220. Post
Office (Salaries, to.) 1234. Weights and Measures, 1496 (11).

Immigration (Agents) 957,1324 (11).
Indians (IndustrialS Shools) 1178 (Ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (Returning Offieers)1863, 1511;

(Printing, Paper and Binding) 276 (1).
Miacellan.ous (Banf: Roads, Bridges, bc.) 1215; (labre, Mr.,

Salary, &c.) 1179; (Jukes, Dr., eurrices) 1571 (ii).
Militia (Permanent Forces, &o.) 799 (1).
Mounted Police, 1213 (il).
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 211; (Man.) 220 (I), 1508 (il); (St.

Vincent de Paul) 1510 (11).
Peniona (Rebellion, N.W.T.) 791 (1).
Publie Worka-Income.• Buildings (8.0.) 1528; (Ont.) 1520.

Dredging (N. B., P. 2. I. and N. B.) 969. Harbors and Rivera
(Ont.) 929 (il).

Quarantine (Publie Health) 932 (il).
Threats, Intimidations, &e., Amt. (B. 102, 1) 524 (i).
Travelling Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 156 (i).
Troc Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. 6 (Mr.

Boyle) on M. to ref. to Sel. Coma, 1102 (ii).

Wood, Mr. J. P., Brockville.
Electoral, Franchise, Act Amt. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson)

in Com., 1021 (ii).
Private Bills Pets. (M. to extend time) 30 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors (Amt.) to prop.

Res., 89; on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Milis, Bothoell)
264; Amt. agreed to (Y. 99, N. 59) 269 (i).

SUPPLY :
Nilitia (Ammunition, Clothing, ho.) 793 (1).
Collection of Renenua: Public Works (Esquimalt and Livie

Graving Docks) 1232 (ii).
Wrecking, &c., in Can. Waters B. 7 (Mr. Patterson,

Essex) on . for 2°, 257 (i).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Corn, Importations, rebate of Duty, on Amt. to Amt.

(1r. Flynn) to prop. Bes., 129 (i).
N. B. and P. E.L Ry. Co.'s (B. 21, 1°*) 47 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidy (Oan. and United Kingdon)

in Com. on Res., 1411 (ii).
Reciprocity (unreetricted) with U. S., on Be. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 621.
Short Line Ry. (Harvey to Salisbury) on Amt. to M.

to cono. in De., 1672 (ii).

Yeo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.I
Campbell,OCapt. I., disminal, on . for Cor., o. 743.
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INDEX-PART II.

SUBJECTS

ADAMS, A. & J., CLAINS FoR LosS oF ICARmER lova ": M.
for Cor.* (Mr. Mitchell) 1182 (ii).

"ADAMS," SzIZUI or, PAPERS, &0. : Remarks on adjuint.
(Mr. Mitchell) 1402 (ii).

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO IS Ex 's SPEEoH : moved (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 3 ; seconded (Mr. Lépine) 6 (i).

-- is Ex.'s Reply, 323 (i).
AIRD, W. B., Ja., NAMES or SUREITIES FoR: Ques. (Mr.

Guay) 1017 (ii).
ÂPJoURNMENT, ANNUNIATION DAY : M. (Sir Hector Lan.

gevin) 782 (i).
Asil WEDNEsDAY: M. (Sir Hector Langevin)) 436.

--- GOOD FIDAr: Romarks, 1285; M. (Sir John A.Mac-
donald) 1330 (ii).

ADMINI5TRATION OP JUSTICE: in Com. of Sup., 205 (i), 1362.

Adninistration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1. (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 10*, 2; pro forma.

ADULTERATION OF FOOD: in Com. of Sup., 1227 (ii).
AGRICULTURE AND [IMIGRATION:

AETIN&xs, IMPorTATIoN: attention of Govt. called to advertise-
ment (Mr. McKay) 1668 (ii).

ExPERIMMNTAL FAI, CENTRAL, ExruîDITun.: M. for Stmnt.'

(Ur. M ciMillan, Huron) 436 (i).
- OosT, &o.: Ques (Mr Mcillan, Buron) 225 (i).

- M. for Ret. 0(à1r. McMillas, Huron) 235 (i).
- ExPuNDITUa: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 428, 525 ().

IMIGIIUTB, A YnRi aov '67 to '89, NURBUR, &o - M. for ?et
(Vr. Brien) 304 (i).

LNUsWenITs BUsPUOTING GANADA, 0oPYING: QUes. (Mr. Vanate)
133 (0i).

PoP», MR. (Dep. Com. of Patents): in Com. of Sup., 71-78 (i).
POPULATION or Dox. ly Pnoviuoxsu: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

170 (i).
en"D WHEAT, PATirNrT Yr SNTTLUs: Ques. (Mr La RiWière) 590 ().

sBUrM, RNur, 0 CHATHAM, IMPLOYMNT BT GoYT.: QUes. (gr. Ue

Nulen) 224 (ii).
WztsTau, W. A., xmPLoTUInT BY GovT., Axouvr r»i: .Ques.

(Mr. McMuuen) 979 (i).
STatm, LuoNon, UmPLoymNT rB Govt.: Que. (Ur. Barron) 1533 (ii)
.- Sus PAID oB RV8inous : Que., (Ur. (7lter) 303; M. for

Ret.,• 303 (i).

Alberta and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s B. No. 49 (Mr.
Davies). 1°*, 232; 2°*, 397; in Com. and 3°*, 754
(i); Sen. AmtS. cone. in, 1056 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 65.)

Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. B. No. 14
(11r. Shanly). 1 , 30; 2°*, 33 ; in CoM., 235; 3> m.,

282; agreed to (Y. 49, N. 67) 299 (i). (52Vic., c. 50.)
ALEBT Ry. Co., BALANC OPGRANT: Ques. (Ur. Weldon,

st•oM)348 (i).
7

ALBERT SOUTHEIRN RY. Co.' SUBSIDY: prop. Reo. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 1396; in Com., 1500 (ii).

AMERICAN ASSoCIATION OF SCIENCE: in CoM. of SUp., 1697.
AMERICAN FIsHING VERSELS, AUTHORITY TO ENTER AND

CLIAR: Ques. (Ur. Weldon, St. John) 348 ().
AMH ERSTBURG, LAKrs SoaRE AND BLENHEIN RY. Co 's SUB•

SIDY: prop. Re. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573; in
Com., 1643 (ii).

AMMUNITION, CLOTHING, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 793 (i), 1352,
AMMUNITION MANUFACTURED AT QUEBEO: Remarku (Mr.

Jones, Blalifax) 1222 (ii).
ANaas. : See I"Lare.y
ANNAPOLIS AND LIVERPooL Rr. SURVEY: M. for eet,*

(Bir. Jones, Halifax) 943 (ii).
ANNUITIES TO INDIANS UNDER ROi3INSoN TREATY: in Com,

of Sup., 1171 (ii).
ARREAR: M. for Cor., &o. (Mr. O'Brien) 937 (i).

ANNUNcIATION DAY, ADJMNT.: M. (Sir Hector Langevin)
783 (i).

ARcOiBALD, SIR ADAMS G., MEMBER FoU COLOHESTER: intro.

duced, 1 ().
ARICOAT WEST, BREAKwATER : Ques. (Gen. Laurie)841 (ii).

ARMORIus, &o.: in Coin. of Slip., 793 (i).
ARTHABASKA FISHERY OVEIiER, APPOINTMENT. Ques. (Mr.

Turcot) 302 (i).
ARTISANS, IMPORTATION: attention of Govt. called to adver.

tisement (Mr. McKay) 1668 (ii).
ARTB, A GRICULTURE AND STATISTICS : in Com. of Sup., 287

(i), 1512; conc., 1598 (ii).
A8n WEDNESDAY, ADJM!iT.: M. (Sir Hector Langevin) 436.
Assets and Debeature Co. of Gan. incorp. B.

No. 22 (Mr. Edgar). 1°*, 47; 2°*, 170; in Com.
and 3°*, 509 (i). (52 Vic., c. 90.)

ABSINIB1IA (EAST) RET. or MEMBER: notification (Mr.
Speaker) 1 (i).

Assiniboia, Edmonton and UnJiga Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 19 (Kr. Dawoon). 1°*, 47; 2°*,
170; 30*, 357 (i). (52 Vic., c. 53).

Assiniboine Water Power Oo.'s incorp. B. No.
67 (àfr. Ros). 1°*, 269; 2*, 357; in Comn. and 3°*,
921 (il) (62 Vic., c. 88.)

Atlantic and North-West Ry. Co.'s B. No. 65
(Mr. Hall). 1°*, 269; 2°*, 357; 'in Com.. 753; 8°-
754 (i). (52 Tte., c._1. )
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ATLANTIO MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTs: Ques. (Mr. Langelie

Que.) 224 (i).
AUDITOR GENERAL'S OFFICE: in Com. Of SUp., 66 (i).
--- EP.: presented (Mr. Poster) 13 (i).

Bagwell, Geo. M:cD. See "DIvoRoE."
BAIE DES CHALEURS RY. Co.'s SUUSIDY: Jst prop. Res. (S

John A. Macdonald) 1396; in Com,, 1500 (ii).
- 2nd prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573; i

Com., 1643 (ii).
BALLOT Box, WADDELL'S PATENT: M. for Sel. Çom. (Mr

Brown) 24 (i).
--- M. (Mr. Hesson) to add names to Sel. Com., 105 (i)

BALLOT IN N. W.T., LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (M
Edgar) 525 (i).

BALTIO (P.E.I.) POST OFFICE, ESTABLISHMENT: QU88. (Mr
Perry) 1423 (ii).

BANFF: SURVEYs, IROADS AND BRIDGES: in Com of Sup
1180 (ii).

BANNERMAN, WM., LATE POSTMASTER AT CALGARY, DEFAL
CATION: Ques. (Kr. Charlton) 677 (i).

Baptist Convention of Ont. and Que. B. No. 30
(Mr. Denison). 1°*, 138; 2°*, 239; in Com. and 30*
397 (i), (52 Vie., c. 105.)

BARNARD, FRANK S., ESQ., MEMBER FOR CARIBOO: intro
duced, 33 (i).

BAR oF QUEBEco, DISALLOWANOE OF ACT, O.C., &o.: M. for
copies* (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).

BASS FISHING PERMITS, LAKE BRIE: Ques. (Mr. Charlton)
1081 (ii).

Bay of Quinté Bridge Co.'s B. No. 75 (Kr. Corby)
1°*, 322; 20*, 397; in Com. and 30*, 663 (i). (52
Vic., c. 87.)

BEACH LOTS IN QUEBEC, 0.0., COR., &C.: M. for Copies*
(Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).

BEAUHiNoIs CANAL IMPROVEMENTS: Q'es. (Mr. Bergeron)

34 (i),
-- OPENING OF NAV.: Telegram read (Mir. Bergeron)

1285 (ii).
REP. OF ENGINEER CRAWFORD, &0.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Bergeron) 804 (i).
BEDsoiN, S. L, APPOINTMENT IN MILITIA FoRoz: Ques. (Mr,

Watson) 1328 (ii).
--- APPOINTMUNT AS A. D. C.: in Com. of Sup., 1507 (ii)

BEuu SUPPLIES TO INDIANs IN N. W. T. : M. for Tenders*
(Mr. Edgar) 942 (ii).

BER (4 per cent.) IMPORTED INTo N. W. T.: Ques. (Mr.
Davin) 525 (i).

BmRING's SEA FismHEais, PROCLAMATION BY U. S. GOVT.:
Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 811 (ii).

--- PASAGRAPH IIN "BIRE" NEWsPAPER: Ques. (Mr.

JfWls, Bothwel) 287 (i).
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 871 (n).

- - SEIZUR s: on M. for Oom. of Sup., remarks (Mr.
Prior) 1582 (ii).

BELL CaEEK (P.E.I.) BREAKWATER, SURVY: Ques. (Kr.

Welsk) 347 (1).
BaLL VALLIE POT OrI0E, cHANGE or LOCATION: M. for

Cor.* (Mr. Bourassa) 948 (il).

r, BELLEVILLE AND NORTH HASTINOs R. SUBsIDY AND G. T.
R.: M. for Cor. (Mir. Burdett) 85 (i).

BELLEVILLE DRILL SHED, GOVT. AID: Ques. (Mr. Burdett)
80 (i).

Belleville Harbor B. No 116 (Mr. Tupper). 1>, 762;
Jr2' and ini Com., 1042 ; bO*, 1043 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 35.)

BELLY ]RIVER BRiDGEc AT LETEIBIDOI:. in Coin. of Sup.,

Benevolent Societies B. No. 94 (Mfr. Dickinson). ,
870 (i).

Berlin and Canadian Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.'s
B. No. 58 (Mr. Bownan). lo*, 269; 20*, 357-, i

r. Coin, and ýýo*, 663 (i). (52 'Vic., c. 1i5.)
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Administration of Qathe of
r. Office. -(Sir John A. .Macdonald.)

10Q*, 2 (Q); pro forma.
BILL (No. 2) to permit Foreign Vessels to Aid vossols

wrecked or disabieci in Canadian Waters.-(Mr. Kirk.
patrick.)

JO*,) 13; 2' m., 250. 21 and M. to roC. to Sol. Coin., 255;
)agreed to, 256 ; ]Rep. of Sel. Coin. prosonted, 384;

in Coi. on B., 601; 3' m., 755 ; Aint. (Mr. Olôarl-
ton) to recoin., 757; neg. (Y. 56, N. 108) 16i; 30,
761 (i).

BILL (.No. 3) To inake furtber provision as to tho prevon.
r tion of Cruelty to Animais, and to arnond Chap. 172 of

the ]Revised Statutes of Canada, respooting Crnelty to
Animal.-(Mr. Brown.)

10,13; 2' im., 240 : Aint. (Mfr. Ttsdale) 6 m. h.,e 242;
nog. (Y. 71, N. 72) 247 ; 20, 247 ; ini Coin.,
35 7; M. to further eonsdr. B. in Coin., 367 ; Aint.
(Mfr. Tisdale) 6 mn. h., neg. (Y. 91, N. 92) 368 ;
further consdrn. agreed to (Y. 96, N. 92) 368 ; in
Coin. and M. that Coin. rise agroed to, 607 (i).

BILL (No. 4) Farther to amend the Revised Statutes, Chap.
5, rcspecting the Electoral F±anchike.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

1Q j 14 (i); 21>in. ,9ý0; Aint. (Mfr. Laurier) 9P6; further
consdrn. rsmd. 996; Aint. nog. (Y. '16, N. 105) 1007;
21>and in Com ., 1008, 1019, 1125; 3'0ni., lU.78 ;
Aint. (Mir. Charlton) 1279; nog. (Y. 5.9, N. 88)
1280; Aint. (Mr. Davies, P.B I.) neg. (Y. 55, N.
88) 1280; 3Q*, 1281 (ii). (52«Vic., c. 9.)

IBILL (No. 5) lielating to Bil of Exchange, Choques and
Promissory Notes -(Sir John Thompson.)

10, 14; 20, 194; M. for Coin., 175; in Coin., 778, 188,
(i); wthdn., 1629 (il).

BILL (NO. 6) To prevent the praetice of Fraud by Tree
Peddlers and Commission Men in the Sale of Nursery
Stock.-(Mr. Boyle.)

10 *, 13 (i); 2Q nm., 1100; Anit. (Mr, Brewn) 6 mn. h.,
neg. bu a div., 20 and ref. to Sol. Coini., 1102 (ii).

BILL (No. 7) To admit vepsels regIstered in the United
States of America to Wreckiug, Towing and Coasting,
Privilegos ini Canadian Waters.-(Mr. Patterson, B&=eo.)

10,3 15; 20'im., 26; Aint, (Mr. .McCarthy) to adjn. deb.,
258; agreed to, 259 (i) ; wthdn., 1107 (ii).

BILL (No. 8) To provide for the Examination and Lieesing
of ail persons omployed masStationary Enginoru, and
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all persons having charge of Steam Boilers or other
devices under pressure.-(Mr. Cook.)

1°, 17 (); 2° m., L107 ; Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h.,
1109 ; agreed to on a div., 1111 (ii).

BILL (No. 9) To amend The Railway Act.-(MIr. Oook.)
1, 17; 20, 362 (i); M. for Com, 1099; Amt. (Sir John

Thompson) 6 m. h., agreed to on a div., 1100 (ii).
BILL (No. 10) To amend Chapter 127 of the Revised Statutes

of Canada, intituled: An Act respecting Interest.-
(Mr. Landry)

1c, 19 (i).
BILL (No. 11) For the Prevention and Suppression of Com-

. binations formed in Restraint of Trade.-(Mr. Wallace.)
10, 19; Order for 2° read, 382 (i); 2° m., 1111 ; 2°,

1117; Govt. Order (Sir Juhn Thompson)-in (om.,
1368; M. for Com., 1437; in Com., 1446; 30, 1468;
Son. Amts. consdrd., 1689; cono. in, 1691 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 41.)

BL (No. 12) To ensure regular crossing facilities between
the City of Quebec and Town of Lévis.-(Mr. Cho-
quette.)

JO*, 29 (i).

BILL (N>. 13) To require the Owners of Elevators and
floists to guard against Accidents.-(Mir. Madl.)

10*, 29; 2°*, 260 (i).
BILL (No. 14) To incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coal

Company.-(Mr. Shan!y.)
Io*, 30; 2°*, 33; in Com., 235; 30 m., 282 ; agreed to (Y.

49, N. 97) 299 (i). (52 Vic., c. 50.)
BILL (No. 15) Respecting the Kootenay and Athabasca Rail-

way Company.-(Mr. Mara.)
1O*, 30; °*,33; in Com., 238; 30*, 299 (i). (52 Vic.,

c. 49.)
BILL (No. 16) To p.ovide against Fraude in the supplying

of Milk to Cheese and Butter Manufactories.-(Mr.
Burdett.)

1°*, 30; 2°, 259; in Com. and 3°*, 755 (i); M. (Mr.
Bowell) to trnsfr. consdn. of Son. Amts. to Govt.
Orders, 1397 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 17) To make further provision respecting the
Speedy Trial of certain Indictable Offenoes.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

10, 33; 2°, 195; in Com., 470; 3°*, 655 (i). (52 Via.,

c. 47.)
BILL (No. 18) To authorise the Assessment of the Salaries or

Incomes of persons in the Service of Canada.-(Mr.
Ellis.)

10, 33; 2Q m., 366; ruled out of order, 367 (i).
BILL (No. 19) To incorporate the Assiniboia, Edmonton

and Unjiga Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)
1°*, 47; 2°*,170; in Com. and 3°*,357 (i). (52 Vic., a. 53.)

BILL (No. 20) To incorporate the Hawkesbury Lumber
Company.-(Mr. Labrosse.)

1°*, 47 ; 2°*, 170; in Com. and 30*, 397 (). (52 Via.,

C. 98.)
BILL (No. 21) Respecting the New Brunswick and Prince

Edward Railway Company, and to change the name of
the Company to The New Brunswick and Irince Ed.

ward Island Railway Company.-(Mr. Wood, Weuimor.-
land.)

1°*, 47; 2°*, 170; 3°*, 357 (i). (52 Via., c. 85.)
BILL (No. 22) To incorporate the Assetosand Debenture

Company of Canada.-(Mr. Bdgar.)
lo*, 47; 24*, 170; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (1). (52 Vc.,

C. 90.)
BILL (No. 23) To incorporate the Ottawa and Montreal

Boom Company. - (Mr. Girouard.)
10, 47; 2° m., 169 ; Order for 2° read, 424; wthdn., 426 (i)

BILL (No. 24) To inoorporate the Dominion Life Assuranoe
Company--(Mr. Trow.)

1°*, 47; 2°*, 170; in Com. and 30*, $97 (i). (52 Ti.,
c. 95.)

BILL (No. 25) To amend the Act inoorporating the Bolier
Inspection and Insuranoe Company of Oanada.-(Kr.
Brown.)

10*, 47; 2°*, 170; in Con and 8°*, 897 (1). (52 Via.,
c. 97.)

BILL (No. 26) To amend the Act respecting Certificates to
Masters and Mates of Ships, Ohapter 13 of the Revised
Statutes.-(Mr. Tupper.)

10, 79; 2°, 195; in Com., 655; 80*, 647 (i); Sen. Amts.
conc. in, 1029 (ii). (52 Vie., c. 21.)

BILL (No. 2i) To amend the Weights and Measures Act,
Chapter 104 of the Revised Statutes. (Mr. I'ostigan.)

1°, 79; 20, in Com., and 30*, 195 Ci). (52 Vic., c. 17.)
BILL (No. 28) To amend the Dominion Elections Act,

Chapter 8 of the Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Mr,
Joncas.)

10, 79 (i).
Statutes, respecting the Militia and Defence of CanadaS

BILL (No. 29) To amend Cfiapter 41 of the Revieed-(Sir
Adolphe Caron.)

10, 105 (i); wthdn., 1629 (ii).
BILL (No. 30) Respecting the Baptist Convention of On-

tario and Quebec.-(Mr. Denion.)
1O*, 138; 2°*, 239; in Com. and 3Q*,397 (i). (42 Vic.,

C. 105.)
BILL (No. 31) To incorporate the Red Deer Valley Rail.

way and Coal Company. -(Mr. Davis.)
1°*, 138; 20*, 170; 3°*,357 (i). (52 Vic., c. 52.)

BILL (No. 32) To inoorporate the Victoria, Saanich and
New Westminster Railway Company.-(Mr. Prior.)

1°*, 138; 2°¥, 239; in Com. and 3°*, 424 (i). (52 Tic.,
c. 48.)

BILL (No. 33) To amend the Act to incorporate the Prueoott
County Railway Company, and to change the name of
the Company to the Central Counties Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Edwards.)

1°*, 138; 2° m., 239 ; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 30*, 610
(i). (52 Vic., c. 80.)

BILL (No. 34) To incorporate the Canadian General Trusts
Company.-(IMr. Krkpatrick.)

10*, 138; 2°*, 239; in Com. and 3°1*, 509 (i). (52 'Pic.,
c. 92.)

BILL (No. 35) Respecting the Niagara Grand Island Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

1°*, 138; 2¶, 170; 8e*, 357 (i). (52 ViC., C. 80.)
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BILL (No. 36) To incorporate the St. Helen's Island Bridge

Company.-(Mr. Curran.)
10*, 138; 20*, 299 (i).

BILL (No. 37) To amend the Act incorporating the Massa-
wippi Junction Railway Comrpany.-(Mr. Colby.)

10*, 138; 2°*, 23J (i); in Com. and 30*, 855 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 84.)

BILL (No. 38) To extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 169 (i).
BILL (No. 39) Respecting the Hamilton Central Railway

Company.-(Mr. McKay.)
1°*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Comi. and 3°*, 509 (i). (52 i.,

c. 76.)
BILL (No. 40) Respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'

Bay Railway Company, and to change the naime of the
Company to the Nipissing and James' Bay Railway
Company.-(Mr. Denison)

1°*, 194; 20*, 299; in Com. and 30*, 510 (i). (52 Vic.,
c. 81.)

BILL (No. 41) To incorporate the Calgary, Alberta and
Montana Railway Company.-(Er. Davis.)

1°*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 510 (i). (52 Vic.,
c. 51.)

BILL (No. 42) To amend the Act incorporating the Ontario
Mutual L.fe Assurance Company.-(I&r. Bowman.)

1°*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 30*, 510 (i). (52 Vic,,
C. 96.)

BILL (No. 43) To incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg and
New York Railway and Bridge Company.-(MIr.Hickey.)

1°*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 30*, 509 (i).
BILL (No. 44) To incorporate the Canada Congregational

Foreign Missionary Society.-- (Mr. Bolton.)
1°*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 602 (i). (52 Vic.,

C. 106.)
BILL (No. 45) To revive and amend the Acts relating to

the Saint Gabriel Levee and Railway Company.-(Mr.
Curran.)

10¥, 194; 29*, 299; in Com. and 3c*, 509 (i). (52 Vic.,
C. b3.)

BILL (No. 46) To amend the Act respecting Queen's Col-
lege at Kingston.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick )

1°*, 194; 20, 300; M. for Com., 602; in Com. and 31
agreed to (Y. 104, N. 35) 607 (i); Sen. Amts. cono.
in, 855 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 103.)

BILL (No. 47) To amend the Act incorporating the Kings-
ton, Sirmth's Falls and Ottawa Railway Company.-(Mr.
Kirkpatrick.)

10*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (i). (52'Vie.,
C. 79.)

BILL (No. 48) To consolidate the borrowing powers of the
Ontario Loan and Debenture Company, and to author-

ise them to issue Debenture Stock.-(Kr. Moncrieff.)
1°*, 194; 20 m., 299; 2°*, 367; 3°¥, 510 (1). (52 Vic.,

c. 94.)
BILL (No. 49) Respecting the Alberta and Athabasca Rail-

way Company.-(Mr. Davis.)
1°*, 222; 20*, 397 (); in Com. and 3°*, 754; Son.

Amte. cono, in, 1056 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 65.)

a BILL (No. 50) To amend the Act inoorporating the London
Mutual Fire Insuranoe Company of Canada.-Mr.
Marshall.)

1°*, 222; 2°*, 397 (i).
BILL (No. 51) Respecting the Pontiac Pacific Junction Rail.

way Company.-(Mir. Bryson.)
1°*, 222; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (i). (52 Fic.,

c. 82.)
BILL (No. 52) To incorporate the Lac Seul Railway Com-

pany.-(ir. Daly.)
1°*, 222; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (i). (52 Vic.,

c. 55.)
BILL (No. 53) For the protection of persons employed by

contractors engaged in the construction of Railways
under Acts passed by the Parliament of Canada.-(Mr.
Purcell.)

10, 223; Order for 2" read, 384 (i).
BILL (No. 54) To amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter

77, respecting the Safety of Ships.-(Mr. .'Éupper.)
1°, 223 (i); 2° m., 1029; 20 and in Com., 1032; 30*,

1042 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 22.)
BILL (No. 55) RespeOcting Rules of Court in relation to

Criminal Matter.-(Sir John Thompson.)
10*, 247; 20*, in Com. and 3°*,502 (i). (52 Vic.,c. 40.)

BILL (No. 56) To place on the Free List articles of mer-
chandise, the production of which are controlled by
Trusts and Combinations.-(I&r. Bdgar.)

1, 248 (i).
BILL (No. 57) To incorporate the Cobourg, Northumber.

land and Pacifie Railway Company.-(ir. Guillet.)
1°*, 269; 2°*, 357 ; in Com. and 30*, 510 (i). (52 Vic.,

c. 62.)
BILL (No. 58) Respecting the Berlin and Canadian Pacifie

Junction Railway Company.-(Mr. Bowman,)
10*, 269; 2°*, 357; in Çom. and 3°*, 663 (i). (52 Vic.,

c. 75.)
BILL (No. b9) Respecting the South Ontario Pacifie Rail-

way Company .- (Mr. Sutherland.)
1°*, 269; 2°*, 357; in Com. and 3°*, 510 (i). (52 Vic.,

c. 70.)
BILL (No. 60) Respecting Steam Vessels to be used in con-

nection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.-(Mr.
Kirkpatrick.)

1°*, 269 ; 2°*, 357; in Com. and 3°*, 510 (i). (52 Vic.,
c. 73.)

BILL (No. 61) To incorporate the Manitoba and South-
Eastern Railway Company.-(MIr. La Rivière.)

1°*, 269; 2°*, 357; in Com. and 3°*, 510 (i); Sen.
Amts. cone. in, 1159 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 60.)

BILL (No. 62) To incorporate the Lake Manitoba Railway
and Canal Company.-(Mr. Watson)

1°*, 269; 29*, 357 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 855; Sen.
Amts. cono. in, 1160 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 63) To enable the City of Winnipeg to utilise
the Assiniboine River Water Power.-(Mr. Watsn.)

1?*, 269; 2°*, 357 (i); in Com. and 89*, 855 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 89.)
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BILL (No. 64) Respecting the St. Lawrence and Atlantic

Jnction Railway Company.-(Kr. Bail.)
1°*, 269; 2*, 357; in Com. and à°*, 510 (i). (52 Vic.,

c. 72.)
BILL (No. 65) Respecting the Atlantic and North-West

Railway Company.-(Mr. Rall.)
l'*, 269; 20*, 357; in Com., 753; 3°*, 754 (i). (52 Vie.,

c. 71.)
BILL (No. 66) To ratify an Exchange of Land between the

Ontario and Quebec Railway Company and the Land
Security Company.-(Mr. SmaU.)

J* 269; 20*, 397; in Com. and 30*, 663 (i)à (52 vic.,
c. 74.)

BILL (No. 67) To incorporate the Assiniboine Water Power
Oompany.-(Mr. Ross.)

lO*, 269; 2°*, 357 (i); in Com. and 30*, 921 (ii). (52
Vie., c. 88.)

BILL (No. 68) Respecting the Canadian Pacifia Railway
Company -(hfr. Kirkpatrick)

1°*, 269; 2°*, 357 (i); M. for Com., 855; in Com., 1056,
1094 ; à°*, 1098 (ii).

BIL (No. 69) Respecting the Kingston and Pembroke Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick)

1°*, 269; 2°*, 397; in Com. and 30*, 663 (). (52 ic.,
c. 78.)

BILL (No. 70) To amend the Dominion Controverted Bloc-
tions Act.-(Mr. Amyot.)

10*, 299 (i).
BILL (No. 71) Respecting corrupt practices in Municipal

-Âffairs-(B) from the Senate.-(Sir John Thompson.)
1°*, 303; 2° and in Com., 502; 3°*, 504 (i). (52 Vie.,

c. 42.)
BILL (No. 72) To make fnrther provision respecting En-

quiries concerning Public Matters-(A) from the Senate.
-(Sir John Thompson.)

10*, 303; 2°, in Com, and 3°*, 504 (i). (52 ie., c. 33.)
BILL (No. 7d) To incorporate the North. Western JTnction

and Lake of the Woods Railway Company.-(Mr.
Davis.)

1°*, 322; 2°*, 524; in Com. and 3°*, 755 (i). (52 Vic.,
c. 59.)

BILL (No. 74) To incorporate the Supreme Court of the In.
dependent Order of Foresters.-(Kr. Jamieson.)

1°*, 322; 2°*, 397; in Cam., 754; 30*, 792; Son. Anmts.
cono. in, 12 13 (ii). (52 ic., c. 104.)

BILL (No. 75) Reepecting the Bay of Quinté Bridge Com.
pany.-(Mr. Corby.)

1°*, 322; 2°*, 397; in Com. and 30*, 663 (i). (52 Vic.,
c. 87.)

BILL (No. 76) To incorporate the Northern Pacifie and Mani-
toba Railway Company.-(Mr. Daly.)

''*, 322; 2*, 5'0; in Com. and 3°*, 67j (i). (52 T e.,
c. 58.)

BILL (No. 77) To further amend the Act incorporating the
London and Canadian Loan and Agency Company,
Limited.-(Kr. Cockburn)

1*, 322; 2*, 897; in Com. and 30*, 524 (i). (52 Vic.,
0. 93.)

BILL (No. 78) Respecting the Wires of Telephone, Tele-
graph and Electric Light Companies in the City of
Toronto.-(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 322; 20*, 397 (i).
BILL (No. 79) To incorporate the Union Railway Com-

pany.-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)
14*, 322; 2°*, 510; in Com., 792 (i); 3°m. and Amt.

(Mr. Bryson) to recom., neg. on a div., 654 ; 3°, 855;
Sen. Amts. cone. in, 1233 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 63.)

BILL (No. 80) to incorporate the Dominion Mineral Com-
pany.-(Mr. Kirkpatrick )

1°*, 322 : 2°*, 524 (i); in Com. and 30*, 921 (ii). (52
Tc., c. 102.)

BILL (No. 81) To incorporate the Canadian Super-phosphate
Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

10*, 322; 29*, 524 (i); in Com. and 30*, 921 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 101.)

BILL (No.82) To amend the Act te incorporate the Winni.
peg and North Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

10*, 346; 20*, 397; in Com. and 3°*, 663 (i). (52 Vic,,
c. 68.)

BILL (No. 83) To incorporate the Ontario, Manitoba and
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

1°*, 346; 2°, 510; in Com. and 3°*, 676 (i). (52 Pic.,
c. 61.)

BLL (No.84) To extend the provisions of the Extradition
Act.-(Mr. Weldon, Albert.)

1°*, 346 (i); M. (Sir John Thompson) to trnsfr. to Govt.
Orders, 1395; 29*, 1468; in Com., 1470; 30*, 1480
(ii). (52 Vic., c. 36.)

BILL (No.85) To incorporate the Moose Jaw, Battleford and
Edmonton Railway Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

1°*, 369; 2°¥, 510 (i); in Com. and 30*, 921 (ii). (52
Yic., c. 54.)

BILL (No. 86) To incorporate the Saskatchewan Railway
and Mining Company.-(M:. McCaarthy )

JO*, 369 , z°*, 510; M.lfor Çomn., and Aîmt. (àir. Waliace)
to ref. back to Sel. Stand. Com., 754 (i); in Com.
and 3°*, 921 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 56.)

BILL (No. 87) To amend the Act to incorporate the Quebec
Board of Trade.-(Mr. McGreevy.)

10*, 369; 20*, 510 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 755 (i). (52
Vic., c. 99.)

BILL (No.88) To incorporate the Edmundston and Flor-
enceville Railway Company.-(&Ir. Landry.)

1*', 369; 29*, 510 (i).
BILL (No. 89) To amend the Charter of incorporation of

the Great North.West Central Railway Company.-
(Mr. Daly.)

10*, 369; 2°*, 510;in Com. and 30*, 755 (i). (52 Tc.,
c. 67.)

BILL (No. 90) Respecting the Kingston and Pembroke
Railway Company, and the Napanee, Tamworth and
Quebec Railway Company.-(r. Bell.)

10*, 369; 20*, à 0 ; in Com. and 30*, 755 (i). (52 Fic.,
c. 77.)

BILL (No. 91) To permit the Conditional Release of First
Offanders in certain casea-(B) from theâ enae.-(Sir
John Tîhompson.)

10*, 869; 2°, in Com . and °*, 604 (1). (52 yic., c.44,)
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BILL (No. 92) Relating to Bille of Lading-(C) from du.

Senate.-(Sir John Thompson.)
1J*, 369 (i); 2° m., 1691; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1692

(ii). (52 ic., c. 30.)
BILL (No. 93) To amend the Post Office Act, Chapter

35 of the Revised Statutes of Canada.-(IMr. Haggart.)
1*, 369; Res prop., 439 (i); in Com, 1130; 2°of B. and

in CoM.,1133; 3 "m., Amt..(Kr. White, Renfrew) neg.
(Y. 55, N. 85) 1281; 3041, 1283 (ii). (52 Vic.,
c. 20.)

BSILL (No. 94) Respecting Banevolent Societies.-(Mr.
Dickinson.)

1°*, 370 (i).

BILL (No. 95) Relating to the Suprenme Court.-(Mr. Wel-
don, St. John)

1°*, 370 (i).
BILL (No. 96) To incorporate the Prince Edward Island

and Continental Railway and Ferry Company.-(Mr.
Landry.)

1°, 884; 2°*, 524 (i).
BILL (No. 97) To amend Chapter 179 of the Revised Statutes,

respecting Recognimanoes.-(Mr. Davies, P.B.I.)
14, 381 (i).

B1LL (No. 98) To amend the Winding-up Act, Cbapter
129 of the Revied Statutes.- (Sir J hrt Thonpson)

1J, 424; 2° m., 659; 2° and in Cn., 660; 8°*, 763 (i).
(52 Vic., c. 32.)

BILL (No. 99) To incorporate the Three Rivers and
Western Railway Company.-(Kr. Riopel.)

1J*, 468; 2*·, 663 (i); in Com. and r°), 855 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 100) Parther to amend the Civil Service Act,
Chapter 17 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr. Raggart.)

Res. prop., 621; in Com., 672; 1° of B., 523; 2° m.,
6ï9; 29, 672; 30 m, and Amt. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) to recom., neg. (Y. 6c, N. 113) and 3°¥, 763
(i). (à2 Vic., c. 12.)

BwLL (No. 101) Toamernd the Oopyright Act.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

1°, 524 (i); 2o, 1399; in Com., 1401; 3° m., 1463; re-
com. and 3°*, 1467 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 29.)

BiLL (No. 102) To amend Chapter 173 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, respecting Threats, Intimidation
and other Offnces.-(lr. Wison, Elgin)

1, 524 (i).
BILL (No. 103) Further to amend the Act 36 Victoria,

Chapter 61, respecting the Trinity House and Harbor
Commissioners of Montreal.-(lr. Tupper.)

1j, 521; 2°, 774; in Com., 775; 3°*, 785 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 34)

BILL (No. 104) To amand the Fisheries Act.-(Mr.
Dickey.)

JO*, 534 (i).

BILL(No. 105) Farther to amend the Supremue and lx-
chequer Courts Act.-(Sir John Thompson.)

10, 656; 2, in Com. and 30*, 787 (:i). (52 Vic., c.87.)

Bi, (IN. 106) To amend the Civil Service Ant.-(Mr.
Cook)

BILL (No. 107) respeoting the Wood Mountain and Qu'ÂP.
pelle Railway Company.-(Kir. MacdoUl/.)

1*, 589; 2°*, 663 (); in Com. and 30*, 921 (ii). (52
ic., c 66.)

BILL (No. 108) to amend Chapter 13 of the Revised
Statates, respecting the House of Commons.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

1°, 589; 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 787 (i). (52 Tic., c. 11.)
BILL (No. 109) To amend the law respecting the Exchequer

Court of Canada.-(Sir John Thompson.)
1°, b89; 20*, in Com. and 30*, 787 (i). (52 TVc., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 110) To repeal certain Acte relating to:the Pub.
lic Departments.-(Mr. Mills, BothwelL)

1J, 589 (i).
BILL (No. 111) To amend Chapter Il of t.he Revised

Statutes of Canada respecting the Senate and House of
Common.-(Hr. Skinner.)

1°, p520 (i).
BILL (No. 112) Respecting the Wires of Telephone, Tele.

graph and Electric Light Compaies.-(Mr. Perley.)
1°*, 620 (i).

BILL (No. 113) Respecting the inspection of Timber and
Lumber.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Rem prop, 469; in Com., 661; 10* of B., 669 (i).
BiLL (No. 114) To incorporate the. Title and Mortgago

Guarantee Company of Canada.-(Mr. Macdowall.)
1° and 20, 676 (i); in Oom. and 3°*, 992 (ii). (52 Vic.,

c. 91.)
BLL (No. 115) To amend the Railway Act-(D) from the

Senate.-(Mlr. White, Renfrew.)
iç*, 782 (i); 2°, 1283 (ii).

BILL (No. 116) Respecting the Harbor of Belleville, in the
Province of Ontario.-(Mr. Tupper.)

10, 762 (i); 2° and in Oom., 1042; 3°*, 1043 (ii). (52
ic., c. 35.)

BILL (No. 117) FUrther to a:ned the Castoins AcL, Chap-
ter 32 of the Revised StaLutes.-(Mir. Bowell.);

R.. prop., 469; in Com., 763; V'* of B., 769 (i); 20
and in Com., 1138; recom. and 3°Y-, 1330 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 14.)

BILL (No. 118) To authorise the granting of Peneions to
members of the North-West Mounted Police Foro.-
(Sir John .. M.acdonal)

Res. prop., 469; in Com., 769; 1°* of B., 774 (i); 2° m.,
1269; Amt. (Mr. Jones, Balifax) 1269; neg. (Y.
66, N. 106) 1277; 29 and in Com., 1267; °*, 1278
(ii). (52 Vc., c. 26.)

BuLL (No. 119) For the relief of William Gordon Lowry-
(G) from the Senate.-(IMr. Small.)

1°*, 871; 20 m., 92; 2°Jneg. (Y. 79, N. 80) 995; M. to
restore >° to Order Paper agreed to on a div., 1016;
2° on a div., 1160; M. for Com. and Amt. (Sir John
Thompson) 6 m. h., 1264; neg. (Y. 55, N. 69) and 30
on a div., 1265 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 108.)

BXLL (No. 120) To amend Chapter 11 of the Revised
Statutes, respecting the Senate and House of Com-
mons.-(Sir John Thompson.)

Bs. prop., in Cem. and 1°* of B., 787 (i); 2°* and in
Com, 911; 3°*, 912 (i). (52 Vic., c. 10.)
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BILL (No. 121) To amend the Summary Triala

from the Smate.--(Sir John Thompson.)
1°*, 811; 2° and in Com, 912; 30*, 1266 (ii).

At -(M)

(52 Vic,
c. 46.)

BILL (No. 122) Respeeting the Collection of certain Toles
and Dues therein mentioned-(L) from the Seat..-
(Sir John Thompson.)

1°*, 811 ; 2> and in omu., 912; 3°*, 1117 (ii). (62 Vic.,
c. 19.)

BILL (No. 123) For the relief of George McDonald Bagwell
-(M) from the Senate.-(Mr. Brown.)

1°*,871; 2° on a div., 1098; in Com, on a div., 1233i
3° on a div., 1264 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 107.)

BILL (No. 124) For the Relief of Arthur Wand-(I)from
the Senate.-(Mr. Small )

1°*, 871; 2° on a div., 1(98; in Com. on a div., 1234;
30 on a div., 1264 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 110.)

BILL (No. 125) For the relief of William Henry Middleton
-(F) from the Senate.- (Mr. Small.)

1°*, 871; 2° on a div., 1093; in Com. on a div., 1234;
38 on a div., 1264 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 109.)

BILL (No. 126) To amend the Summary Convictions Act,
Chapter 178 of the Revised Statutes, and the Act
amending the same-(0) from the Senate. -(Sir John
Thompson.)

1°*, 1081; 2°*, 1130; in Com., 1266; 3°*, 1330 (ii).
(52 ic., c. 45.)

BILL (No. 127) In reference to the Western Counties Rail-
way.-(Sir John Thompson.)

10, 871; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1043 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 8)
BILL (No. 128) To provide for the conveyance of certain

Lands to British Columbia.-(Mr. Dewdney )
1°, 911 ; 2°*, in Com and 3°*, 1043 (i). (52 Vic., c. 7.)

BILL (No. 129) To amend the Fisheries Act, Chapter
95 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr. Tupper.)

1°, 911 ; 2°* and in Com., 1045; 3m., 1117; Amt. (Mr.
Ellis) 6 m. h., 1117; neg. (Y. 72, N. 10j) and 3°,
1125 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 24.)

BILL (No. 130) Further to amend theSteamboat Inspection
Act, Chapter seventy-eight of the Revised Statutes.-
(Mr. Tupper.)

1°, 911; 2m, 1043; 2°, in Com. and 30*, 1044 (ii).
(52 Vic., c. 23.)

BILL (No. 131) Respecting Expropriation of Lands-(P)
from the Senate.-(Sir John T hompson.)

10, 943; 2°* and in Com., 1266; 30*, 1331 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 13.)

BILL (No. 132) To amend the Revised Statutes respecting
Iuterest-(N) from the Senate.-(Sir John Thompson.)

10*, 979; 2°, 1130; in Com. and i°*, 1330 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 31.)

BILL (No. 133) For botter securing the Safety of certain
Fishermen-(T)from the Senate.-(Ur. Jones, ilalifax.)

10*, 1180 (ii).

BILL (No. 1Z4) To amend Chapter 148 of the Revised
Statutes of Canada,respecting the improper use of Fire-
Arms and other Weapons - (S) from the Senate.-(&r.
Brown.)

10*, 1221 (i).

B!LL (No. 18) Further to mend the several Acta relating
to the Board of Trade of the City of Toronto-(W)
from the Benate.-(qr. Bmal.)

Rule suspended, 1°*, 20* and 30*, 1262 (ii). (62 Tic.,
c. 100.)

BILL (No. 136) To consolidate and amend the Aot respect-
ing the North.West Territorieî.-(Mr. Dewdney.)

10, 1262; wtbdn., 1498 (il).
BILL (No. 137) Further ta amend the General Inspection

Act, Ohapter 93 of the Revised Statute«.-(Mr. Cos.

10, 1236; 2°* and in Com., 1398; 3°*, 1899 (il). (52
TY c., .. 16.) -

BILL (No. 138) Respecting a Loan therein mentioned to
certain Mennonite Immigrants.-(Mr. Carling.)

Res. Trop, 1146; in Corn., 1267; 1° of B., 1268; 20*,
in Com. and 3°*, 1399 (ii). (52 Vic., c 28)

BILL (No. 1u) Fuither to amend the iland Revenue Act,
Chapter 34 of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop, 1221; in Com. and 10 of B., 1269; 2°* and
in Cm, 1397; 30*, 13b8 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 15.)

BiLIt (No. 140) To aend the Revised Statute rspecting
Escapes and lescues - (V) from the Senate.-(Sir John
Thompson.)

1l*, 1i63; 2°*:and in Com., 1402 (ii).
BILL (No. 14 1) To amond the Act respecting tho Rocky

Mountains Park of Canada.-(lr. Dewdney.)
1°*, 1363 ; wthdn., 1629 (il).

BILL (No. 142) To amend TheCullers Act, CLapter 103
of the Revised Statutes.-(Kr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 1363; in Com., 1365; 1°* of B., 1366; 20*
and in Com, 1536; 30*, 1537 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 18.)

BILL (No. 143) To authorise the convoyane to the Quebeo
Skating Club of certain Ordnance Lands in the Oity of
Quebtc.-(Mr. Diwdnqy.)

10, 1191 (il).

BILL (No. 144) Relating to Ocean Steamship Subsidies.-.
(Mr. Foster.)

Res. prop. (B. 0. and Australia) 1328; M. for Com., 1868;
inO om., 1373; M. to conc. in Rep. of Com, 14924;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1125; neg (Y. 55, N. 77) 1436.
Res. (B. C. and China) 1329; M. for Com., 13f6; in
Com,, 1387; M. to cono., In Rep. of Com., 1426; Amt.
(Mr. McMullen) neg. on a div., 1437. Res. (Can. and
United Kingdom) 1829; in Con., 1389, 1402 ; rep.,
1422; l°* of B., 14 37; 211 on a div., in Com., and 30*
1629 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 2.)

BILL (No. 145) Further to amend The Dominion Lande
A ct-(X)fior the Senate.- (Sir Becter Langevin.)

1*, 1462; 2°* and in Oom., 1537; 30*, 16f9 (il). (52
Vic., c. 27.)

BILL (No. 146) To amend the Revised Statute respecting
the North-We st Mounted Police Forec-(Y) from the
Senate.-(àMr. Dtwdney.)

JO*, 1572; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1709 (ii). (52 Vic.,
c. 25.)

BILL (No. 147) For granting to Her Majesty certain suhs
of money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the years ending respectively the
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30th June, 1889, and the 80th June, 1890, and for other
purposes relating to the.Publio Service.-(Ir. Poster.)

Reg. conc. in, 1*, 20* and 3O* of B., 1712 (ii). (52 Vic.,
c. 1.)

BILL (No. 148) To authorise the granting of Subsidies in aid
of the construction of the lines of Railway therein men-
tioned.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res. (lst) prop., 1396; in Com., 1499 ; conc. in, 1535;
Res. (2nd) prop., 1572; in Com., 1615,1629; on M.
to conc. in lit Res., Amt. (Mr. Davies, P. E. L) neg.
(Y. 33, N. 65) 1653 ; Armt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1653; M. to conc. in 2nl Res.
agreed to (Y. 66, N. 35) 1653; 1°* and 20* of B.,
1654; in Com., 1695; 3° m. and Amt. (Mr. Weldon,
St. John) neg. (Y. 27, N. 48) and 30*, 1686 (ii).
(52 Vic., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 149) To provide for the building and working of
a line of railway from lHarvey to Salisbury or Moncton,
in the Province alf New Brunswick.- (Sir John A. Mac
donald.)

Res. prop., 1424; in Com., 165R; M. to cone. in Res
1669; Amt. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 1672; neg. (Y.
34, N. 70) 1678; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
1679 ; neg on a div., Res. cone. in, 1°* and 2°* of
B. and in Com., 163; 3°*, 1685 (ii).

BILL (No. 150) To amend the Revised Statu tes, Chapter 138,
respecting the Judges of Provincial Courts.-(Sir
John Thompson.)

Res. prop., 557 (i); M. for Com., 1687; in Com., 10 * and
2°* of B., 1688; in Com. and 30*, 1689 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 151) Respecting an agreement therein men.
tioned with the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskat.
chewan Railroad and Steamboat Company.-(Sir John

A. Macdonald.)
Res. prop, 1572; M. for Com., 1706; in Com. and 1°*,

2°* and in Com. on B., 17039; 3°*, 1711 (ii). (52 Vic.,
c. 5.)

BILL (No. 152) To authorise the granting ofsubsidies in land
to certain Railway Compaies.-(Mr. Dewdney.)

Res. prop., 1572; in Com., 1712, 1720; 10*, 20* and
in Com., 1720; 30*, 1721 (ii). (52 Vic.,c. 4)

BILL (No. 153) For the relief of the Corporation of the Town

of Cobourg.-(Mr. Foster.)
Res. prop, 1572; in Com., 10*, 2o*, in Com. on B. and

3g*, 1721 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 6.)
BILLE AMSENTED To: 745, 1286, 1726 (ii).

Bills of Exchange, Cheques, &c., B. No. 5 (Sir
John Thompson). 10, 14; °, 194; M. for Com., 775; in
Com., 778, 788; (i); wthdn., 1629 (ii).

Bills of Lading B. No. 92 (Sir John Thompson). 1°*,
369 (i); 20 m., 1691; 20*, in Com. and 30*, 1692 (ii).
(52 Vic., c, 30.)

BILLS RELATING TO N.W.T.: Ques. (Kr. Davin) 1147 (ii).
Boiler Inspection and Insurance Co. of Can.

Act Amt. B. No. 25 (Mr. Brown). 10*, 47; 2°*,
170; in Com. and 30*, 397 ; (i). (52 Fic., c. 97.)

BoISVERT, FABIEN, MEmER FOR NIØOLET: introduced, 1 (i).
BOSWELL AND GOWAN, JUDGXS (REFUND): in CoM. of Sup.,

1862.(ii).

BOUNDAIrEs 0 ONT. Axm QU., Co. mrBEwTiN LOCA,
GoYTs.: M. for copies (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency)
303 (i).

- prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1329, 1423 (ii).
-- Telegram from Mr. Mowat read, 1363 (ii).

BOUNDARY BETWEEN ALASKA AND CANADA: Ques. (Mr.
Charlton) 4?6 (i).

BoUNTIES To FIsHERMEN: in Com. of Sup., 139 (i), 1076 (ii).
BRESALTOR HALF-BREEDS' CLAIMs: Quei. (Mr. Watson)

1082 (ii).
-- COMPENSATION FOR LoîsEs: QueS. (Mr. .Ailli,

Bothwell) 348 (i).
"BRIDGEWATER," SEIZURE, CLAINS FOR COMPENSATION: QUes.

(Mr. Holton) 1423 (ii).
-- M. for Cor., &o. (Mr. Edgar) 752 (i).

BRITISH COLUMBIA:
AL&sKA, AND CAN. BOYND&RY: Ques. (Wr. Charlton) 426 (i).
BEHRING's SEA FIsERIS: PROOLAMATION BY U. S. GovT. : QUeS.

(Wr. Prior) 871 (il).
- PARAGRAPH IN Empire NEWsPAPER : Q ues. (Ur. ill Bot hwell)

287 (i).
--- REÂRRi (Wr. I3itchell) 811 (ii).
- SEIZURES: on M. for Oom of Sup., 1582 (ii).

COUNTY COURT JtUDGUB' APPOINTMTNT : Ques. (Mr. fara) 80 (i).
FORTIFICATIONS AT ErQUIMALT, COL. O'BRIUN'S RMP : QUes. (Wr.

Prior) 1146 (il).
KINING IN RAILWAY BLT: Remarks (%r. Mara) 980 (ii).
MINING LAWS: Remarks (Mr. Barnard) on M. for Cou&. of Sup.. 1540
MINING MACHINERY AND FREz LisT: Ques (1fr. Barnard) 1265 (ii)
Sic O xNs ou 0. P.R , To L Axe OIANAGAN RY., SUsIDYs'. prop. .RS.,

(Sir John A Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1619 (ii).

B. C. Lands. BSe "LANDS."
BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. MARIE RY. Co.'S

SUESIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573; in
Com., 1640 (ii).

BRoKERAGE, &C,, ON SINKING FUD: in Com. of Sup.,204 (i).
BROWN, CAPT, PENSION TO gAMILY: in Com. of SUp.,791 (ii).
BUDGET, THE (Mr. Foster) 436; Reply (Sir Richard Cart-

wrght) 156; (A mt.) 468 (i). See "IRECIPROCITY."
- FRENCH EDITION: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 171 (i).
BUDGET SPEECHES, COST OF ISSUING: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

20 (i).
BUILDINGS, PUBLIC, IRECTED SINCE 1867 to 1889: M. for

Ret.* (Sir Richard Oartwtight) 303 (i).
BUoys, LIGHTS, FOG-WHIsTLES, &o.: in Com. of Sup., 97

1361, 1450 (ii).
- See "«LAKE ST. JOHN," &a.

BUsINEss oF THE HoUsE: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald)
269 (i), 761, 1721 (ii).

CAB HIRE: in Com. of Sup., 160 (i).
CAMPBELL, CAPT. R., DisMIsSAL: M. for Cor., &e. (Mr.

Perry) 741 (i).
Calgary, Alberta and Montana Ry. Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 41 (Kr. Davis). 10*, 194; 2°*, 299; in Com.
and 30*, 510 (i). (52 Vic, c. 51.)

CAN. AND UNITED KINGDOM STEAMSHIP SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr Foster) 1329; in Com 1389, 1402 (ii).

Can. Congregational Foreign Missionary Soci-
eties incorp. B. No. 44 (Kr. Bolton). 1°*, 194;
2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 602 (j). (52 Vic. c. 106.)

CAN. TzMPERANCE1 ACT, DISTRIBUTION or FINES: Ques. (Mr.
Barron) 1533 (ii).

-. Que& (Kr. Roome) 80 (i).



INDEX.
CAN. TEMPERANCE ACT, Working of, and flome Govt: M.

for Stmnt (1r. Jamieson) 541 (i).
Can. General Trusts Co.'s incorp. B. No. 34 (Mr.

Eirkpatrick). 10*, 133; 2°*, 239; in Com. and 3°*,
509 (). (52 Vic., c. 93.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY:
ABnTaATION: ln Oom. of Sup., 1047 (il).
ExxniNIN LANDB IN Br. BELT : in Com. of Sup., 1570 (ii).
ErrNSIoN TO QuEmBo, AMOUNTS PAID AND TO WHoM: QueS. (Mr.

Langelier, Quebec) 248 (i).
INTEREST ON $15,000,000 BONDs: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 318 ().
LAND AND MON T SUBSIDIRS: Ques. (Mr. Macdowall) 9?5 (i).
Rra. caossiNO LIE IN &AN., VALIDITY OF ACT : Quo. (àfr. Edgar)

20 (i).
SALE Or $15,000,000 MORT&AE BONDS, RECEIPTS-: V. for Ret. (Mr.

Ste. Marie) 436 (i).
-- Ques. (Kr Sie. arie) 841, 1363, (ii).

Co. AND B. No. 68: Remarks (àfr. Jone, Halfax) 701 (1).
C. P. R. Co.'s B. No. 68 (Mr. Kirkpatrick). 1°*, 269;

20 *, 357 (i); M.forOCom., 855; in Com., 1056, 1091; 3C3,

1098 (ii).
C.P.R. Steam Vessels B. No. 60 (Mr. Xirkpatrick)

1°*, 269; 2°*, 357; in Com. and 30*, 5'0 (i), (52 Vic.,
c. 73.)

Can. Super-phosphate Co.'s incirp. B. No. 81
(Mr. Colby). 10*, 322; 2°*, 524 (i); in Com. and 3°*,
921 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 101.)

CANALS:
BE&uxENos, OPENING o NAT.: Telegram read (Mr. Bergeron)

1285 (ii).
- REPORT or BENaNEER CRAwroaD, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Kr.

Bergeron) 304 ().
CANAL WoRKs, TiiNDas: M. for Ret. (kr. Casey) 593 (i).
CHAMLY-LONGUEITIL CANAL, CONOTEUCTIoN : QQes. (Mr. Préfontaine)

80 (i).
CORNWALL AND GALOPS CANAL, TENDERS FOR ENLARGEMENTM: . for

copies (Mr. Trow) 943 (ii).
CORNWALL: in Com. of Sap., 1205 (ii).
- PRoP. LOCATIoN IN 1834, RraP., &C., or ENGINEERS: M. for

copies (Mr. Bergin) 595 677 (i).
- RECENT BREAK, COR., &C : M. fjn apiea' (XIr. Berjim) 303 (i).
LACHINIc: in Com. of Sup., 1205 (ii).
MuaR&Y: conc., 1614 (i).
REPAIRa AND WORKING EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 1211, 1495 (fi).
RIDEAU: in Com. of SBp., 1211 (ii).
RocK LAi DAM, DAAGUs CAUSED TRouGE: M. for Reps., &c, of

Engireers (1fr. Ksrkpatrick) 936 (il).

SAULT STE. MARI : in Com. of Sup., 1202 (ii).
- TENDERS FOR CONSTRU'TION: M. for copies" (Mr. Troto) 943.
- T»NDERS, & : M. for copies (1fr. If e fullen) 304 (i).

SuNDAT TaiurrIo ON CANALS: M. for Cor., &c.* (Mr. Rykert) 304.

TAT: in Com. of Sup., 1211 (ii).

TaUNT RIRmaN, .: in Oom. of Sup., 1207 (il).
TENT VALLET YANAL (JoMMISSIONB' RIP.: Ques. (1fr. Barron) 20,

655, 676 (i), 872 (ii).
WELLAND CANAL, WATBR POWER, Rurs. or ENGINERS, &C.: M. for

copies' (Nfr. Rykert) 301 (i).
- DrmPN: in Comi. of Sup., 1207 (ii).

-- in Com of Sup., 1514 (ii).
WILLI&MSBURG: In Com. of SUp., 1205 (ii).

CAPE BRETON:
CAPE BRETON RT., CONTRACT Fo STATIONS: Queo. (Kr. Flynn)

1327 (i).
- EMPLOTis: Ques. (Wr. Kirk) 762 (i).

- in COm. Of Sup., 1069, (ii).
- PATINT or LABoRURS : Que. (Mr. Kdaonald, Vi.) 871 (ii).
- prop. Re. (Vr. Flynn) in Amt. to Com. of SUp., 1183 (ii).

DEDGE "iCAPE BRETON," COHPNSATION To CAPTAIN AND LiBuRana

FOR LoiSS) Quoi. (Mr. Canuron) 427 (i).,
8

CAPE BRETON-Confinued.
DaNDQN LoST In STRAITB Or NORTaUxUKRLAND : QUe. (Mr. Catmron)

469 (i).
GRAND NARRoWs BRIDGE, O.B., PAPERS RESPUCTINcG: Remarku (Dir.

Flynn) 1266(i)
MACDONALD AND DOWLING'S GUL0BN, DRIVING OP PIES: Ques. (Mr.

Cameron) 677 (1).
SIMUS & -L &TER, RETURN or DEPOSITS TO SURITIES : Quel. (fr. CF-

eron) 677 (i).
CAPE ENRAGÊl: LIGiiTnoUSE-KEiPE R: Q558. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) E41 (ii).
CAPE ToitMENTINE AND MURRAT BAY RY. SUDBIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573; in Com., 1641 (ii).

CAPE ToRMENTINE HARBoR: in COm. of Sup., 802 (i).
CAPITAL AcCOUNT, J. 0. R., EXPENDITURE: Quoe. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 676 (i).
CAPE RoUGE AND ST. LAWRENCE BY. Co,'s SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Maclonald) 1396; in Com., 1499 (ii).
CARBONNEAU, JoB., PAYMENT FOR SERVICES: Ques. (Kr. Des-

aulniers) 1328 (ii).
CARDWELL, RIT op MEMBER: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1.
CAilEoo, RET. OF P EMBER: notification (Kr. Speaker) 1.
CAnrTRIDGE FAOTORT: in Com. of Sap., 793, 1352 (ii).
CARTRIDGE MIANUFACTUIRI: in Com. of Sup., 1355 (ii).
CARTIER, LADY: in Com. of Sup., 423 (i).
CASCUMPEQUE HARBrR, DIsMISSAL oP BLASTING FoREKAN:

Ques. (hir. Perry) 348 (i).
CAsÇRAIN. See 4lLA.RUE."

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS, ELECTION Of CoUNCILLORS: Q08.
(Mr. Doyon) 427 (i).

--- SURVEY oF REsERVE : Quo8. (Mr. Doyon) 468 (i).

-- Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Doyon) 501 (i).
CATALRY SCROOLS, &c.: in COm. Of SUp., 796 (i).
-- ToRoNTO: Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 302.
CAYUGA POST OFFICE, CoST : Ques. (Mr. Coltér) 303 (i).
CENSUS AND STATISTIaS: in Com. of Sap., 298 (i); cono.,

1598 (ii).
Central Counties Ry. Co. See "PREScOTT COUNTY."
CENTRAL RY. FROM GRAND LAKE TO I. C R., SUB1IDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396 ; in Com., 1500 (ii).

Certificates to Masters and Mates (Chap. 73, Rev.
Statutes) Act. Amt. B. No. 26 (Mr. Tupper). 1°,
79; 20, 195; in Com., 655; 3°*, 657 (i); Son. Amte.

conc. in, 1029 (ii). (52 Tic., c. 21.)
CHAmBLY-LoNGUEUIL CANAL, CONSTRUCTION: Quoi. (Mr.

Préfontaine) 80 (i).
CHANNEL SUB-WAY Co.'î AcT, DISALLOWANCIE: Quos. (Mr.

Ellis) 1628 (ii).
CHAPLAINS IN PUBLIO INSTITUTIONS, NANIS, &C.: M. for

Ret.* (&fr. Innes) 24 (i).
CHARGES OF MANAGEMENT: in Com. of Sup., 43, 203 (i).

Chattel and Mortgage Guarantee Co. of Can.
incorp. B. No. 114 (Mr. Macdowall). 10 and 20,
676 (i); in Com. and 30*, 992 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 91.)

CHaESE EXPORT To ENGLAND : Quoi. (Mr. Vanasse) 1180 (ii).
CHEsrER, QUE., POSTMASTER, COMPLAINT8 AGAINST: Quo8.

(Mr. Lavergne) 468 (i).
CHICOUTIMI AND SAGUENAT COUNTIEq, EXPENDITURE OP

SUB8IDT: Qae. (Kr. Couture) 427 (i).
CHIGNEOTO SHP RY., PROSPICTUS: QLo. (Mr. Mitchell)

1423 (ii).

lili



INDE1
CHINA POINT PIER, P. E. I., &o., RPAIU, &o.: Ques. (1r.

Welsk) 621 (i).
CHINESE IMMIGRATION AT, ADMINISTRATION . in COm. Of

Bnp., 1221 (ii).1
CurPMAN, M.: in Oom. of Sap., 139,196(i); one., 1614 (ii).
CIGARS, REDUCTION oir LIcENSE FEES: Ques. (NIr. Lépine)

171 (i).
CIVIL GOVT.: in Com. of Sap., 49, 138,196, 1502 (i); cono.,

1604 (ii).
Civil Servants, Assessment of Salaries author-

isation B. No. 18 (Mr. E1is). 1, 33; 2' m., 366;
ruled out of Order, 367 (i).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Cook). 1°,
557 (i)

Civil Service Act (Chap. 17 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B.
No. 100 (Mr. Haggart). Res. prop. 631; in Com.
672 ; 1° of B., 523; 2° m., 669; 2°, 672; 30 m. and A mt.
(Sir Richard Oartwright) to recom. neg. (Y. 6S, N. 113)
and 30, 763 (i). (52 Vic., c. 12.)

CIVIL $eRVIOE EXAMINERS: in Com. of Sup., 203 (i).
CLARK!, JUDGE, SUPEBANNUATION: in Comi. OfSup., 1218 (ii)
CLOTHING, MILITIA: in Com. of BSp., 793 (i), 1352 (ii).

Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacifie Ry.
Co.'i iucqrp. B. No. 57 (Mir. Guillet). 1°*, 269;
20*, 357; in Com. and 30*, 510 (i). (52 Vi, c 62.)

COBOURG TOWN RELIEF B. NO. 153 (Mr. Foster). Res. prop.,
1572; in Coma., 1°*, L.*, in Com., and 30* of B., 1721
(ii). (52 Vic., c. 6.)

CoonR4vN, EDwARD, Esq.: ember for East Northumber.
land introduced, 3 (i).

COLCHESTER, RIT. OF MEMBER: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1.
COLLECTOR OF JUSTOMS, HALIFAX, DISMISSAL, PAPERS

RESPE9TING : Ques. (Ur. Laurier) 371 (i).
- - TRxz iRivBRS, DUTY ON FOREIGN CATALOGUES:

Ques. (Ur. Langelier, Quebec) 739 (i).
COLONIAL AND INDIAN EXHIBITION: in Com. Of SUp., 1512 (ii)
COMMANDANT'S fOUSE, KINGSTON; in Coi, of Sup, 1693;

cone., 1705 (ii).

ÇQmbipations in Tr4de Prevention B. No. il
(Ur. Wallace). 1°, 19; Order for 2° rOeai, 382 (i); 20 m.,
1111; 2Q, 1117; Govt. Order (Sir John Thompson) for,
Com., 1368; 9. for COm., 1437; in Com., 1446; 30
1468 ; Sep. AmtS. conod., 1689; cone. in, 1691 (ii).

(52 Vic., c. 41.)
CMMESQML z4*GENQIES: in Com. of Sup., 1180 (ii).
COMMERCIAL TREATIES WITH FOREIGN SeATES: prop. Res.

(Sir Iýichar4 Qartwright) 172; neg. (Y 66, N. 94) 193.
COMMERCIAL UNION WITH UNITID STATES: Telegram re

liýt's RBu. read (Mr. Charlton) 484 (i).

mm1R¶ion ge4 &p. See "TR F PUDDLER8."
CO0~MITTES:

BAUoT Box, WADDrLLO P*T#NT: M. for Sel. Com. (è[r. Brown)
24 (i). r

DAmsÂTS, Orirot&L: M. for sp. Com. to supervise (%r. BoweU)8 (i).
FP£uIn.umT PaATîIOs: M. for So. om. (Ur. Brown) 16 (i).
FRIzGHT TRANsIT THORUGH o AN.: prop. M. for sol. Com. (Ur. les)

87 ().
LUGIOLIsTr EC0NoM, JOINT 0oX.: M. (Sir Hector Langeein) 782.
LIBRaT O PAULI&MuxT: K. (Bir Hector La*gein) 17 (1).
PalsTmsi: M. (ir John A. Macdossid) 19 (i),
SBI.lT STANDIN: prop. M. (Sir John A. Macdona) 2(i).

Deb. on Res. (Gen. Laurie and Mr. YefMillan, Buron) 107; (Mr.
Masson) 109; (Mr. Fisher) 111 ; neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 1v7; Amt
to Amt. (fr. Fisher) 112; deb. (Veasrs. Carby and Flynn) 112;
nezr. (Y. 71, N. 111) 137 (i). Amnt. to Âmnt. (Mfr. Flynn) 112;
deb (Lur. Casev)112; (Mr. gigault) 114 ; (Mr. Lister) 115; (Qen.
Lavrie) 116; (Mr. Campbell) 116; (Messrs. Bechard and Mitchell)
117; (Mr. Brown) 119; on M. to adjn. House (Mr. Mitchell) 120;
(Mr. McKeen) 121; (Mr. Ckarlton) 122; (Mr. Her'son) 123; (Messrs.
Brien and White, Renfrew) 125; (Mesrs. Chisholm and Amyot)
127; (Vr. Sproule) 128; (Mr. Woocl, Westmoreland) 129; (Messrs.
Davin and McDougall, Pictou) 130; (Mr. Carqill) 132; (Mr.
Boe'i) 134; (Mr. Scriver)135; (Mesers. Kirk and Laurier) 136;
neg. (Y. 70, N. 112) 136 (i).

CORNWALL AND GALOPS CANALS, TENDERS FOR ENLARGE.

MENT: M. for COpies * (Mr. Trow) 943 fii).
CORNWALL CANAL: in CoM. of SUp., 1205 (ii).
ý--- PROP. LOCATION IN 1834, REPS., &o., OF ENGINEERS:

M. for copies (Mr. Bergin) 595 (i).
-- RECENT BREAK, CoR., &o.: M. for copies* (Mr.

Bergin) 303 (i).
CORNWALLIS VALLFY RY. Co.'8 S1UBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1631 (ii).
Corrupt Practices in Municipal Affairs B. No.

71 (Sir John Thompson). 1°*, 803; '2 and in COM.,
502; 3*, 504 (i). (52 Vic., c. 42.)

CORRUPT PRACTICEs TRIALS, PICTON: Ques. (Mr. Platt)
427 (i).

Co aGROVI, JOHN, OF BUcKINGHAM, EMPLOYMINT Br GOTT.:
Ques. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 224 (i).

COUNTY COURT JUDGES (B. C.) APPOINTMeNT: QUeS. (Mr.
Mara) 80 (j).

COUNTY SAVINGs BANKS in COM. Of Sap., 203 (1).
CRANBERRY HEAD BIEAKWATER, REMOVAL OF GRAVEL:

Ques. (Mr. Lovitt) 34 (i).
Criminal Law (escapes and rescues) B. No. 140

(Sir John Thompson). 1°*, 1363; 2°* an4 in COm.,
1402 (ii).

Criminal Law (Extradition Act Amt , extension
of provisions) B. No. 84 (Air. Weldon, At'ert).
JO*, 346 (i); M. (Sir John Thomvson) t0 trnefr. to Govt.
Orders, 1395; 2°, 14Q8; in Com., 1470; 8°*, 1480 (ii).
(52 Tic., c. 36.)

liv
OWMITTRES-ontinued.

SELECT STANDING: M for Com. to prepare Liste, 17 (i).
TELEGRAPH L1Ns, AcquiiTioJ nr GovT : prop. à. (Mr. Denison)

for Sel. Com., 80, 87 (1).
0OMPENISATION IN LIEU 0F LÂND: in Coin. of Sup., 788 (i).
CONFEDERATION AND P.E.I. CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Ferry)

525 (i).
CONSOLIDATED FUND, IRECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES: M. for

Ret. * (Sir Richard Cartwright) 24 (i).
CONTINGENCIES, DEPTL.: in COM. Of SUp., 155 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT AMT.: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

223 (i).
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS, DATE OF RECFIPT BYSPEAKER OF

JUDGES' CERTIFICATES: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mills, Both-
well) 303 (i).

CONVICT LABOR: in Com, of Sup., 214 (i).
Copyright A et Amt. B. No. 101 (Sir John Thompson).

10, 524 (i); 20, 1399; in Com., 1401; 30 m., 1463;
recom. and 30*, 1467 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 29.)

CORN IMPORTATIONS, REBATE OF DUTY: prop. Res. (Mr.
Landerkin) 92, 105 (i).

1

1



INDEX. h
Oriminal Law (first offendera, conditional

release) B. No. 91 (Sir John Thompson). 1°*,
369; 2°, in Coin. and 3°*, 504 (i). (52 Vic , c. 44.)

Criminal Law (summary convictions, Chap. 178
.Rev. Statutes) B. No. 126 (Sir Jor T/hompson). 1?*,
1081; 2°*, 1130; in Con., 1266 ; à'*, 1330 (ii). (52
Vice., c. 45.)

Criminal Law (speedy trials of indictable
offenoes) B. No. 17 (Sir John Thompson). C°, 33;
2°, 195; in Com., 410; 30*, 655 (i). (52 Vic., c. 47.)

Criminal Law (summary trials) B. No. 121 (Sir
John Thompson). 1°*, 811; Z1 and in Com., 91.; 3°*,
1266 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 46.)

Criminal Law (threats, intimidations, &c.,
Chap. 173 Rev. Statutes) B. No. 102 ( M r. Wilson,
Elpn). 1°, 524 (i).

Criminal Law (Recognisances Act Amt., Chap.
179 Rev. iSlatutes) B. No. 97 (Mr. Davies, P. B. I.).
14, 384 (i).

CRIMINAL LAws FO JUSTicEd OF TaE PEIACE, DISTRIBUTION:

Ques. (31r. Bernier) 171 (i).
Criminal Matters (rules of court) B. No. 55

(Sir John Thompson). 1°*, 247; 2°', in Com. and
30*, 502 (i). (&2 Vc., c. 40.)

Cruelty to Animals prevention Act (Chap. 172
Rev. 8tatutes) Amt. B. No. 3 (Mr. Brown). il, 13;
2°m., 240; Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m. h., 242; nog. (Y.
71, N. 72) 247; 2°, 247; in Com., 357; M. to further
consdr. B., in Com., 367; Ant. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m. h.,
neg. (Y. 91, N. 9-) 368; further considn. agreed
to (Y. 96, N. 92) 368; in Com. and M. that Com. rise
agreed to, 607 (i).

"CRuîsEa," Govr. STEMAER, ENGINEER's UERTIFIcATE : Ques.
(Mr. Cook) 739 (i).

Cullers Act (Chap. 103 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No.
1U2 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 13j3; in Com., 1365;
1°* of B. 1366; * and in Com., 1536; 3°*, 1537 (ii).
(52 Vic., c. 18.)

CUMnBERLAND, RET. OF MEMBER : notification (Mr. Speaker)
1 (i).

Customs Act Amt. (Chap. 32 Rev. Statutes) B. No.
117 (Ur. Bowell). Res. prop., 469; in Com., 763; 1°*
of B., 769 (i); 2° and in Gom., 1138; recom. and 3'9*,
1330 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 14.)

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE:
AIRD, W. B., IR., NAMIs o SURETIMS: Ques. (gr. Guay) 1017 (i).
APPRAIsARS IN QuEiRo, APPoINTMsNTS: Que. (gr. Langelier, Mont-

morency) 370 (<).
AMERICAN FISHING VESSELS, AUTHORITY TO ENTER AND CLEAR QueS.

(Mr. Weldon, & John) 348 (i).
BUILDINGS IN 0Tui AND TowNs or LESS TRAN 20,000 : M. for Ret.*

(ir. Casey) 303 (Q).

CRIsE EXPORTs TO ENGLAND: Ques. (Mr. Vanae>e) il 0 (ii).
OIGARS, REDUCTION op LICNSE FjeB: Qui. (Èr. Lépine) 171 (i).

COLLECTOR AT HALIFAX, DISMIBSAL, PAPURs RESPOcTING: QueS. (1r.

Laurier) 371 (i).
OoLLECTOR AT rHREE RIVEs, DUTY ON FOREIGN CATALOGUIS: QUel.

(Mr. Langelier, Que.) 740 (i).
CoxaxucIAL TREATIES: itemaika on adjmnt., 105, 168 (i).
CoxxMRCIAL TRBATIES WITH FosRIGn TATES.: prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 172 ; neg. (Y. 66, N. 94) 193 (i).
CoRN IPORTATIoMS, .RzBAT or DuTry: prop. Re. (ât. £andrkis)

92, 105 ; neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 137 (i).

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continued.
OoSGRoV., JOHN, o# BÙUiKlGHAM, EP .xT"eN'l uŸ GOVT. QUeS.

(Kr. Wtils, ilgis) 224 (i).
SUIZURS AND OrioRas' ALARIsui :iD Oom. of Sap., 67 (1).

- prop Res. (Mr. Hoon) in Aràt. to om. of Sup., 1290(ii).
DRAWBACK ON GooDs MASV1AgC'UU2D FOR EXPÔRT: M. foi Rot.'

(Mr. ElUit) 943 (ii).
EXPORTS AND IxPORTs: M. for Rt.* (Sir Rihar Clarteright) 24 (1).
EXPORTs Or MAXUUATURS TO AUaTRALIA: QuoS. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 1423 (ii).
EXPORTE To GRUAT BRITAIN vid . S.: Ques. (Kr. Eilie, BothwilU)

428 (i).
FERTILISERS, A RTIrICIAL, RExovAL or DuTY: prop. Bes. (Mr. MAlock)

37; ine. (Y. 71, N. 101) 105 (1).
FIsH, FORZIGN, OHANGE Or BONDING £T i:Que. (Mr. isnAawer)

224 (i).
FIMH IMPORTED IN BOND FOR ExPoRr: M. for Cor. (Gen. Laute)

1082 (i).
FIsH IMPORTS IN BOND : Explanation (Mr. Eieemhauer) 1099 (i).
FLouR DuTIEs, INORBAsaE: Ques. (Mr. Jfulock) 1145 (ii).
- Remarks (Ki. tulock) 1721 (ii).
FRa LIST, ExTENSoN, GRAINs AND SENDI : prop. Res. (Mr. Plat)

684 (1).
FRUITS AND SEEDS, IMPORTED FROR T RI. S., VALUE, tO.: Quei.

(Mr. Boyle) 224 (i).
FRUIT BASKBTS AND BoimS, AMOUNT Or DUTY COLIEOTED: K. for

Ret.* (Mr. Charten) 804 (1).
GROSSI, JOHN A., MPLOTMuNT u GOTT.: Ques. (Kr. Wil#oen

Elgin) 171 (i).
Honu AND LEATHIR INBPECTOR, MONTREAL: M. for apera, k. Mr.

Curran) 23 (i).
LARD ADULTERATED, IXPORTE rtoN U.S. : Ques. (Mr. Spr8 e)

763 (î).

LuxsNR SH1PUMNTS irox N.B. TO TRE U..: Ques. (Mr. Wldon,
St. John) 935 (ii).

MINING MACHINERY, FRIE ENTRY INTo B.O. : M. for 0.0. (Mr4
Edwardë) 942 (il).

- IN B. O., AND FR»z LIST: Ques. (Kr. Barnard) 1265 (ii).
on M. for Oom. of Sup., 1583 (ii).

NATIONAL POLIoT, RIF. TO IN DES. ON CoRK IMPORTATIONS, 112-

136 (i).
NEW .EDINBURGH AND GATINEAU FERRY, RENTAL AND ARRÂARAGEIB

Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wntworth) 348 (1).
OILS, IMPORTATIoN INTO MAN. Ques. (Mr. La Rivière) 1533 (i).
PREVENTIVE OFFICE&S IN P.E.I: Ques. (,gr. Pçrry) 15 (i).
PoRi DUTIES, INCREAsU: Ques. (1r. Wilson, Edgin) 1146 (ûi).

QUESNEL, JULES, COMPLAINTS AOAINST: Que. (Mr. Laverpie)
1145 (ii).

Ross, HoN. WILLIAx, DiEmissAL: M. for 0.0., Reps., ho. (Mr.
Laurier) 24 (i).

Ross, JosIAR, SIzuR or GooDs Bir COTous DEPT.: QuOI. (Mr.
Colter) 428 (i).

SAw LoG&, &o., EXPORTUD AND DUTY OOLLUCTEBD: M. ffr Ret.* (Mr.
Wedon, St. John) 304 (1).

- EXPORTATION AND DUTY COLLECTUD: M. for et." (Mr. Charl.
ton) 33 (i).

- ExPORT Dury: Rs. (Kr. Barron) in Amst. to Con. of Sup.,
1591 (ii).

-- IMPORTATION: M. for Bet. (1r. Charton) 33 (1).
TARIrr CHANEs: Ques. (Kr. Laurier) 1266 (ii).

- Ques. (air Richard Oartwright) 1221 (il).
- FRaNH EDITION: Ques. (Kfr. Langolor, Noftmoreney) 935.

TRAcy, A. R., BazURs or GOODS AT MIDICINE RAT: Quoi. (Mr.

Davin) 1016 (fi).

TaADt CoxxI0iîoxER TO SOUTH AMERIoA, 87SX PA1D: Que. (Kr.

Me I ulten) 30 (i).
VINONIT, JoMPH F., AN CuSToNs DEPT.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Lange.

lier, Montmorency) 935 (il).

WAYS AND MUANS r MILLERS or ONTARIO (Mr. Mlook) 1711 (il).
WEZAT AND PLOUR IMPORTATIONI "ROU U.. S.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Smith, Ontario) 33 (i).
WEST BAT, N. B., CuaToM Hox b Orn ia Que. (Mr. Cssern)

427 (1).



INDEX.
CUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continued.

WKIsKEY, ILLICIT MANUAOTURU, CouTs or SUITs: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret)
935 (ii).

WREIGHT, F. P., REFUND 0F DUTT ON MINING KACuINERY: K. for
Cor.* (Mr. Edwards) 942 (ii).

DAIRYING 1NTERE8TS (DEVELOPMENT): in Com. of SUp,
1513 (ii).

DzAF AND DUMB INSTITUTE, BELLEVILLE: in Com, of Sap.,
70 (i).

DEBATES : M. for Sp. Com. to supervise (Mr. Bowell) 3 (i).
- M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to substitute Mr. Prior

for Mr. Baker, 269 (i).
- DELAY IN PRINTINg FRENCH EDITION: Remarks, 654

(i), 914, 1462 (il).
--- l8T REP.: M. to cono. (Mr. Desjardins) 247 (i).

--- 2ND REP. OF CoM.: M. to cono. (Mr. Desjardins)
871, 933 (ii).

DEFENCE oF INDIAN CHARGED WITR SBOOTING: Ques. (Mr.
McMullen) 935 (ii).

DELANEY, MRS.: in CoM. of Sup., 739 (i).
DERBY BRANCH AND NORTHERN AND WESTERN RYS. : M. for

Cor., &c·* (àir. Mitchell) 1182 (ii).
--- Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 854, 871 (ii).

CLAIMS FOR LAN» DAMAGEs: Remarks (Mr. Mitchell)
749 (i).

DESCENES, LUDGER MIVILLE, AMOUNT PAID FOR SERVICES

IN N.Wd.T. Quos. (Mr. 8îith, Ontario) 1387 (i).
DETECTIVE SERVICE (CUSToMs): in Com. of Sup., 122L (ii).
DEWDNEY, floN. EDGAR, MEMBER FOR EAST ASsINIBOIA: in.

troduced, 1 (i).
DICKEY, ARTHUR R., EBQ., MEMBER FOR CUMBERLAND: in-

troduoed, 1 (i).
DICTIONNAIRE GÉNÉALOGIQUE DES FAMILLES FRANgAIEs : in

Com. of Sup., 1543 (ii).
DINGMAN, A., PAYKENT: in Coma. of Sap., 1172, 1451 (ii).
DISALLOWANCE, QUE. ACTS, O. C., &0.: M. for copieb* (Mr.

Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).
DIVISION LIST: Gorrection (air. Mlara) 1330 (ii).

DIVISIONS :
ALBERTA RY. AND oAL Co.'s B. 14 (Mr. Shanly) : on M. for 30, Amt.

(Mr. Watson) 298; neg. (Y. 49, N. 97) Â99 (i).
CIVIL 8SavlC» AoT ('ostmasters' Salaries) Amt. 8. 100 (Mr. Hog-

gart): on M. for bO, Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) neg. (Y.
68, N. 113) 764 (i).

CoxxaIAL TREATIES WITH FORIIGN STATUe: prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 172; neg. (Y. 88, N. 94) 191 (i).

CoRS IMPORTATIOIs, REBATE oF DUTY : prop. Res. (Mr. Landerkin)
92; Amt. (Mr. Fisher) 112; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Flynn) 112;
neg. (Y. 70, N. 112) 136; Amt. neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 137;
Res. neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 137 (i).

CRUELTY To ANIMALs PaavicmrIoN B. 3 (Xr.Brown): Amt. (Mr. Tie-
dale) 6 m. h., 243; neg (Y. 71, N. 72) 247; on M. for Com.,
Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 6 m, h. ; neg. (Y. 91, N. 92) 368 ; agreed
to (Y. 96, N. 92) 368 (i).

CuSToNs 8EIzUass: prop. Res. (Kr. Bolton) in Amt. to Com. of
Sup., 1289; neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 1314 (ii).

DIvoRcu (W. G. LowRY) S. 119 (Kr. Smail): 2°; neg. (Y. 79, N.
80) 995; on M. for Oom., Amt. (Sir John Thompson) 6 m. h.,
neg. (Y. 55, N. 69) 1265 (i).

DoM. LANDs, COST OF MANAGIMENT : prop. Res. (Mr. Flynn) on conc.,
1607; neg. (Y. 39, N. 71) 1610 (ii).

FBRTILIsuEs, ARTIFIcIAL, REMovAL or DUTY (Mr. Mulock): prop.
Res., 93; neg. (Y. 71, N. 101) 105 (i).

FmsmuaiE ACT AMT. B. 129 (Kr. Tapper): on M. for 3, Amt. (r.
elis) 6 IM. h., 1118; Deg. (Y. 72, N. 108) 1125 (i).

DIVISIONS-Oontinued.
FisHmanEs AND TRADi RELATIONS WITH U.S.: prop. Res. (Xr. Laur-

ier) in Aut. to Oom. of dup , 323; neg. (Y. 65, N. 108) 423.
FwABomu, ELEOTORAL, ACT AIT. B. 4 (Sir John Thompson) : on M.

for 20, Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 986; neg. (Y. 75, N. 105) 1007; on
M. for 3°, Amt. (Mr. Charlton) 1279 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 88) 1280;
Amt. (Mr. Daese, P.E.J.) neg. (Y. 55, N. 88) 1280 (ii).

FRDE1R0TON AND ST. MARY'S BRIDGE0 o.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davie,
P. 9,I) on conc., neg. ( I. 33, N. 65) 1653; Amt. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1653; cono. in (Y. 66, N. 35)
1653 (i).

IMMIGRATION (EXPLOYMENT oF MR. SMYTH): prop. Res. (gr. Somer-
ville) on conc., 1613; neg. (Y. 39, N. 71) 1613 (il).

I.C.R. (WoaxiNG EXPENsEs AND REPAIas). Amt. (Mr. Davies) on
conc., 1605 ; neg. (Y. 39, N. 71) 1607 (ii).

INToxICATING LIQuons IN N.W.T. : prop. Res. (Mr. Fusher) in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 1331; neg. (Y. 53, N. 100) 1351 (ii).

JESUITS EsTATEs' ACT, DIsALLOWANCE: prop. Res. (Kr. O'Brien)
in Am. to Com. of Sup., 811; neg. (Y. 13, N. 188) 910 (il).

LoAN (3 per cent ) or 1888: prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1152 ; neg. (Y. 74, N. 117) 1169 (ii).

MARINE, 1EPT. (C. 0. CHIPMAN's SAL.ATR): prop. Res. (Mr. 1e-
Mullen) on conc., neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1614 (ài).

MILITIA CLOTHING: prop. Res. (Mr. Mulock) in Amt. to Com. of
Sup., 1553; neg. (Y. 54, N. 95) 1570 (il).

MouNTEr POLICE PENsIoNs B. 118 (Sir John A. Macdonald): on M.
for 20, Amt. (1r. Jones, Balsfaz) 1271 ; neg. (Y. 66, N. 106)
1277 (ii).

OCoAN STEAMSHIn SUBsIDIn (B.C. AND AUSTRAIrA): on M. to conc.
in Rep. of Com. of Whole, Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1425; neg.
(Y. 55, N 77) 1126 (ii).

OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RY.: Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) on
conc., 1604; neg. (Y, 39, N. 70) 1604 (ii).

PENITENTIABIES, REDUCTION o VOTE: prop. Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) on conc., neg. (Y. 47, N. 73) 1598 (ii).

PoSr OFFICE ACT AUT. B. 93 (Mr. laggart): on M. for 3*, Amt.
(Mr. White, Renfrew) neg. (Y. 55, N, 85) 1281 (ii).

PROHIBITION OF INTOxI0ATING LiQUoRs: Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brochville)
and Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Taylor) 89; neg. (Y. 58, N. 86) 261;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mill, Bothwc) neg. (Y. 35, N. 128) 267;
Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockv.Ue) agreed to (Y. 99, N. 59) 269 (i).

QUEEN'S COLLEGE (KINGETON) B. 46 (Mr. Kirkpatrick): M. for
eS agreed to (Y. 104, N. 37) 607 (i).

RAILWAYS AND ANALs, REDUCTION OF VOTE: prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) on conc., neg. (Y. 40, N. 73) 1603 (i).

RLCIPrOocITY (UeassTaboTEo) WITH U. 8.: prop. Res. (dir Richard
CartwrigQht) in Amt. to Com. of ;up., 468 ; neg. (Y. 77, N.
121) 739 ().

SAw LoGs, ExPoaR DUTYr: prop. Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt to Uom.
of Sup., 1585; neg. (Y. 51, N. 90) 1591 (ii).

SHBWANÂAIsHIO INDIANS, 8URRENDER or PiNe LANDS: prop. Res.
(Mr. Barron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1488; (neg. (Y.62, N.
91) 149 (i).

SHORT LIN RY. (HARVEY TO SALISBURY): prop. Res. (Mr. Weldon,
St. John) on conc, 1672; neg. (Y. 34, N. 70) 1678 (ii).

EUBSoIEs (MoUZY) TO RYs. B. 148 (Sir John A. Macdonald): on M.
for 3-, Amt. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) neg. (Y. 27, N. 48)
1686 (ii).

WRECKING (FoREIGN VESsELS AID) B. 2 (Mr. Kirkpatrick): on M.
for 30, Amt. (Mr. Charlton) 759; neg. (Y. 56, N. 108) 761 (i).

Divorce (Bagwell, Geo. McD.) B. No. 123 (Mr.
Brown). l0*, 871; 2° on a div., 1098 ; in Com. on a
div., 1233; 3° on a div., 1264 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 107.)

Divorce (Lowry, W. G.) B. No. 119 (Mr. Small).
1°*, 871; ° m., 992; .. neg. (Y. 79, N. 80) 995; M.
to restore to Order Paper, agreed to on a div., 1016;
21 on a div., 1160; M. for Com. and Amt. (Sir John
Thompson) 6 m. h., 1264; neg. (Y. 55, N. 69) and 3°
on a div., 1265 (ii). (52 Vie., c. 108.)

ivi



INDEX. ivil
Divorce (Middleton, W.) B. No. 125 (Mr. Small). E LEGT[OS-ontinVed.

J*, 871: 20 on a div., 1098 ; in Com. on a div., 1234; CODTROTItTaD ELEoTioYs, DATE Or R rPT » S 8PIRAeR 0F JUDGI8

M. for Com., 1264; Aimt. (Sir John Thompson) 6 m. h., ollaTIIICATES: M. for Ret.• (Mr. Mila, Bothwell) so3 ().

1261; ( . dCUMERLAND CONTROVERTED : Judge's Rep. (Mr. Speaker)1 (i).
126.; neg. (Y, 55, N. 69) and h° on a div., 1265 (ii). BALDIAND OONTROYSeI,, :aJUdge', Rep. (àr. Speaker) i (i).

(52 Vic., c. 109.) HALTON CONTROVERTND: Judge's Rep. (gr. Speaker) 1 (i).

Divorce (Wand, A.) B. No. 124 ( Mr. Smail. i*, HASTINGS (EAar) CONTROVYRTI: Judge'a Rep. (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
JOLIETTE C OETROVERTED: Judge'a Rep. (Kr. Speaker) 1 (i).

671; 20 on a div., 1098; in Com. on a div., 1234; 3° LAPRaiaa COSTROVRYED'.: Judge's Rep. (Mr. Speaker) I (i).
on a div., 1264 (ii). (53 Tie., c. 110.) HAKîI.oNou CoNTROVERTED :Judge's Rep. (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

Dom. Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. No. NOaTROxBERLAND (S AsT) O0NTROYURTED : Judge's Rep. (Ir

70 (Mr. Amyot). 1*, 29J (i). paRrMOU ) COTa VERTED : Supreme Court Judgment (Lr. Spdaker)
Dom. Elctions Act (Chap. 8 Rev. o9tatutes) Amt. B. 2 (1).

No. 28 (1fr. doncas). 1°, 79 (i). 8HELBORNi (ONTROVERTr): Judge's Rep. ( Vr. Speaker) 1 (i).
Dom. Lands A ct A.mt. B. No. 145 (Sir Bector Lan- SIMOoZ (EAST) OONTROVUETED : Judge's Rtp (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

gevin). 10*, 1462; 1O* and in Com., 1537; °*, 1629 Elevators and Hoists, prevention of Accidents
(ii). (52 Vic., c. 27.) B, No. 13 (Vr. MadlU. °*, 29; 2>*, 26à (i).

DoM. LANDS AoT AMT.: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 34, 762 (ii). EMPLOYÉS OF l'RoVlNCIAL AND FEDERAL Govrd, DUAL
OFFICEs ; Ques. (Sir. J)oyon) 625 (i).DoM. LANDS: Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to red ci O5

vote on cono., 16U7 (ii). Engineers (stationary) Examination and Li-
-- in Com. ol Sup., 1240, 1258 (ii). censing B. No. 8 (Mr. Cook). 1°, 17 (i); 2 em.,

Jom. Life Assurance Co.'s incorp. B. No. 21 1 (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., 1109; agreed to on

(Mr. Trow). 1°*, 47; 2°*, 170; in Com. and 3°*, 397
(i). (52 Vic., c. 95.) Enquiries concerning Public Matters further

Dom. LOANS REDUCED : in Com. of Sup., 204 (i). provision B. No. 72 (Sir John Thompson). 1*,
Dom. Mineral Co.'s incorp B. rNo. 80 (Mr. Kr- 303; 0, ir Com. and 3°*, 504 (i). (52 Vic, c. 33)

patrick), 10*, 3 -2; 2°*, 524 (); in Com. and b°- ES u1MAfý, lus : pr euLet, àtrIl. Psteri) du (i).
921 (ii). (52 ic., c. 102.) 'SUPPL. : presented, 1018, 1467, 1627 (ii).

---- c0Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 139 I (i).
DOM. PoLIcu, CoMMISSIONER'S REP.: presented (Sir John ESQUIMALT AND LEvIS GRAVING DOCKS: in Oom. of Sup.,

Thompson) 3 (i). 1232 (i).
- in Com. in Sup., 211 (i). ESQUIMAUX POINT TELEGRAPH LINE : Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 935.
DRAWBACK ON G09DS MANUFAOTURED FOR EXP3RT: M. for EXCHLQUER COURT CLERK: in Com. of Sup., 205 (i).

Ret.*F (Mr. Elis) 943 (i). Exchequer Court of Can. Act Amt. B. No. 109
DREDGINo: in Com. of Sup., 968; conc., 1448 1600 (ii). (Sir John Thompson). 1°, 589; 2°*, in Com. and 30*,
DREDGE "CAPE BRETON," COMPENSATION TO CAPTA IN AND 7c7 (i). (52 Vic., c. 38.)

LABORERS Ra LossEs: Ques. (àfr. Cameron) 427 (i) ExcIsu: in, Co. ofSup., 12 3 (i).
DREDGE LOST IN 817AITD OP NOaTHUMBERLAND: Ques. (Mr. iXPERIMENTAL FARM, OTTAWA, hXPENDITURE: M. for SLmnt.

C.ameron) 469 (i). (Mr. Mc Milan, Euron) 436 (i).
DR EDE "PRINcE EDWARD," CoST oF REPAIRS: M for R -- - COiST, &C. : Ques. (Mr. McMdlag, Huron) 225 (j)•

(à[r. Perry) 31 (i). M. for .Ret*., 235 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Perry) 302 (i). -- EXPENDITURE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cortwright) 428,PAYMENT TO CAPrAIN; Ques. (1fr. Perry) 30 (i). 525 (i).

DREsDEN TURNING GRoUND, IMPROVEMENTS: in Com. Of EXPERIMENTAL FARMs: in Com. of Sup., 288 (j), 971 (ii);
Sup., 151 (i). cono., 1538 (ii).

DRILL SB.ED AT BELLEVILLE, CONSTRUCTION: M. for Cor. EXPORTS AND IMPORTS: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart.(Mr. Burdett) 699 (i). wright) 24 (i).
DRILL SHEDS, CONSTRUCrIoN AND REPAIRS: in Com. Of Sup., EXPORTS TO GREAT BRITAIN vid U. S.: Qaes. (1fr. ils,

795 (i). Bothwell) 42ï {i).
DRILL P&y, MILITI&: cone., 1598 (ii). ExPORTS OF MANUFACTURES TO AUSTRALIA: Ques. (Sir
DRUMaOND oUNTY KR. Co.'à SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John Richard Cartwright) 1423 (ii).

A. Macdonald) 1572 ; in Com., 1634 (îi). Expropriation. See "LANDS."
DURDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAMISED IROAD: M. for Cor, Etditio SéeilCRINAL LAw."

&. (Mr. Bai,, Wentworth) 34 (i). Exritin.S ee "CNL LAW.
- SuavEy : Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 1628 (ii). FABRiE, MR., ALARY AND CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of Sup.,
Edmundston and Florenceville Ry.Co.'s incorp. 1179, 1561 (hi).

B. No. 88 (Mr. Landry). 10*, 379; 2°*, 510. (). FARLEY, GUNNER, CLAIM FOR Los oF HoruE : M. for Bot.
RLECTORAL LISTS, AMOUNT EXPENDED IN PREPAIRING, &c.: (Mr. Fisher) 433 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 30, 33 (i). FAuMERS, FRAUDS UPoN : M. for Sp. Oom. (hfr. Brown) 16 (i).
ELECTIONS: FE8 PAID LAW FIRMs in QuTABEO: Ques. (14r. T'urcot) 347.

OEEmOtEI suoTioIs Aor AuT. :;Quem. (r. 4 mpot) 228 (i). PzaoGUo , Mu., LEG AL EXPuNS ; i nCom. of Sup., 51 (1).



lviii INDEX
FERTILISERS, ARTIFICIAL, REMOVAL o7 DUTT : prop. "të.

(Kr* Muloek) 87 (i).
Deb. (Vr. Hallj 38; (Ir. Case) 39; (Vr. Afmitrong) 40; (gr. Me

MXÈdan, Huron) 40; (Mi. Sprould) 41 ; (i.. >'ishe.) 4; (Ktr. Fer.
guot&, Welandj 4â ; (iMessr. lRaggart, Wleh and Bain, Went-
worth) 44; (1r. Foster) 45; (Mr. Ml11) 46; (Ur. Éfsdòhaid,
.iuron) 93; (Mi. Bmith, Ont) 96; (Mr. Mulock) 97 ;4(gr- $pPbue)
98; (Mr.Daviea, P. Ê. 1) 99; (Kr. Calinsg) 99; (Sir Richard
darItrght) 101 ; (Mr. McMullen) 101 ; (Ur. Porter) 102 ; (1r.
Manon) 103; (Mr. Semple) 104; nëg. (Y. 71, N. 101) 105 (i).

FIF'IEN-POINT (P.E.I.) BR1AKWATERt, SURtËir: Ques. (Kr.
Perry) 1423 (ii).

FINANCE AND TREAsuiY BoA1iD: in Com. of Sup., 66 (i).
FIN ANCE:

BUDGET SPEECHES, COST : M. for Ret (1r. L andrkin) '0 (i).
BuoDti Tuse: Aanial Stmtement (gr. Poser) 46 (i).
BUDGET SPEEcH, PRINTING IN FRENCH: Ques (Ir. Bergeron) 171 (i).
O. P. R. Co.' SALS Or $15,000,000 MORTGAGE BONDS, RECEIPrS

FRON SALE : M. for Ret. (gr Ste. Marie) 436 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. 8te. ari-) 841, 1363 (ii).

- INTEUSsT DUE oN $:5,000,000 Bons: Ques. (Mr d#ar)
348 (i).

COXBOLIDATED ÉUND, RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES: 1. for Ret. (3ir
Richrd Cartwrigt) 24 Q).

INTEREsT ON SINEING FUND, AxOUNTS CHARGID kAtAIST: Ques. (Wr.
Charlton) 1963 (i).

.oAN (à per cent.) or 1888: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 944,
1044 (il).

- on M. for Com. of Sup., Remarks (Sir Richird Cartwright)
946 (ii).

- prop. Res. (Sir Richard dartwright)lin Amt. to Com. of Sup.
1147, 1160 (il).

- PAR. IN PROSPECTUS re SINKING PtID: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1328 (i).

- ÂNoUNTs RECEyIVD ON ACCOUNT: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard
caJrtwrght) 30 ().

MENNONITE IMMIGRANTS LoAN: prep. Res. (Ur. Carling) 1146 (ii).
PUE. Aects. :M. (gr. Rykert) to ref. toPub Acete. Gom , 47 (i).
-- presented (Ift. Fostr) 2 (1).
SUBSIDT TO P.E I.: Ques (Mr. Ferry) 15 ().
SUÈWAY, STRAITS op NORTHUMBTRLAND: Ques (Mr. Perry) 16 (i).
TRADE GoiMMISSIONER TO S uAmErA: Ques. (1

4
r. McMallin) 30 (i)

Fire-Arms, &c., Improper Use Act (Chap. 148
B.R . Statutes) Amt. B. No. 184 (Kr. Bown). 10*,
1221 (ii).

First Offenders. See "CRIMINAL LAw."
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 104 (Ur. Dickey). 1'¥, M24.
Flaheries Act (Chap. 95 Bev. &atutes) A nt. B.

No. 129 (Mr. Tupper). 1°, 1111; 2°* and in Goin,
1045; 3° m, 1117; Amt.(Mr. Effs) 6 . b.,11ÍZ;
neg. (Y. 72, N. 102) and 30, 1125 (ii). (53 7c., c. 24.)

Fisherman (sfety) better soctrity B. No. 193
(Mr. Jones, Halfax). 10*, 1180 (ii).

FinaaIES AND TRAD1f RELATIONS WITU U S.: prOp. Re.
(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. tc Com. of Sa p., 323 (i).

Deb. on Res. (Sir Jkeh A. Mcdoksud) 329; (Kfr Mdlls, Bothme)
832; (gr. Foter) 337; (Mr. Edgar) 34; (Ur. Mabdonali,
Huron) 385; (Vr. Jones, Ja4faz) 390; (Vr. Kenny) 395; (Ur.
itchell) 397; (fr. Cas y) 401; (Mr. Daviëf, P B.!.) 404; (Sir

John Thompson) 411; (Sir Richird Carteright> 419; Am. né.
(Y. 65, N. 108) 423 (i).

FI1RIELS:
"ADANU," SEinuE or, PAPuRs, &C : Remarks on adjnmi. (Mr.

Mitchell)'1, 1463' (ii);
ARTEABASKA, FISHERY OVeRSEER, APPOfrTNNT : (Que..) (r.

Turcot) 302 (i).
BAss lisiu.a PEnî.tuîrs, LAxE ERIE: Ques. (r., Charkton) 1081 (ii).
Buifmiusä SEA FiaImaRis, pROoLltAtidN ol U. S. OTT. Q:uies.

-- emarks (Mr. ihU) 811 (41)

FISHERIES-Ç,inued.
BOUNTIES To FUHMExN in COM. of Sap., 139 (1).
FaHEERY BouxTr OLAImu in P. E. I.: M. for Ret. (Mr. MeIntyre)

434 (i)
- CoxissIouiEa (ASSISTANT) P. E I., APPOINTME*T : QueS.

(Ir. Perry)171 (i).
-- OvERsEER, in AaTHAAsxA, REvENUEs, SALABY AN Ex-

PENSES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Tureot) 80 (i).
PISa, FOREIGU, CHANGE IN BONDING SYSTEN: Que. (Mr.

Eisenhauer) 224 (i).
FISImNG LWiENSES ON THE NATASBHQUAN: Ques. Mr, (Fiset) 1533,

1627 (ii).
-- ONT. IsL AND WATERS-: M. for Ret. (Mr. Dawson) 82 (i).

tRIvaR MATANE : Ques. (gr. Oasgrain) 171 (i).
FIsE PROPAGATION IN N. W. T.: Ques. (Ir. Daein) 740 (i).
FISEING REGULATIOEE IN BERTHIER: M. for copies (Mr. Beausoei)

743 (1).
FISrnNG RIGETS IN MATÂNE RIESR: M. fcr (or. (Mr. Casgrain) 938.
LoBSTER AND OYSTER oMMISSION: in oim. of Sup., 159 (i).
LOBSTER FACTORIES IN P.E.I., NUmuaR, &C. : M. for Ret. (Ir. Perry)

31(t).
MATANE RIVER FISHING PRIVILEG ES: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 469 (i).
fodus Vivendi: Remarks, 30 (i), 811 (ii).

SALMON RIVERS in Qui., LEAsEs, &C., Ques. (gr. Iangelitr, Quebee)
224 (i).

8MELT FIsRING IN THE KIRAMICKI: in Com. of SUp., 140 (i).
FisE IMPORTED IN BoND FOR EXPORT: M. for Cor. (Gen. Lattrie)

1082 (ai).
FISE IMPORTS IN BOND, EXPLANATION: (Ir. Eisenlauer) 1099 (ii).
FIsEERIEs IN LuNESSuR G oUNTY: M. for Cor. (Kr. Eisenhauer) 940.

FLOUR DUTIES, INCRE 1sE: Quep. (Mûr. Mvlock) 1115; rem:rrk,
1721 (ii).

Foreign Vessels. SeeI" WRECKiNG."
Poresters, Independent Order (Supreme

Court) incorp. B. No. 74 (Mir. Jamieson). 1°*,
322; 2°*, 397; in COm., 754; 3°*,793(i); Sen. Amts.

cone. in, 1233 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 104.)
FORESTRY CoMMISEIONER: in Com. of Sup., 1253 (ii).
FORTIFICATIONS AT ESQUIMALT, COL. O'BRIEN'S REP.: QUeB.

(Mr. Prior) 1146 (ii).
FRANCIT'sE AOT, AMOUNT EXPENDED FOR VARIOUS SERVICES:

M. for Rut.* (Mr. Charlion) 393 (i).
- EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 1511 ; conc., 1615 (ii).

Franchise, Eleotoral, Act (Chap. 5 Bey. Btatures)
Amt. B. No. 4 kbir John Thompson). 10*, 14 (i);
2° rM., 980; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 986; further conedrn.
ramd., 996; Amt. neg. (Y. 15, N. 105) 1007; 20 and
in Cem., 1008, 1019, 1125 ; 3° m., 1278; Amt. (Mr.
Charlton) 127.9; neg. (Y. 59, N. 88) 1280; Amt. (Mr.
Davies) neg. (Y. 55, N. 88) 1280; 3°*, 1281 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 9.)

Deb. on M. for 2° (Messrs. Laurier and Edgar) 980; (Mr. Charlton)
981; (iesars. White, Renfrew and Colter) 982; (Kr. Mille, Both-
well) 983; (Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr. Laurier) 985 ; Âmt.
(Mr. Laurier) 986 (ii).

Deb. on Amt. (Sir Richrd Cartwright a-id Mr. Mitchell) 98; (Mr.
Weidon [St. Juhn] and lc Mullen) 989; (Mr. Colter) 1000; (Mr.

Valy) 1001; (Messra. Macdonald [Huron] and Muiock) 1002;
(Mesîrs. Denison and Wàldie) 1005; (Messrs. L2vergne, Platt
and Barron) 1006; (Mr. Camnpbell) 1007; Amt. neg (Y. 75, N.
105) 1008 (ûi).

Fraud. Se " MILa," "TRiE PEDDLERS, &0."
FRAUDULEBN? PRaVTIOnE CoM.: M. (Mr. Brown) for Sp.

Comn., 10.
- . to reduce quorum, 222 (i)

Free List, Articles controlled by Combines B
EA 6 (Er. dgtr.). l 248 (i).



ITDEX. 16
FREE LIST EXTENSION (GRAINS AND SReS): prop. Reg.

(Mr. Platt) 684 (i)..
Deb. on Res. (Wr. Me illas, Huren) 684; (Wesrs. Hart, kCh rl-

t'on and qomervilk) 685; (Wr. Ifulock )886; (Ir. Bowelt) 686. 692;
(Mesars. T'aylor, Scriver and Sproule) 687; (Wessrs. Rowand and
Gen. Lawrie) 688; (Mr. Platt) 689; (Messrs. Kirkpatrick and
Nc.Neill) 690; (Mesrs. Casey, Lapi*rkin ad Hesson) 691;
(Mr. Gillmor) 692 (i).

FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY'S BRIDGE C O 'S CUB;MTY: prop
Reg. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1619 Qii)

FREIGHT RATES, 1. C. R. : in Com. of Sup., 1094 (ii).
FREIGHT TRANSIT THBLIUGH CANADA : prop. M. (Mr. ives)

for SA. Com., 87; Order read, 591 (i).
FRUITS AND SEEDS, IMPORTED PROM U. S., VALUE, &c.: Que'.

(Mr. Boyle) 224 (i).
FRUIT BASKETS AND BoxEs, A MOUNT op DUTY COLLECTED:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 304 (1).
FRUIT GROWING INTEREST (DEVELOPIENT): in COm. Of SUp,

1513 (ii).
GANNON NARROWs FLOATING BRIDGE : Ques. (Mr. Barron)

1627 (ii).
GAS (NATURAL) IN WESTERN ONT., MR. COSTE'S REP

Ques. (Mr. Ferquson, Welland) 468 (i).
General Inspection Act (Ohap. 99 Rev. Statutes)

Amt. B. No. 137 (Mr. Costiqan). 1°, 1336; 2°* and
in Com., 1398 ; 30*, 1399 (ii). 52 (Vic., c. 17.)

GEOLrGTCAL SURVEY : in Com. of Snp , 58 (i), 1079 (ii).
GOOD FRIDAY, ADJMNT.: Remarks, 12ý5; M. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 1330 (ii).
GOVT. ADVERTISîNG: in Com. of Sap., 1236 (ii).
GOVT. BUSINESS: M. to take in Saturday (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 1534 (ii).
-- Thursday (Sir Hector Langevin) 423 (i).

Wednesday (Sir Hector Langev"n) 653 ().
Monday (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1181 (ii).

GOVT. IN N. W. T. (EXPENSE): in Com. of Sap., 1119 (ii).

GOVT. STEAMERS, MAINTENANCE, &C : in Co. O(f Sup., 971.
GoV. GEN.'S SEORETARY'S OPrIOE: in QOip. of Sap, 49 (i).
GOWAN, HON. J. R., SENATOR, PENSION: Quos. (Mr. Cook)

676 (i).
GOWANLOCK, MRS : in Oom. of Saip., 792 (i),

GRAND NARROWS BRIDGE (C. B.) PAPERO RESP-0TING: Re-
marks (1fr. Flynn) 1266 (ii).

GRAND RIVER BRIDGE AT YORK: QUe. (Kr. 001ter) 171 (i).
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Coller) 304 (i).

G. T. R., PETITIONS PROM SHARHoLDaI8: Quo. (lir.

Shanly) 1081 (ii).
------ GEORGIAN BAT AND LAKE BRIE RY. 00.'S SUBSIDY.:

(Sir John A. Maclonald) 1573; in Com., 1637 (ii),
GRAVING DOCK, KiNoSTON: in Com. of Sup., 801 (i).
GRAZING LEXSES CANCELLED IN N. W. T.: Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 935 (ii).
GREAT EASTERN Ry. CO.'S SUBSIDY: M. for PetS, RepS., &C.

(Mr. Rinfret) 20 (i).
prop. Re8. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1072; in Com.,

1634 (ii).
GREAT NORTEREN' Ry., ENGrsEER'S REP.: Ques. (Mr. Gautl-

ier) 370 (i).
Great North-West Ry. Co. Bee "ALBERTA AND

£TgAJ3ASCA,"

Great North-West CentralBy. (Je.'s Incorp. Aot
Amt B. No. 99 (Mr. Dalv). 1°*, 369; 2°*, 510;
in Oom. and 3°*, 755 (). (52 Vc, c. 67.)

GaIprrn, W. H., Ex DEP. P. M. G.: in C0mn ofSup., 1453 (ii).
GROSSE, J o01- A., EMPLOTMENT BT GOVT.: (fr. Wilson,

Biqin) 171 (i).
GROVFR T. M., POSTMASTES AT M0op35, DIRMISSAL: . for

Ret.* (Mr. 04uay) 9443 (ii),
HAGGART HON. JORN G., MEMBRR POR NoRTu JLANARK:

introdneed. 1 (i).
HALDIMA'D CONTROVERTSD FLECTIoN: JuDdgo'ß iep. (Mr.

speaker) 1 (i).
HALIFAx, AC00MMODATION AT (T. 0. 'R): in Om. Of Sup.,

1048 (ii).
HIALIFAX GRAVING DOCK: inCom. Of St0P, 80 (i).
HALTON, RE T DP MUBsuR: notifoation (Ur. Speak#r) i (i).
HAMEL. See 'Lras."
Hamilton Central Ry. Co.'s B. No. 39 (Mr. McKay).

1I*, 191; 2°f, 299; in Co, and 0*, 500 (i). (52
Vic, c 76 )

HAPB'RS AND RIVERRn: in Co. of Sup., 807 (1), 018, 931,
1447, 1528; one ., 1579. 1615 (ii).

Harvey to Salisbury. See 'SHRÔT LîrE "
UABTINQS (EAST) CONTROVEBTED ELECTION; Jadg0'S Rep.

(Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
Hawkesbury Lumber Co.'s incorp. B. No. 20

(Mr. Labrosse). 1°*, 47; 2°*, 170; in Com. and 3c*,
397 (i), (52 Vic., c 99 )

REALTU, PUBLIC, PRECAUTIONAaY MEASURES: in OOM. Of
Sup., 933 (ii)

BEALTu STATISTIOS: in CoM. of Sup, 287 (i); cone,, 1598.
HEBEN RIVER TO YOUNG'S MILL RY SUBIDT prop. Re.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Con.. 1616 (ii).
HEREFORD RY. CO. AND PAYMENT OF EIMPLOYti: Quei. (Mr.

Bernier) 1017 (ii).
--- SUBniDyt. prnp. Res. (Sir John A Macdonald) 1579;

in Com , 16 R (ii).
HIomEY WH taR (P. E BI.) REpuAhs: Que, (Ur. Welsh) 621.
uIDE AND LEATHER INSPECTOR, VONTREAL: M. for Paperi,

&e. (1fr. (urran) 23 (i).
HIGH O'MMLI88TONER'8 OrpIîE: in 0om. of Sup., 151, 196

(1), 1503, 1597 (il).
HOME RULE FOR TRELAND: Re8. (r., Oook) allowed to Stand,

804 (i).
HOMERTEAD INSPECTORS 1 ;MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for Reps.

(Ur. McMullen) 22, 29 (1).
EOlper I sLAPD, GEORGIAN BAY, SALE: Ques. (gr. B'rron)

Ô90 (i).
HOPITAL DUES ON SHips, COLL ECTIN: Qune (Mr. Lépine)

302; M. for Ret.*, 303 (1).
House of Commons Act (07bo 13 evisd Statutes)

Amt. B. No. 108. (Sir John Thompson). 10, 59;
2°* and in Corn, 785; 30*, 787 (i) (53 Vie., c. 11.)

HOUSE OF COMMION'S:
A aDDgas z ANa. To SPuuon, B: Nis E'x.s RePLY, 323 (.

Asuîwtsorwu (E &u-r) Rer. or mimsia: notification (4r. Speaker) 1.
BILLS ASUrTED TO, 745 (i), 1286, 1726, (il).
BILLS, RoYAL Assux, oOznUcOr TroN RaOM Gov. Gu.'a Sao., 1262.
- LITTUS raOU GoY. G38's 8Sc. ( Kr. Ppebker) 739 ().
Brsurass or Tre Housa: Remarks (Sir57ol4 4ap4oqq;4) 269 ().
CA8DWNL4, Lam, qr ifmaks ; ptiP.r. r Q.



INDEX#
roUSE oF E 00M ONs-Oontinued.

CARînoo RIT oF MEîuuR : notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
CoLoNsTE RT. op NEfvnuR: notifieition (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
CUM37RLAND, RET. OF ME la R ': notification (gr Speaker) 1 (i).
DEsATES, OFFICIAL. Se general beading.
Divisiox LIsT, CORRECTION (Wr. Mari) 1330 (ii).
HALDIMAND, RET oF MEuBER: notification (Ur. Spe6ker) 1 (i).

ALToN, RIT. OP MEMBER: notification (Mr. Speaker) I ()
iN CoM. o SUP.: 270 (i), 1362, 1511, 1615 ; cone , 1591 (i).
INTERN&L ECONONT COMMISSION- Mes3. from His Et., 29 (i).
JOLTUITTE, RIT. oF MuNBER: notfiCation (gr. Speaker) 1 (i).

KING' Co, P E.I, REPRUSENTATION: prop. Res. (Ur. Taylor) chal-

1enging Siiat, 169 (i).
LÂANii (SoUTH) RET oF MEMBuRu: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

LEGISLATIVE FOONOMY, JOINT CoM.: f (Sir ector Langevin) 782 (i).
- REP. o JOINT CoM. : Ques. (Ur. Kirkpatrick) 1669 (i).

LIBRARY oF PARLT. : M. for Joint Com (Sir Hect>r Langevin) 17 (i).

- REP. OF JOINT LiBR RIANs : presented (Ur. Speaker) 3 (i).

MEMEUR i INTRODUCED, 1, 3, 13, 29, 33 ().

MEMBEss' SESSIONAL INDEMNITYT: Remarks (Mr. Jone8,Halifoz) 1710.
MasRAGUS PROM hi IEXCELLENCT, 29, 312 (i), 1018, 1467, 1627 (if).
MONTREAL (EAsT) RET,. OP EMBEU': notification (Ur. Speaker) 1 (i)

NICOLET, RUT. OP MsMBER: notifi-,%tion (Mr. Spezker) I (i),

NORTHU17 N BLAND (EAST) RET. or MEMBER : notification (Mr. Speaker)
1 (1)

PAIRs: Personal explanation (Ur Trow) 1574 (ii).

PARLIAMENT : Opening, 1 (i); Prorogation, 1727 (ii).

PIcToU, RIT. oF MEMBR : notificition (Mr. qpeaker) 1 (i).
PRINTING: 9. for Joint Oom (Sir John . Macdonald) 19 (i).

PRIVILEGE, QUE4 oP (1r. Prow) MENBER LEAVING SEAT DURING VOTE:

remiarks 249 (i).
PRoRoGATION, COMMUdI10ATION FROM Gov. GE's. SE0., 1711 (ii).

PRovINoHER, RIT. Or MMxBER: notification (Ur Speaker) 2 (i).
SELECT STANDING (oMMITTUEs See general heading.
SHELBURNE, RET. OP MEMBER : notification (Ur. Speaker) 1 (1).

SITTINGs OFTH& HoUft: prop. R3s. (Mr. Charlton) not to sit after 12
o'clock, 432, 526 (i).

SPEECH PROM THE THRoNE : Rep. (fr. Speaker) 2(i).

TODD's PARLIAMENTARY GoVr., DISTRIBUTION TO K1EMBERS (Mr.

La Rivière) 1600 (i).
VÂNANOINs: notifiiation (Wr. Rpeaker) 1 (i).

HUBERT, M[ss ANNABELL&A, COMPENSATION FOR EXPROPRI-
ATION oF LAND: QQes. (Gen. Laurie) 8il (i).

Hune"N's Bvy RY. AND MAN. REPUDIATION: QUeS. (Mr.
.Davin) 1628 (ii).

HURON TRIBE oF LORETTE INDIANS: M. for Cor.* (Mr.
Langelier, Montmorency) 33 (i).

IMMIGRATION. See " AGRICULTURE," " SUPPLY," &C.

INDI&NS:
AGENT AT OAUGHNAWAGA, SALARY: Ques. (Ur. Doion) 1264 (ii).

ANNUITIEs TO INDIANS, ARRMAUs ;M. for Oor., &C. (Kr. O(YBrien)

937 (ii).
BEEP SUPPLIES, INDIAN kGîNOIoS, NM. W. T.: M. for copies of Tenders

(gr. Edgar) 912 (ii).
BRusAYLOR TALF-BREEDS, CLAIVS FoR bLossEs : Ques. (Mr. Watsoe,)

1082 (ii).
- COMPENSATION FoR Loss s: Ques (Ur. Xills, Bothwell) 348
CAUGNŽeAWAGA INDIANS, ELECTION OF COUNOILLORS : QUes. (Mr.

Doyon) 427 (i).
- SuavEY oF RusuaRv: Ques. (gr. Doyon) 468 (i).
- AGENTd' SALART: Ques. (Ufr. D0yon) 1265 (ii).

TUDIAN AFFARm: deptl. Rep., presented (Wr. Pewiney) 29 (i).
LANOD, GRAND RIVER., CATUGA, SALES, &.: M. for Ret* (Ur.

Coter) 304 (i).
RusRVs, SALE oF PINE TxIM iR: Ques. (Ur Barron) 20, 30 ().

SHAWANAKISKIC INDIANS, SURRENDER oF PINe LANDs: prnp. Res.
(fr. Barron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1488 ; neg. (Y. 63, N
91) 1494 (ii).

TRaATIES, ASSIGMENT oF LANDO: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
841 (ii).

RossEAU Rivua INDIAN RusuavB, CHANGE or LoCATION : Ques.
(Mr. La Rivière) 347 ().

Six NATION INDIANs, SALE oF LANODs; Qusa. (Kr Coler) 428 ().

TI"DUSTRIAL ScROOLP, MN.: in Coim. of Supc, 1177 (ii).

Inland Revenue Act (0h,7p. 34 Rev. Statutes)
Amt. B. No. 139 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 1221;
in Com , 1269; 1° of B, 1269; 2°* end in Com., 1397;
30*, 1398 (ii). (52 Vc., c. 15.)

INLAND REVENUE DEPT.: in Com. of Sap., 66 (i).
correction (%Ir. Costiqan) 17 (i).

--- lRep. presentd (Mr. Ccstigan) 3 (i).
INSPECTORS OF HULLS, NAMES, &C., OF COMMISSIONERS, &C.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 911 (il).
INSPECTORS, REGISTRARS' AND CLERKS' SALARIES, N. W. T.:

in Com. of Sap., 1180, 1215 (i).
TNSURANCE: in Com. of Sup., 1361 (il).
Interest Act Amt. B. No. 132 (Sir John Thompson).

1l*, 979; 2°, 1130; in Com and 3°*, 1330 (ii). (52

Vic., ci 31.)
Interest Act (Chap. 127 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B.

No. 10 (Mr. Landry). 10, 19 (i).

INTEREST ON SINK[NG FUND, AM)UNTS OHARGED AGAINST:

Qies. (Mr. Charlton) 1863 (ii).

INTERIOR I)EPT.: in Com. of Su p., 58 (i), 1502 (il).

INTERCOLONIAL RXILWAY:
CAPITAL ACCOUNT, EXPENDITURE: Ques. (3ir Richard Cartwright)

676 (i).

DINING RO0MA AT "TATION', TCNDERS : Ques. (11r. Guay) 428 (i).

FRENCH L&NOUAGE : Qn3s. (1fr. Choqueltr) 29 (i).
INDIANTOWN BRANE, CLAIM OP ALLAN WRIGHT.: 1. for Cor.* (Mr.

Mitchell) 1091 (ii).
MCDONALD, A R., SUPERINTENDENT, PET. PROU EM'LoYis: Ques.

(Wr. Choquette) 218 (i).
NOIL, FORTIN, ACCIDENT To: M. for Rep. (Wr. Fi8et) 303.

M fr Ret., *304 ().

PICTou BRANCH Ry., TOTAL CosT: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 302,

348 (-).
RECEIPtrs AND EXPENDITURES, Rou OPINING To DATE: Ques. (1r.

(h'iqette) 427 (i).
REDUCT3N 0F VOTE: COnC., 1601 (ii).
REPAIRS AND WORKING EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 1074, 1496 (ii).

ROLLING SToCK: Cone., 1614 (ii).
ST. CHARLES BRANEH RY., TOTAL OosT: Ques. (Mr. Mcéaullen)

302 (i).
- ENTIRE COST: M. for Ret." (Wr. McWaliea) 913 (ii).

RUMMUR FREIGHT RATIs: Renma-kS, 1330, 1535 (ii).

INTERIOR:
BALLOr IN N.W.T., LEGISLA.rION Que@. (Mr. Elgar) 525 (i).

BiER (4 per cent.) IMPORTED INTO 9.W. T.: Ques. (Mr. Davis) 525.
CANTEEN AT REGINA BARRACKS: Qaes. (Kr. Davin) 1082 (il).

DEECHENEs, LUDGIR MIVILL, AMOUNTS PAID Pou SURTETs IN N.WT.:

Ques. (Mr. Msdill) 1327 (ii).

DoM LANDS ACT AMT. : Ques. (Mr. Danin) 34, 762 (i).
GRAzING LEAsEs CANCELLED IN ALBERTA: Ques. (Ur. Edgar) 935.
HOMEsTEAD INsPECTORS, MAN. AND N. W. T.: M. for Reps., Ac.

(Wr. Mc fullen) 22, 29 (i).
HORsE ISLAND, GEORGIAN BAY, SALE: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 590 (i).
INDIAN TREATIMS, SURRENDIR Or LANDs: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 841 (if).

CLUERKs EMPLOTID IN DEPT. : Ques. (fr. Weldon, S. Joh) 1328 (11).

Là CLOCHE ISLAND, SALE: Ques. (Ur. Barron) 428 (i).
- PRoVINCIAL CLAINS: Ques. (àfr. Barros) 1081 (ii).

LAND BOARD, WINNIPEG: in Com.. ofSup., 59, 65 (i).

LIquo PERITs IN N.W. T., CoR., kA. : M.for copies (Wr .Tamiesn)
550 (i).

MORMON SETTLXE2NT IN N.WT. : Qua. (Mr. Doyon) 980 (ii).
MOUNTED POLICE CommissîoEia's RIP. : presented (Sir John

Thompson) 169 (1).
- DîsuRTIoNs DURING Tas YsARs: M. for ReOt. (Ur. Davis)

303 (i).
--- PUSIsREUNT or QoiNsTABI.s: . for Rot. (Mr. DoeWà) 429.

lx
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ORDNANCE LANDs, Qua., EXTENSION OP STREETS : M. for Pets., Cor.,
&c., (r. Langelier, Quebec) 943 (il).

ST. L AWRENe RIVER ISLANDS, SALI: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 34 (i).
SCRIP (LAID) OUTsTANDING: Ques. (Mr. Mulock) 347, 525 (i).
STIPHENEOiN, Rurus, EMPLOYMENT BY GOvT.-: Ques. (Mr. Brien) 223.
SITTLns (OLD) OLAIRs IN MAN.: Ques. (Ur. La Rivière) 1533 (ii).
SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OP THE WOODs, SALE : Ques. (Mr. Barron)

426 (i).
TowN SiTES, IN N.W.T., RECIIPTE FROX SALEs: M. for Ret.* (Kr.

Davin) 29 (i).
INTERNATIONAL RY. Co. AND C. P. R.: Ques. (Mr. Jones,

ffalifax) 169 (i).
CO.'s SUBSIDY, DISTRIBUTION : M. for O. C.'s, &c.,

(Mr. Jones, Ralifax) 943 (i).
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION : Mess. from His Ex, 29 (i).
INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN N. W. T.: prop. Res. (Mr. Fisher)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1331 (ii).
Deb. on Res. (Sir John Thompson) 1336; (Mr. Macdowali) 1338; (gr.

Laurier) 1340; (Mr. Mitchell) 1342; (1fr. Davin) 1342; (Sir Don-
ald Smith) 1344; (1fr. Davies, P. E. 1.) 1345; (Messrs. Kirk,
Taylor and Freemzn) 1346; (fMessrs. Armsirong and Dewdney)
1347; (Mfr. Bain, Wentworth) 1348 ; (Mr. Jamieson) 1350; (Mr.
Sproule) 1351; neg. (Y. 53, N. 100) 1351 (ii).

--- See " PROHIBITION."
IRONDALE, BANCROFT AND OTTAWA R. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prOp.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396 ; in Com., 1500 (ii).
JAMEs, MR. JUSTICE, LEAVE oF ABSENCE : Ques. (Mr. Mac-

donald, Victoria) 525 (i)..
JESUITS' ESTATES ACT: Ques. (Mr. Barron) 79 (i).

Remarks (Mr. O'Brien) 384 (i).
Remarks (Mr. Barron) 436, 524 (i).
PAPERS RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Barron) 526 (i).

-- Mi. O'BRIEN's RES.: remarks (Mr. Lauridr) 675 (i).
--- PAPERS PRESENTED (Sir John A. Macdonnld) 701 (i).

DAY FOR DISCUsSION: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 740 (i).
--- TEST 0F LEGALITY: Ques. (X r. Barron) 1327 (ii).

JESUITS'ESTATES ACT, DISALLOWANCE: prop.Res.
(Mr. O'Brien) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 811 (i).

Deb. on Res. (Mr. Rykert) 816; (Mr. Barron) 828; (Mr. Wallace)
834; (Mr. Colby) 836; (Ufr. Mitchell) 839; ( Mr. McCarthy) 842;
(Sir John Thompson) 856; (Mr. McNeill) 869; (Mr. Mills, BoAth-
weli) 872 ; (Mr. Charlton) 883 ; (1fr. Malock) 892 ; (Mr. Scriver)
893 ; (Ur. Sutherland) 895; (Ur. MeMullen) 896; (Mr. Laurier)
897; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 903; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 908;
neg. (Y. 13, N. 188) 910 (i).

JOIETTE CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep. (Mr.
Speaker) 1 (i).

DiSTRICT JUDOE, APPOINTMENT; Ques. (Mr. lhérien)
170 (i).

-- MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACT: Ques. (Kr. .Yeveu) 762.
--- RET. 0F MEMBER: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

JOBIN, ACIHILLES, DISMISSAL : Qres. (Mr. Perry) 348 (i).
JONES' CREEK, LEEDs, ONT., PETS., &C.: M. for copies (Mr.

Taylor) 540 (i).
JONES, SIMEON, SUMS PAID As TRADE COMMISSIONER: Ques.

(Mr. McMullen) 30 (i).
JUDGES' SALARIES.: in COm. Of Sup., 206 (i).

LEGISLATION: Ques. (Kr. Davies, P. E. I.) 1629 (ii).
Judges' (Provincial) Salaries Act (Chap. 138 Rev.

Statutes) Amt. B. No. 150 (Sir John Thompson).
Res. prop., 557 (i); M. for Com., 1681; in Com., 1°*
and 2°* of B., 1688; in Com. and 30*, 1689 (ii). (52
Vic., C. 39.)
9

lxi
JUGEMENTS DU CONSEIL SOUVERAIN, VOL. IV: in COm. Of

Sup, 1453 (ii).
JUKES, DR., MEDICAL SERVICES: in Com. of Sap., 1571 (ii).

JUSTICE:
BAR oF Quunîc, DIsALLOWANOE OF ACT, O. C.'s., &o.: M. for copies,'

(Mr. Aangelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).
0. P. R., RAILWAYS CROssuN IN MANITOBA, VALIDITY OP ACT:

Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 20 (i).
CANADA TEMPIRANCE ACT, DISTRIBUTION OF FINES: Ques. (Mr.

Barron) 1533 (il).
- Ques. (Mr. Roome) 80 (1).
OORRUPT PRAcTIcIs TRIALS, INSTRUOTIONS TO 0UJsIL : Ques. (Kr.

Plati) 427 (1).
COUNTY COURT JUDGBs FOR B. C., APPOINTMENNT: Que. (Mr. Mara)

80 (i).
CRIMINAL Làws, DISTRIBUTION TO JUSTICUs OF THE PEACE: Queos.

(Mr. Bernier) 171 (i).
DEEsNC OP INDIAN CHARGED WJTJH SHOOTING: Ques. (1r. MeMul-

leni) 935 (ii).
DisALLOWANC OPv QUînzo ACTE, O. C's.,-&c.: M. for copies*

(gr. I,angelier, Montmorency) 303 (1).
DOm. POLICE COMxIssIONmR's REP. : presented (Sir John Thomp-

son) 3 (i).
GOWAN, HON. J. R, SINATOR, PENSION : Ques. (Mr. Cook) 676 (i)
JAMES, MR. JUSTICE, LiAvE oF Aîshiac: Que.. (Mr. Macdonald,

Victoria) 525 (1).
JESUITS' ESTATE ACT. Se# general heading.
JOLIETTE DISTRICT JUDGI, APPOINTXINT : Que. (1fr. Thérien) 170 (i).
JUDooî' SALARIES: in Com. Of BUp, 206 (1).

- LEGIsLATION : Ques. (Kr. Daviea, P.R&I ) 1629 (ii).
LARUE, OAsGRAIN, AuGE & BAMIL, LAW FIEs PAID: Ques. (1r.

Turcot) 347 (i).
LEBOURDAIS BRUS., COR. re TRIAL: Ques. (fr. Casgrain) 16 (i).
LEGAL EXPINSES : in Com. of Sup., 49 (1), 1455, 1597 (ûi).
MAaISTRATES, DISALLOWACE oF ACT, 0. 0.'s, COR., &C.: (M. for

copies) 303 (i).
O'CONNOR, D., AMOUNT PAIT) FOR LAW CAss, Fus, &c.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. fcMullen) 31 (i).
ST. CATIIANtNES MILLING AND LuxisiR Co. vs. QUINN, OaaINAL

CHEQUIs: M. for Ret.' (Mr. McMullen) 943 (ii).
- COSTs, &c. : Ques. (Mr. AlcMullen) 1146 (i).

LEuAL EXPENSIS: in OM. Of SUp., 50 (i), 1155 (ii).
- M. for Ret.* (Mr. JcMullen) 33 (i).

ScUGoQ Rivai: Ques. (tir. Barron) 1533 (ii).
SUPREME AND EXCEQURIL COURTs : in Com of Sp , 49 ()
YOUNG AND FRONT or EssEX TowNsHiPîs, PETS., &C , TO UOVT. TO

DmSALLOW UNION ACT OF ONT. LEOSLsATvR: M. for copies*
(Kr. Taylor) 436 (i).

KING, JAMES, COMPENSATION FOR CANCELLING CONTRACTS:
in Com. of Sup., 1451 (ii).

KING'S CO., P. E. I., REPRESENTATION : prop. Ras. (Mr.
Taylor) challenging Seat, 169 (i).

Kingston, Smith's Falls and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s
incorp. Act Amt. B. No. 47 (Mr. Kirkpatrick).
1J*, 194; 2» 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (i). (52
Vic., c. 79.)

KINGSTON, SMITH's FALLS AND OTTAWA RY. CO.'s SUwznrY:
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com.,
1632 (ii).

Kingston and Pembroke Ry. and Napanee
Tamworth and Quebec Ry. Co.'s B. No. 90
(Mr, Bell). 10*, 369; 20*, 510; in Com. and 3°*,

755 (i). (52 Vic., c. 71.)
Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s B. No. 69.

(Mr. Krkpatrick). 1°*, 269; 2°*, 397; in Com. and
3"*, 663 (i). (52 Vic., c. 78.)

KINGSTON PENITENTIARY: cone., 1615 (Îi).
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Koutenay and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s B. No. 15
(Mir. Mara). 1°*, 30; 20*, 33i; n Com., 238; 30*,
299 (i). (52 Vic., c. 49.)

KYLE, CONVICT: Remarks (Mr. Mulock) in Com. of Sup.,
216 (i).

L ABoR CoMMISSION: in Com. of Sap., 1497; cone., 1614 (ii).
LEGISLATION: Ques. (ir. Wilson, Elgin) 1422 (ii).
IRBI. - presented (Mr. Bowell) 1285 (ii).

LACHINE CANAL: in Com. of Srp., 1205 (ii).
- NIEW BRIDGE: Ques. (Mir. Curran) 20 (i).
LA CLOCHE ISLAND, PROVINCIAL CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Barron)

1081 (ii).

-- SALE: Ques. (Mir. Fisher) 428 (i).

Lac Seul Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 52 (Mr. Daly).
1*, 222; 20*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (i). (52

ic., c. 55.)
LAKE, JAMES P., PAYMENT FOR WIRE RoPE: Ques. (Mr.

Macdowall) 1628 (ii).

Lake Man. Ry. and Canal Co.'s incorp. B. No.62
(Mr. Watson). 1°*, 269; 2°.5, 357 (i); in Com. and

3Q*, 855; Sen. Amts. cono.in, 1160 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 57.)
LAKE MAN. IRY. AND CANAL Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Dewdney) 1572; in Com., 1719 (ii).

Lake Nipissing and James Bay Ry. Co.'s B. No.
40 (Mr. Denison). 10*, 191; 2°*, 299; in Com. and
30*, 510 (i). (52 1ic., c. 81.)

LAKE ST. JoHN Buoys AND LIGHTS: QueS. (Mr. Couture)
1146 (ii).

-- HYDROGRAPHIC SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1146.
MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1628 (ii).
RY. SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr. De St. Georges) 979 (ii).

--- WHARVES, CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1181.
LAKE ST. LoUIS Buoys AND LIGHTS: Remarks 1534, 1574,

1652 (ii).
LAKE ST. PETER Buoys: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 9'9 (ii).
LAKE TEM1scAMINGUE COLONISATIONAND RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com.,
1631 (ii).

LANARK (SoUTH) RET. OF MEMBER: notification (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i)i
LAND BOARD, WINNIPEG: in Com. of Sap., 59 (i).
LAND DAMAGES, I. C, R.: in Com. of Sup., 1065, 1597 (ii).

Lands, Expropriation of, B. No. 131 (Sir John
Thompson). 10, 943; 2°* and in Com., 1266; 3°*,
1331 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 13.)

Lands in B. C. (Conveyance) B. No. 128 (Mr.
Dewdney). 1% 911; 20*, in Com. and 3c*, 1043 (il).
(52 Vic., c. 7.)

LAPRAIRIE CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Jndge's Rep. (Mr.
Speaker) i (i).

LAPRARIE VILLAGE, PROTECTION AGAINST ICE.: Ques. (Mr.
Doyon) 427 (i).

LARD (ADULTERATED) IMPORTS FROM U.S.: Ques. (Mr.
Sproule) 163 (i).

L'ARDoISE BREAKWATER, N.S., SURVEYS, CoR., &.: M. for
copies (Mr. Flynn) 698 (i).

LA RIVIÈRE, ALPHONSE A. C,, ESQ., MEMBER FOR PROVEN.
CHER: introduced, 13 (i).

LARUE, CASGRAIN, ANGERS & HAMEL, LAW FES PAID: Ques:
(Mr. Turcot) 347 ().

LAURIE, GEN., MEMBER FOR SHELBURNE: introduced, 29.
LAWS, PRINTING RND BINDING, &C.: in COm of Sup., 272 (i).
LEBOURDAIS BRoS., COR. re TRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 16.
LE CARoN, THE INFORMER: Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Flynn) 93, 97.
L URemsrks (Mr. Costigan) 323 (i).
LED-uc, CHARLES, OF HULL) EMPLOYMENT -Bx GOVT.: QUe@.

(Mr. Landerhin) 171 ti).
LEGAL FEES AND EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 49 (i), 1455,

1597 (ii).
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY oF N.W.T., MEMORIALS TO: M. for

copies (Mr. Davin) 348, 371 (i).
Deb. (Mr. Charlton) 371; (Mr. Macdowall) 374; (Mr. Watson) 375;

(Mr. Daly) 376; (Mr. fcMullen) 378; (Mr. Dams) 380; (Mr.
Dewdney) 382 (i).

LEGISLATIVE ECONOMY, JOINT COM.: M. (Sir Hector Lange-
vin) 782 (i).

- REP. OF JOINT COM.: Ques. (Mr. Kirkpatrick) 1669.
LÈPINE, ALPHONSE T., ESQ, MEMBER FOR MONTREAL EAST:

introduced, 1 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE, REDUCTION OF RATES: Ques. (Mr. Turcot)

80 (i).
- - Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 34 (i).
LÉvIs POST OFFICE, PETS., &c., FoR BUILDING: M. for copies

(Mr. Guay) 433 (i).
LIBRARY OF PARLT., REP. oF LIBRARIANS: presented (Mr.

Speaker) 2 (i).
--- M. for Joint Com. (Sir Hector Langevin) 17 (i).

-- in Com. of Sup., 272 (i).
LIGH THOUSE AND COAST SERVICE : in Com. of Sup., 975, 1361,

1450 (ii).
LIQUoR LICENSES IN ROCKY MOUNTAINS PARK: QueS. (Mr.

Jiolton) 249 (i).
LIQUOR PERMITS IN N.W.T., CoR., &o.: M. for copies (Mr.

Jamieson) 550 (i).
LITIGATED MATTERS: in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
LITTLE DoVER POST OFFICE AND CANSO MAIL SERVICE:

Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 590 (i).
LOAN (3 PER CENT.) OF 1888, AMOUNTS RECEIVED ON ACCOUNT:

M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i)
--- Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 944 (ii).

Remarks on M. for Com. of Sup. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 946 (ii).

--- prop. Res. in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1147, 1160 (ii).

~~~-PAL' IN PROSPECTUS, re SINKING FUND: Ques. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 1328 (ii).

-- MENNONITE IMMIGRANTS: prop. ReS. (Mr. Carling)
1146 (ii). See B. 138.

LoBSTER AND OYSTER COMMISSIoN: in COM. Of SUp., 159 (i).
LOBSTER FACToRIES IN P. E. I., NUMBER, &C.: M. for Rot.

(Mr. Perry) 31 (i).
LOGAN, WM., MAIL CONTRACTOR, PICKERING VILLAGE,

SURETIES: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 677 (i).
London and Can. Loan and &gency Co.'s Âct

Amt. B. No. 77 (Mr. Cockburn). 1°*, 322; 20*,
397; in Com. and 3°*, 524 (i). (52 Vic., c. 93.)

London Mutual Fire Ins. Co. of Cana., incorp.
Act Ârt. B. No. 50 (Mr. Marshali). 1°*, 222;
20*, 397 ().
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LONGUZUIL POSTAL SERVIoE, COMPLAINTS: QUOS. (Mr.

Préfontaine) 80 (i).
- WHARVzS, COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr. rfontaine) 80.

LOURDES AND SOMERSET MAIL SERVICE : M. for Cor. (Mr.
Turcott) 751 (i).

Lowry, W. G. See "DiVoRcE."
Lumber Inspection. See "I TIMBER."
LUTMBER SHIPMENTS FROM N. B. TO U. S., EXPORT DUTY

Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 935 (ii).
LUNENBUR IHARBoR, SURVEY: M. for Ret. (Mr. Bisenhauer)

749 (i).
-- POST OFFICE, REPAIRS: Ques. (Ir. Eisetihauer)

591 (i).
MACDONALD AND DoWLING'S GULCIIES, DRIVING OF PILES:

Ques. (Mr. Cameron) 677 (i).
MCCARTHY, Ma., LEGAL EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 52 (i).
MAGDALEN ISLANDS, MAIL SUBSIDY: in CoM. of Sup., 1 261,

1450 (ii).
MAGISTRATES, DISALLOWANCE OF ACT, 0.0., Cou., &o.: M.

for copies* (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).
MAIL CARRIAGE, IÉCANCOUR STATION AND STE. JULIE DE

SOMERSET, &C.: M. for Cor., &.* (Mr. Turcot) 304 (i).
MAIL CARR1A(E AT BRUSSELS, ONT., CONTRACTOR: Ques.

(Mr, Macdonald, Huron) 249 (i).
MAIL SERVICE WITI ENGLAND : Remarks. (Mr. Jones, Rali.

fax) 1574 (ii).
MAIL SUBS1DIES AND STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS: in Com. of

Sup., 1261, 1450, 1532, 1701 (ii)
MAJoRs' iEILL PAatt: in Com. of Sup., 1419; cono., 1599 (ii).
Man. and South-Eastern Ry. Co.'s. incorp. B.

No. 61 (Mir. La Rivière). 10*, 269; 20*, 357; in
Com. and 3°*, 510 (i). Son. Amts. cono. in, 1159 (ii).
(52 Vic., c. 60.)

MANITOBA :
BEDSON, S. L., APPOINTMENT IN MILITIA FORCE: Ques. (Mr. Watson)

1328 (ii).
- APPOINTMENT AS A.D.C.: in COm. of Sup., 1507 (ii).
BRESALYOR HALF-BREED3' CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 1082 (ii).
-- COMPENSATION FOR Lossus: Ques. (Mr. Hils, Bothwell) 348.
.P.R., RYs. CROssING LINE IN MAN., ALIDITY OF ACT.: Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 20 (i).
GROVER, J. M., POSTMAsTER, MORDE, DISMISSAL: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Guay) 943 (ii).
HOMESTEAD INsPECTORS IN MAN. AiD N. W. T. : M. for Reps. (Mr.

McMullen) 22; remarks, 29 (i).
HUDSON BAY Ry. AND MAN. REPUDIATION: Ques. (Mr. Davin)

1628 (ii).
LAKE MAN. RY. AND CANAL CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Dewd-

ney) 1572; in Com., 1719 (il).
OIts, IMPORTs INTO MAN.: Ques. (Mr. La Rivière) 1533 (i).
RED RIvER POsTAL SmERvIC: Ques. (Mr. La Rivière) 1533 (ii).
ROSsAiU RIVER INDIAN REasaVE, LOCATION : Ques. (Mr. La Rivière)

347 (ii).
133D WHAT,PAYMENTS BY STTLURS: QuOI. (lfr. La Rivière)590 (i).
BUTTLUBS (OLD) CLAIMS IN MAN.: Ques. (Kr. La Rivière) 1533 (ii).

MANUFACTURER8' LIFE INSUiRANCE Co.: Remarks (Mr.
Lister) 1017 (ii).

Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1094, 1098 (ii).
-- STOCKHOLDERS, &C., Cos. : M. for copies (Mr. Lister)

591 (i).
MMAUSCRIPTS RESPECTING CANADA, COPYING: Qae8. (Mr.

Vanasse) 1363 (ii).
MAP OF CANADA IN CHAMBER: request (Mr. Charlton) 469 (i).

MARINE:
ADAMS, Â. & J., CLAIMS rOR Loos oF "CARim Dvov : M. for

Cor.* (gr. Mitchell) 1182 (i).
ADAmsI" SEizOR, PAPERS, o. : Remarks on adjmnt. (Kr.

Mitchell) 1402 (i).
"BRIDGEWATER" ISEIZURE : M. for Ret. (Kr. Edgar) 752 (i).
- CLAINs FOR COMPENsATION: Ques. (Kr. lolton) 1423 (ii).

CAMPBLL, CAPT. R., DISKIssAL : M. tor Ret. (Kr. Perry) 741 (î).
CAPE ENRAGE LIGHTHOusu, CHANGE OF KEEPEa: Ques. (Mr. W.ldon,

St. John) 841 (ii).
"CRuIsER," GOvT. STIAMER, ENGINEEE's CORTIPICATE:; Ques. (Ir.

Cook) 739 (i).
HOSPITAL Duos ON SHIPs, COLLECTION : Ques. (Ir. Lpin4) 312

M. for Ret.", 303 (i).
INSPECTORS OF HULLS, NAMEs, &0., Or ouIssO[NRs: M. for Ret.'

(Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 943 (ii).
LAKE ST. JOHN, BuoYs AND LIonTs: Ques. (Ir. Couture) 1146 (ii).

LAKE ST. Louis, BGOYs AND LIGIITs: Remarks 1534, 1574, 1652 (ti).

LAK ST. PETER FLOATINCI LInT: QueS. (Kr. Rinfret) 979 (ii).
MARINE AND IRRIORANT ROsPITAL: in Coi. of Sup., 976 (ii).
MARINE HOsPITALs: Ques. (Sir Donald Smith) 934 (ii).
MONTREAL HARBOR POLICE : Ques. (Ir. Curran) 1423 (ii),
OCEAN MAIL CONTRACT, EXTENSION WITH ALLAN LINE: Ques, (Mr.

Jones, Ialtfax) 1397 (il).
PILOTS, AMOUNTs RECEIVED: Ques. (1fr. Amyol) 1146 (ii).

PILOTAGE DuEs, CHANGE OF TAiFF: M. for Oor.' (Mr. Langelier,

.Montmorency) 942 (ii).
SAGUENAY RIVER, BUoYs AND LiGHTs : Ques. (lir. Couture) 1146 (ii).
- TENDERS : Ques. (Kr. Couture) 1422 (ii).

SAWDUST Dxr'OslTs IN OTTAwA Rivaa, REP. OrF ENOtJEa Ques.

(Mr. Elwards) 370 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Cook) 223 ().
-- IN CANADIAN RIVERs, FINIS FOR VIOL.ATING LAw: Ques.

(Kr. Bisenhauer) 591 (i).
-- Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 1082 (ii).
SEIZUREOF BiRITISHSCHOONER BY U.S. OUrTER "WoOhINE'': Des-

patch respecting (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 510 (1).
SIIrPING SEAMEN IN U.S. VESSELS, INSTRUCTIONS TO SHIPPING-

MAsTERS: Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 468 (i).
SCK AND DIsTRESSED 1f ARINERs FuND: Ques. (Sir Donald Smith) 1710.
STAG IsLAND LIGHurous, RIvER ST. CLAIR: Ques. (Mr. Monorief)

224 (i).

Maritime Court ot Ont. (extension ot jurisdic-
tion) B. No. 38 (Mr. Charlton). 1°*, 169 (î).

Massawippi Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt.
B. No. 27 (Mr. Colby). 10*, 138; 2', 239 (i); in
Com. and b°¥, 855 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 84.)

MASSAWIPPI JUNCTION RY. Co.'8 SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Sir
John A. .Macdonald) 1573; in Com., 1640 (ii).

MASKINONGE AND NIPIBSING IR. Co.' SUB8IoY: prop Res.
(Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1632 (ii).

Masters and Mates. See "CERTIFICATES."
MATANE RIVER FiSHING RIGHTS: M. for Cor. (Mr. Coasgrain)

938 (ii).
MEMBERS, L1ST OF, v (i).

oF THE GOVT., iii (i).

INTRODUOED, 1, 3, 13, 29, 33 (i).
MEMBERs' SESSIONAL INDEMNITY : Remarks (Mr. Jones, Bali.

fax) 1710 (ii).

Mennonite Immigrants Loan B. No. 138 (Mr.
Carling). Re8. prop., 1146; in Com., 1267; 1° of B.,
1268; in Com. and 3°*, 1399 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 28.)

MESSAGES FROM His EXCELLENCY:
ADDRss, Tie, REPLY : presented (8ir John A. Macdonald) 332 (i).

INTERNAL ECONOMY Commission : presented (Sir John A. Macdonald)
29 (i).

ESTIKATEs, THEî: presented (Kr. Foster) 30 (i).
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MESSAGES FROM IfS EXCELLENCY-Continued.

ESTIMATES, SuppI. for 1888-89, 1018 (ii).
- 1889-90, 1467 (ii).

further Suppl. for 1689-90, 1627 (ii).
MESSENGER, SPECIAL : in COm. Of Sup., 1503 (ii).
METEOROLOGICAL SERVICE: in Com.'of Sup., 976 (ii).
Middleton, W. See " DIVORCE."
Militia and Defence Act (Chap. 41 Rev. Statutes)

Amt. B. No. 29 (Sir Adolphe Caron). 10, 105 (i);
wthdn., 1629 (ii).

MILITIA CLOTHING: prop. Res. in Amat. to Com. of Sap.
(Mr. Mulock) 1542 (ii).

Deb. on Amt. (Sir Adolphe Caron) 1553 ; (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1560;
(Mr. Kenny) 1564; (Mr. Lister) 1565; (Ur. ilesson) 1566; (Mr.
Rickey) 1567; (Mr. yrwhitt) 1568; (Kr. Prior) 1569; (Mr.
Denison) 1569; neg. (Y. 51, N. 95) 1570 (ii).

MILITIA:
AMMUNITION MANUFACTURED AT QUEBE: Remarks (%r. Jones, Hali.

faz) 1222 (ii).
BEDSON, S. L., APPOINTMENT IN MILITIA FORCE : Ques. (Mr. Watson)

1328; in (om. of Sup., 1507 (ii).
BONSECOURS MARKET HALL AND VOLUNTEERS' QueB. (Ur. Curran)

19 (i).
OARTRIDGE FACTOY: in C0m. of Sup., 793 (i), 1352 (ii).
CAvALRY SCHOOL, TORONTO : QueS. (Ur. Langelier, Montmorency)

302 (i).
DEPTL. REP.: presented (Sir Adolpbe Caron) 13 (i).
DRILL SHED, BELLEVILLE, OONSTRUCTION: M. for Ret. (gir. Burdett)

699 (i).
FARLEY, GUNNER, CLAIM FR tLois oF HORsE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Fisher)

433 (i).
LAKE, JAMES P., PAYMENT FOR WIRE RoPE : Ques. (Ur. facdowall)

1628 (i).
MILITARY COLLEGE, COMMANDANT'S RESIDENcE: Remarks (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 1534 (ii).
-- Ques. (gfr. Platt) 34 (i).
-- in 0Om. Of SUp , 1357; cone, 1705 (ii).
MILITIA CLOTHING: prop. Res. (Kr. >fulock) in Amt. to COm. of

Sup., 1542 (ii).
-- in Oom. of Sup., 1352 (ii).
NATIONAL DEpENGE Com.: Ques. (Mr. llolton) 1423 (ii).
PERMANENT FORCES, EXPENDITURE FOR REPAIRS ON WORKS: Que.

(gr. Wilson, Rigin) 171 (i).
REBELLION IN N.W.T.: Documents re 9th Battalion read (Kr.

Amyot) 234 (i).
-- OFFICIAL COR. RESPECTING: M. for copies (Mr. Amyot) 304;

wthdn., 322 (i).
REGULATIONS AND ORDERS, FRENCH EDITION: Ques. (Mr. Dessaint)

171 (i).
TETE DU PONT BARRACEs, SALE: Ques. (Mr. Plati) 427 (i).
TORONTO SCHOOL OF INFAUTRY, BREAD BUPPLY: Que.. (Ur Mcifullen)

1082 (il).
VOLUNTEERS' (9TH BATTALION) DIsCIPLINE: Que.. (r. Vanase)

1327 (ii).
YoRK-SIMoOE BATTALION, KIT ALLOWANCE; prop. 8es. (Ur. Mulock)

85 ; remarke, 428 (i).
MIMINEGASH BREAKWATER, REPAIRe: Ques. (Kr. Perry)

1146, 1423 (ii).
MINING IN Ry. BELT, B. C.: Remarks (Mr. Mara) 980 (ii).
M INING LAws, B. C.: Remarka (Ur. Barnard) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1510 (ii).
MINING MACHINERY, DUTY ON: M. for O.C.*, &c. (Kr.

Edwards) 942 (ii).
IN B.C. AND FREE LIST: Que8. (Mr. Barnard) 1265.
on M. for Com. of Sup., 1583 (ii).

MINISTERIAL CHANGES: Explanation (Sir John 'A. Mac.
donald) 24 (i).

MINISTERS, LisT OF, iii (i).

MINOR REVENUES: in Com. of Sup., 1229, 1495 (ii).
Milk (Adulteration) prevention of Fraud B.

No. 16 (Mr. Burdett). 1°*, 30; 2, 259; in Com.,
and q°, 755; M. (Mr. Bowell) to trnsfr. con8drn. of
Son. Amt8. to Govt. Orders, 1397 (ii). (52 ic., c. 43.)

MISCELLANEOUS: in Com. of Sup., 1461 (ii).

Modus Vivendi: Ques. (Mr. Jones, Ralifax) 811 (ii).
MONTREAL (EAST) RET. OP MEMBER: notiflcation (Mr.

SpeaAer) 1 (i).
FLOOD COMMISSION, PRINTING REP.: M. (Mr. Cur-

ran) 1687.
Montreal Harbor Commissioners. See " TRINITY

HOUSE."
MONTREAL MARBOR POLICE: Remarks, 1423, 1573, 1687 (ii).
MORMON SETTLEMENT IN N. W. T.: Ques. (àfr. Doyon) 980.
MONCTON, ACCOMMODATION AT: in Con. of Sup., 1048 (ii).
MONEY ORDER OFFICES IN QUEBEC: Que8. (Kr. Lavergne)

468 (i).
MONTCALM POST OFFICES: Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 1081 (ii).
Moose Jaw, Battleford and Edmonton Ry.

Co.'s incorp. B. No. 85 (Mr. Davis). 1°*, 368;
2®*, 510 (i); in Com. nd 30*, 921 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 54.)

Mounted Police Act Amt. B. No. 146 (Mr. Dewd-
ney). 1*, 1572; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1709 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 25.)

Mounted Police Pensions authorisation B. No.
118 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Ro. prop., 469; in
Com., 769; 1°* of B., 774 (i); 2° m., 1269; Amt. (Mr.
Jones, Ialifax) 1269; neg. (Y. C6, N. 106) 1277; 21
and in Com., 1267; 30*, 1278 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 26.)

MOUNTED POLICE COMUISSIONER'S REP.: presented (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 169 (i).

- DESERTIONS DUaINa TEN YzARis: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Davin) 303 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 62, 151 (i), 1212, 1451, 1497.
PUNISHMENT OF CONSTABLES, &C.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Davin) 429 (ii).
MOUNT STEWART (P,E.I.) WHARF, CONSTRUCTION: QueS. (Mr.

Welsh) 621 (i).
Ques. (Mr. Robertson) 171 (i).

--- in COm. of Sap., U1 (ii).
MURRAY CANAL: COnc., 1614 (ii).
MURRAY HARBOR SOUTH AND MOETAGUE, P. E. I., MAIL

SERVICE : Q8es. (Mr. Robertson) 468 (i).

Municipal Affairs. See "CORRUPpr PRAcriES."
NATIONAL DEFENCE COM.: Ques. (Mr. Holton) 1423 (ii).
NATIONAL POLICY, REF. TO IN DEB. ON CORN IMPORTATIONS:

112.136 (i).
NAPANEE, TAMWORTH AND QU!BEC Ry. Co.'s SuBsIDy: prOp.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1627 (i).
NAUFRAGE HARBOR, P. E. I., ENGINEER'8 REP.: M. for copy,

(Mr. Mclntyre) 33 (i).
NEVEU, HILAIRE, ESQ,, MEMBER FOR IJOLIETTE: introduoed

1 (i).
N. B. and P. E. I. Ry. Co.'s B.'* No. 21 (Mr. Wood

Westmoreland). 10*, 47; 20*, 170; 3°*, 357 (i). (52
Vic., c. 85.)
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INDEX.
NEW BRUNSWICK:

ADAMS, A. & J., CLAIMS FaRLoss op "CARRiER Dovt": M. for Cor.*
(Mr. Mitchell) 1182 (ii).

ALBIRT RY. Co., BALANCE OF GRANT: Ques. (fr. Weldon, St. John)
348 (i).

CAPE ENRAGE LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER: QUe. (Ifr. Weldon, St. John)

841 (ii).
CENTRAL RY. pRoM GRAND LAKE TO 1. C. R. SUI3IDT: prop. Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 1398 (fi).
CIGNUOTO SHIP RY., PROSPECTUS: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1423 (ii).
DERBBY BRANcH Ry. AND NoRrHERN AND WESTERN : Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 854, 871 (ii).
- M. for Cor., &c.* (gr. Mitchell) 1182 (ii).

FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY'S BRIDGE 0o.'s SUBs1DY : prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1672; in Com , 1619 (ii).
INDIANTOWN BRANCH, CLAIM OP ALLAN WRIGHT: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Mitchell) 1094 (il).
LUERER SHIPMENTS pRoM N. B. TO U. S., EXPORT DUTY: Ques. (Mr.

Weldon, St. John) 935 (ii).
NORTHERN AND NoRTH-WESTERN RY., COMMUNICATION WITH: QUeS.

(1Mr. Mitchell) 248 (i).
PARKER, GEO. R., CLAIMS FOR DAMAGEs re DERBY BRANcI RY.: M.

for Cor.* (gfr. Mitchell) 1182 (ii).
ST. JOHN AND BASIN OF MINAS MAIL SUBsDY: In CoM. Of Sup.,

1262 (ii).
ST. JoHN HARBOR, BEP. oF H. F. PERLEY : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Weldon,

St. John) 304 (i).
- RIVER, BRIDGE AT FREDERICTON, CosT: Ques. (1r. Ellis)

526 (i).
WRIGHT, ALLAN, CLAIM FoR DAMAGES: M. for Cor." (Mr. Mitchell)

1094 (if).

NEW EDINBURGH AND GATINEAU FERaY, RENTAL AND AR.

R1EARAGEs: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 348 (i).

.NEw LONDON BREAKWATER, REPAIRS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Welsh) 620 (i).

NICOLET, RET. OF MEMB EIR: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

Biagara Grand Island Bridge Co.'s B. No. 35
(Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°*, 138 ; 2°* 170; 3°*,
357 (i). (52 TFic., c. 86.)

Nipissing and James' Bay, Ry. Co. See "L&KE
NIPISSING."

NORTIIERN AND NoRTII.WESTERN RY., COMMUNICATION WITII:

Ques. (Mr. .Mitchell) 248 (i).

Northern Pacifie and Man. Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 76 (hfr. Daly). 1°*, 322; 2°*, 510; in Com.
and 3°*, 676 (i). (52 Vic., c. 58.)

NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. 00.'8 SUBSIDY : prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396; in Com., 1501 (ii).
NORTH SHORE RY., CONVEYANCE TO GOVT. BY G. T. R. &.:

M for O.C.* (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 943 (ii).

NORTHERN AND WESTERN Ry. See "DzRBY BRANCH."

NORTH-WESTERN COAL AND NAVIGATION CO.'s SUBSIDY:
prop, Res. (Mr. Dewdney) 1572; in Com., 1712, 1717.

North-Western Junction and Lake of the
Woods Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 73 (Mr.
Davis). 1°*, 322; 20*, 524 ; in Com. and 3°*, 755 (i).

(52 Vic., c. 59.)
NORTH-WESTERN RY. Co. OF (AN., SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr.

Dewdney) 1572; in Com. 1717 (ii).

N.W.T. Act Amt. B. No. 136 (Mr. Dewdney). 1°,
1262; wthdn., 1498 (ii).

-- Ques. (Mr. Davin) 105 (i).

lxy
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES:

BALLOT IN N.W.T., LEGISL ATION : Ques. (1fr. Elgar) 515 (i).
BANNURMAN, Wx., LATE POSTMASTER AT CALGARY: Ques. (gr.

Charlton) 677 (i).
BEEF SUPPLIES TO INDIANS: M. for Tenders' (Mr. Edgar) 912 (ii).
BEER (4 PER CENT.) IMPoRTED ; Ques. (gr. Davin) 5J5 (t),

BILLS RILATING TO N.W.T.: Ques. (gr. Davin) 1147 (ii).
DisCH3NEs, LUDGER MIVILLE, AMOUNT PAID FOR SERVICES: Ques.

(1r. Vadill) 1327 (ii).
DoM. LANDS ACT ANT.: Ques. (M. Daoin) 782 (i).
FIsH PROPAGATION: Quee. (Mr. Davmn) 740 (i).
GRAZING LEisms CANCOLLED : Ques (gr. Edgar) 935 (ii).
INTOxICATING LIqUoRs : prop. Res. in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (gr.

Fisher) 1361 (ii).
LEsILATIVE ASSEMBLY, MEMORIALS TO: M. for copies (gr. Davin)

348 (i).
LiqUoR .ICENSES IN ROCKY MOUNTAINS PARE : Ques. (Mr. Holton)

249 (i).
- PERMITS: Cor., &c., M. for copies (ifr. Jamieson) 550 (i).

MORMON SETTLEMENT: Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 980 (il).
MOUNTED POLICE, DESERTIONS DURING TiN sYARs : M. for Ret." (Mr.

Davin) 303 (i).
-- PENsIoNs: prop. Res, (Sir John A. Macdonald) 469 (1).

- PUNISIIMENT OF CONSTABLES, AC.: M. for Ret. (gr. Davin)
429 (i).

NORTH-WUSTERN OAL AND NAVIGATION CO.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res.

(Mr. Dewdney) 1572; in Com., 1712 (ii).

N.W.T. ACT ART. : Ques. (Mr. )avin) 105 (i).

RED DEER VALLEY Ry. AND COAL Co.'s BStsIDY: prOp. Res. (Mr.
Dewiney) 1572; in Com., 1717 (ii).

REGINA BARRACKs CANTEEN: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1082 (ii).
SCRIP (LAND) OUTSTANDING: Ques. (Mr. Malock) 347, 525 (i).
Tow rSITES, RECEIPI'rS FROM SALES, &C. : M. for Rot.* (Mr. Davin)

29 (i).
TRACEY, A. R., ARREST AND SEIzURE oP GODDS: Ques. (gr. Davin)

1016 (ii).
NORTHUMBERLAND (EAST) CONTROVETED ELECTION: JUdge's

Rep. (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
RET. OF MEMBER: notification (Kr. Speaker) 1 (i).

NOVA SCOTIA :
ALBERT SOUTHERN RY. Co.'s SUBsIDY: prop. Rem. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 1396 (ii).
ANNAPOLIS AND LIVERPOOL RY. SURVEY: M. for Rot.' (Mr. Jones,

Halijax) 913 (ii).
CORNWALLIS VALLEY RY. Co.'s SuBsIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 1572; in Gom , 1631 (ii).
CRANBERRRY HEAD BREAXWATER, REMOVAL oP GRAVEL (Mr. Lovitt)

34 (i).
CUMIERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep. (Mr. Speaker)

1 (i).
FISHERINs IN LUNENBURG GOUETY : M. for Cor. (Mr. Eisenhauer)

940 (fi).
HEBEN RIVER TO YOUNG'S MILLS RY. SUBsIDY : prop. Res. (Sir John

A. Maclonald) 1572; in Com., 1616 (ii).
INTERNATIONAL RAILWAY o. AND 0. P .R.: Ques. (Mr. Jones,

Halî}az) 769 (i).
SUBSIDY, VISTRIBUTION: M. for O. 0., &c." (Mr. Jones,

Haligaz) 943 (ii).
L'ARDOISE BREARWATER, SURVEtYS, &c.: M. for copies of Cor. (r.

Flynn) 698 (i).
LITTLE DoVER POST OFFICE AND GANSO MAIL 8ERVICE: Ques. (Mr.

Kirk) 590 (i).
LUNENBUIIG HARBOR, SURVEY, &0.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Eisenhauer)

749 (i).
- POST OFFICE, REPAIEs: Ques. (Mr. Eidenhauer) 591 (i).

OYSTER PONDS' POSTMASTERSHIP, APPoINTMONT: QUe.. (Mr. Kirk)
591 (i).

PICTOU BRANca Ry., TOTAL LENGTHI: Ques. (gr. MeMullen) 348 (i).
-- CoST Ques. (Mr. Ifullen) 302 (i).

PORT NATAL BREAKWATER, REPAIRs, &o.: Ques. (Kr. Lovitt) 34 (i).
RosS, HON. WILLIAM, DIsMissAL: M. for O. C., Reps., &c. (Mr.

Laurier) 24 (i).
SHELBURNE CONTROVERTED BLECTION: Judge's Rep. (Mr. Speaker).



INDEX.

NOVA SCOTIA-Continued.
TRURO TO NEWPORT Ry. SUBsIDY: prop. Rs. (Sir John A. Mai-

donald) 1396 (ii).
WEST BAY, CUSTOM HOUSE OFFICER: Quoi. (gr. Cameron) 427 (i).
WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS AND WESTERN COUNTIns RY. Co.'s, CoR.,

&c.: M. for copies (Kr. Borden) 529 (i).

Oaths of Office. See " ADMINISTRATION.
OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE: in Com. of Sap., 974 (ii).
OCEAN MAIL CONTRAOT, EXTENSION WITH ALLAN LINE:

Ques. (Mr. Jones, Ralifax) 1397 (i).
Ocean Steamship Subsidies B. No. 144 (Mr.

Foster). Res. prop. (B. C. and Australia) 1328; M.
for Com., 1868; in Com., 1373; M. to conc. in Rep. of
Con., 1424; Ant. (Mr. Laurier) 1425; neg. (Y. 55,
N. 77) 1426. Res. (B. C. and China, &c.) 1329; M.
for Com., 1386; in Com., 1387; M. to cono. in Rep.
of Com., 1426; AInt. (Mr. McMullen) neg. on a div.,
1437. Res. (Can. and United Kngdom) 1329; in Com.,
13E9, 1402; rep., 1422; 1°* of B., 1437; 2Q on a div.,
in Com. and 3°*, 1629 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 2.)

Deb. in Com. on Res. : B. C. and Australia (Kr. Laurier) 1372, 1377;
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 1373, 1376, 1384; (Sir John A. Macdon-
ald) 1373,1377; (Kr. Mdlls, Bothwell) 1374; (Messrs. oMullen and
Jones, Halifax) 1375; (Mr. Davies, P.E.L) 1377; (1r. Mcillan,
Huron) 1376; (Mr. Poster) 1378, 1381 ; (Messrs. Macdonald
[Huron] and Plati) 1379; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1380; (Messrs.
Hesson and Gillmor) 1382; (Mr. Taylor) 1383; (Kr. McNeill)
1384; (Kr. Mulock) 1385 (ii).

Deh. in Com. on Res. : Canala and UnJited Kingdom, (1fr. Foster)
1389; (Mr. Laurier) 1389; (Mr. Welsh) 1389, 1393, 1413; (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 1389; (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1390, 1393; (Kr.
Trow) 1391; (Mr. Kenny) 1391, 1394, 1413; (gr. Weldon, St.
John) 1402, 1413; (Mr. Skinner) 1404; (Mr. O'Brien) 1405; (1r.
Plait) 1406; (Mr. Campbell) 1407; (Messrs. Gillmor and Bulis)
1408; (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland) 1411; (Gen. Laurie) 1412;
(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1414, 1416; (Mr. Weldon, Albert) 1414,
1417; (Mr. Jones, Halifax) 1415, 1434; (Mr. Sharly) 1417; (Kr.
Watson) 1417; (Messrs. McNeill and McMillan, Huron) 1418;
(Messrs. Dawson, McMullen and Mulock) 1419; (Mr. Landerkin)
1420; (Kr. Poster) 1421; (Mr. Laurier) 1422 1427; (Kr. Amyot)
1437 (ài).

O'CONNoR, D., AMOUNT PAID FoR LAw CASES, FE Es, &C. : M.
for Ret. (Mr. McMullen) 31 (i).

- in Com. of Sup., 51 (i), 1239 (il).
OILS, IMPoRTS INTO MAN.: Ques. (Mr. La Rwoère) 1533 (ii).
OKA INDIANS, REMOVAL: in Com. of Sup., 1171 (ii).
Ont. Loan and Debenture Co.'s (consolidation,

&c.) B. No. 48 (Mr. MoncriefT). 1°*, 194; 2 m.,
299; 20*, 357; 3°*, 510 (i). (52 Vie., c. 94.)

Ont., Man. and Western Ry. Co.'s incorp . B. No.
83 (Mr. Macdowall). 10*, 346; 2°*, 510; in Com.
and 30*, 676 (i). (52 Vie., c. 61.)

Ont. Mutual Life A s. Co.' Act Amt. B. No. 42
(Mr. Bowman). 10*, 194; 20*, 299; in Comn and 30 *,
510 (i). (52 Vie., c. 96.)

ONT. AND PACIFIC RY.. Co.'s SUBssDY: prop. es. (Sir John
A. .Macdonald) 1396, in Com., 1499 (ii).

Ont. and Que. Ry. Co. and Land Security Co.
(Exchange of Land) ratification B. No. 66
(Mr. Snall). 1°*, 269; 20*, 397; in Com. and be-*, 663
(i). (52 Vic , c. 74.)

ONTA.RIO:
AID, W. B., JR., NAMEs OF SURETIRS-: Qies. (Kr. Guay) 1017 (ii).
AMHERSTBURG, LAKE SHORE AND BLENHEIM RY. CO.' 8UBIT: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573 ; in Com., 1643 (i).

ONTARIO-Continued.
BAss FisHING PERMITs, LAKE EBR: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1081 (i).
BELLEVILLE AND NORTH HASTINGS RY. SUBSIDY AND G. T. R.: M. for

Cor. ( Mr. Burdeti) 85 (i).
BOUNDARIES Or ONTARIO: prop Reo., 1329, 1423 (ii).
- Telegram from Mr. Mowat, 1363 (ii).

BRoCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. MARIB RY. 00.'s SUESIDY

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573 ; in C0m., 1640 (il).
CAVALRY SCHOOL, TORONTO: Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency)

302 (i).
CAYUGA POsT OFFICE, COST TO DATE: Ques. (Mr. Coller) 303 (i).
CORNWALL AND GALOPS CANALs, TENDERs FOR NLARGEMENT: M. for

copies* (Ur. Trow) 943 (ii).
OORNWALL CANAL, PROP. LOCATION IN 1834, REPS., &G., OP ENGIN-

ERs: M. for copies (Mr. Bergin) 595, 677 (i).
- RECENT BREAK, COR, &c : M. for copies (Mr. Bergin) 303 (i).
CORRUPT PRACTICEs TRIALS, PICTON: Ques. (Ur. Plati) 427 (i).

DEFENCI OF INDIAN CHARGED WITH SHOOTING: Ques. (Mtr. MaIfullen)
935 (ii).

DRILL SHED AT BELLEVILLE, GOVT. &ID : Ques. (Mr. Bardett) 80 (i).
- ONSTRUCTION : M. for Cor. (Mr. Burdett) 699 (i).
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MACADAMISED ROAD: M. for Cor., &c. (fr.

Bain, Wentworth) 34 (i).
- SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 1628 (ii).
PISHING LICENsEs IN INLAND WATERS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Dawson) 82.
GANNON NARRows FLOATING BRIDGE: Ques. (Mr. Barron) 1627 (ii).
GAs (NATURAL) IN WESTERN ONT., MR. COSTES' REP. : Ques. (Mr.

Ferguson, Welland) 468 (i).
@RAND RIVER, BRIDGE AT YORK VILLAGE, RALDIMAND: M. for Ret.0

(Mr. Colter) 304 (i).
-- Ques. (Ur. Colter) 171 (i).

GRAND TRUNK, GEORGIAN BAY AND LAKE ERIE RY. o.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573; in 0Om., 1637 (ii).
GROssE, JOHN A., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Wilson, Eigin)

171 (i).
HALDIMAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep (Mr. Speaker) 1.

HALTON CONTROVERTED ELUCTION: Judge's Rep. (Ur. Speaker) 1 (i).

HASTINGS (EAST) CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep. (1r.

Speaker) 1 (i).
HORsE ISLAND, GEORGIAN BAY, SALE : Ques. (Mr. Barron) 590 (i).

INDIAN LA&Šs, GRAND RivER, CAYUGA, SALES, &C.: M. for Ret.0
(Mr. Coller) 304 (i)

- RESERVEs, SALE OF PINE TImBER : Ques. (Ur. Barron) 30 (1).
- on M. for Com. of Snp., Amt. (Mr. Barron) 1484 (ii).

IRONDALE, BANCROFT AND OTTAWA RY. 00.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Re.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396 (ii).
JONES' CEEK, LEIEDS, PETS., &C. : M. for copies (Mr. Taylor) 540.

KINGSTON, SMITH's FALLS AND OTTAWA RY. 00.'s SUBSIDY : prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Efacdonald) 1572; in Com., 1632 (ii).
LA CLOCHE ISLAND, PROVINCIAL CLAIMS: Ques. (Ur. Barron) 1081.
---- SLE: Ques. (Mr. Fisher) 428 (i).
LOGAN, WM, MAIL CONTRACTOR, PICKERING VILLAGE, SURETIES

Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 677 (i).
MAIL CARRIAGE AT BRUSSELS, ONT., CONTRACTOR: Que. (Ur. Mac-

donald, Huron) 249 (1).
NAPANEE, TAMWORTH AND QUEBEC RY. Co.'is SuBsiDY: prop. Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1627 (ii).
NORTHERN AND PACIFIO JUNCTION Ry. Co.'s SuBsIDY: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1396 (ii).
NORTHUMBERLAND (EAST) CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judg's Rep.

(Kr. Spar)1(.

ONTARIO AND PACIFIC RY. 00.'s SUBsIDY-: prOp. Res. (Sir John A.

Iacdonald) 1396 (ii).
OTTAWA NEW DEr TL. BUILDINGs, TENDERS FOR PAINTING: QuoS. (Kr.

Lan derlkin) 1266 (ii).
- PUBLIC RoADs, IMPROVEMENTS, AMOUNT PAID: M. fOr Ret.*

(Mr. MeMulen) 303 (i).

PARRY SOUND COLONISATION RY. 00.' SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1396 (il).
ROCK LAKE DAÀ, DAIGeS CAUsE» TY: M. for Cor., &c. (1r. Kirk.

patrick) 936 (ii).
ROsi, JOSIAH, SEIzURE oF PROPERTY BY CUSTOMS DEPT.: QuoS.

(Kr. Coller) 428 (i).
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INDEX.
ONTARIO-Continued.

ST. CATEMRINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL RY. Co.'s SUBsIDY: prop.
Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1634 (ii).

ST. CATHARINES MILLING AND LUMBIR Co. 93. QuUuN, ORIeINAL
CaQUEs: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 943 (ii).

- COsTs, &C.; Ques. (Mr. MeMullen) 1146 (ii).
ST. CLAIR FRONTIER TUNNEL Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 1572; in Comn, 1618 (ii).
- RAFms, DREDGING AT POINT EDWARD : Ques. (1fr. Lieter)

591 (i).
- RIvES, LIGHTHOUSE ON STAG ISLAND: Ques. (Ur. Moncrief)

224 (i).
ST. GEORGE's BRIDGE, STRUCTURAL DIEECTS: Ques. (Mr. Mulock)

1081 (ii).
ST. L AwRENCE RIVER, SALE OF ISLANDS : Ques. (Ur. Taylor) 34 (i).
SAULT STE. MARIE CANAL, TENDERS: M. for copies" (Ur. Trow) 943°

-- (Mr. Mccullen) 304 (i).
SAWDUST AND MILL REFUSE IN OTTAWA RIVER: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

370 (i)'; Ques. (Mr. Cook) 223 (i).
SCUGOG RIvER: Ques. (gr. Barron) 1533 (ii).
SBXCo (EAsT) CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judge's Rep. (Mr.

Speaker) 1().
Six NATION INDIANS, SALE or LANDS : Ques. (Mr. Colter) 428 (i).
SOUTH ONT. PACIFIC RY. Co.'s SUBsIDY : prop. Res. (dir John A.

Macdonald) 1572 ; in Com., 1632 (ii).
SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OF THE WOODS, SALE : Ques. (Mr. Barron)

426 ().
TÊTE DU PONT BARRACKS, SALE OR LEAsE: Ques. (Mr. Plati) 427.
TRoUSAND IsLAND RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 1573; in Com., 1641 (ii).
TRENT VALLET CANAL, CoMMIssIONERS' REP. : Ques. (gr. Barron)

20, 676 (1), 872 (ii).
WELLAND CANAL WATER POWER, REPs. or ENGINEERS, hC. M. for

. copies* (Mr. Rykert) 304 (i).
YORK-SIXCOE BATTALION, KIT ALLOWANCE : prop. Res. (Ur. Mulock)

85; remarks, 428 (i).
YOUNG AND FRONT or EssEx ToWNsRIPs, PETS., &C., TO DISALLOW

UNION AOT oF ONT. LEGIELATURE: M. for copies (Mr. Taylor)
436 (i).

ORANGE ORDER, INCORPORATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton)
1082 (ii).

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE:
ORDER :

ALBERTA RY. AND COAL Co.: on M. for 30 of B., objection taken

by Sir Hector Langevin to prop. Amt. of Mr. Watson, no
notice having been given; Ruled (1fr. Speaker) that notice of
important Amts. must be given in writing, and entered in
Votes and Proceediugs, as required by Rule 67 of the House,
283 (i).

CAPE BRETON Ry.: Attention of First Minister called to an answer
given by him to a question asked by Mr. Flynn; Mr. Speaker
ruled that the same was not a proper subject to bring up
for discussion, 1574 (ii).

COMBINATIONS IN TRADE : on M. to ref. B. to Com. on Banking and
Commerce, Member's argument on general merits of the B.
arrested by Mr. Speaker, 1116 (ii).

0OMMERCIAL UNION WITH U. S., C. : Members checked in remarks
after Orders of the Day are called (Mr. Speaker) 384 (i).

CRUELTY TO ANIMALs: on M. to restore B to Order Paper and Amt
of Mr. Tisdale to consider same six months hence,-objection
taken by Mr. Trow and ruling of 1r. Speaker asked on point
whether Com. of Whole having rose without reporting B. the
same is finally disposed of; Ruled (Mr. Speaker) M. and Amt.
both in Order, 368 (i).

DEBATEs, OrIcIAL: on M. to conc. in 2nd Rep. of Com., Amt.
(Mr. Choquette) to ref. back re indemnity to dismissed Trans..
lators, ruled out of order by Mr. Speaker, a similar motion
being on Order Paper, &c., 934 (ii).

DoMINION LANDS: on Minister reading Speech in Com. of Sup.,
objection (1r. Barron) and Rule read, 1244 (ii).

FIsamRIs AND TRADE RELATIONs WITH U. S. : Member requested by
Mir. Speaker to confine his speech to subject-matter before the
House, 388 (i).

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continue&
ORDER-Continued.

MINISTERIAL CHANGEs: Irregularity of debate, Member's remarks
checked by Mr. Speaker, no motion being before the House,
27 (i).

MONTREAL FLOOD CoMMIssIoN: On M. to ref. back part of à Rep.,
objection taken by Mr. SomerMille, &o., as to regularity of
motion and ruled out of Order by Ur. Deputy Speaker, 1687.

MOUNTED POLICE PENsIONs: on in of B., Amt. (Ur. Jones, Hlalifax)

as drawn, not in Order (Ur. Speaker) 1270 (ii).
PREsCOTT COUNTY Ry. Co. : 20 objected to by Mr. Bergin, B. not

being printed in both languages, 239 (i).
PRoMBITIoN OF INTOXICATINO LIQUoRs: on Amt. (Ur. Moncrief)

objection taken by Ur. Mills (Bothwell) and ruled out of

Order by Mr. Deputy Speaker, amendment not being relevant

to subject-matter before the House, 268 (i).

TENDERS, TRANSLATION OF FORs: Remarks (Mr. Choquette) not
admissible, 1535 (ii).

WRECKING (FOREIGN VEs9ELs' AiD) B. 2 IN CAN. WATERS : on M. for
20, Amt. (Mr. Patterson, Essez) to ref. to Sel. Com. ruled out
of Order by Mr. Speaker, 253 (1).

PRIVILEGE:
JUDGEs' SALARIES: Personal Explanation (<r. Curran) re para-

graph in Montreal Herald, 1498 (ii).
LE CARON, INFORMER: Cablegram in newspaper read (Mr. Flynn)

93, 97 (i).
MEMREas LEiAvIN SEAT DURING VOTE: Authorities quoted (1r.

Trouw) 249 (ii).
PAIRs: Explanation (Kr. Trow) 1574 (i).
PUîn. ACOS. Oom., EVIDENCE TAKEN: Remarks (1fr. Somerville) on

non-production of Rep., 1366, 1600 (i).
OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBsIDIEs: Personal Explanation (Ur. Amyot) re

speech of Mr. Jones (1Halifax) as reported in Ransard, 1534 (ii).
SECRET SERVICE FUND AND INFORMER Lu CARON : Remarks (Mr.

Costigan) 323 (i).
PRO0EDURE:

BILLs, SECOND READINGS: Objection taken by Mr. Mitchell to In-
formal manner of passing Bills certain stages and printed only
in one language, 357 (i).

CIVIL SERVICE, ASSESSMENT OF SALARIES: Objection taken by Mr.
Rykert to 20, the Bill involving a charge upon the people, and

Bourinot quoted in support of same, 366; Ruled (1fr. Speaker)
out of Order, and that said B. must originate in Com. of Whole
and emanate from the Govt., 367 (i).

LEGISLATIVE EcoNoMY: on M. for Joint Com., ruling of 1r. Speaker
asked by Mr. Laurier as to constitutionality: Ruling (Ur.
Speaker) 783 (i).

SUPPLY: on M. for Com., objection taken by Mr. Mills (Bothwell)
no motion having been made referring Estimates to the Com.,
and Bourinot quoted; Ruling (Mr. Speaker) 48 (i).

Ordnance Lands in Quebec, authorisation of
conveyance B. No. 143 (Mr. Dewdney). 10,

1194 (ii).
ORDNANCE LANDS IN QUEBEC, EXTENSION OF STREETS: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Langelier,Quebec) 912 (ii).
OrTAwA AND GATINEAU VALLEY RT. Co.'8 SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396; in Com., 1491 (ii).
Ottawa and Montreal Boom Co.'s incorp. B. No.

23 ( Mr. Girouard). 1°, 47 ; 2° m,, 169 ; Order for 2°
read, 424; wthdn., 426 (i).

Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Ry. and
Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No. 43 (Mr. Bickey).
1J*, 194; 2-*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509 (i).

OTTAWA NEW DEPTL. BUILDINGS, TENDERS FOR PAINTING:

Ques. (Mr. LrÀnderkin) 1266 (ii).
in Com. of SUp., 799 (i).
PUBLIC ROADS, IMPROVEMENTS, AMOUNTS PAID: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. McJlullen) 303 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER AND CITY BRIDGES: in Com. of Sup.,

1449 (ii).
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OXFORD AND NEW GLASGOW RY.: in Com. of SUp., 1073;
cono., 1603 (ii).

OYSTER PONDS' POSTMASTERSHIP, APPOINTMENT: Que8. (Mr.
Kirk) 591 (i).

PACIFIC MAIL SUBSIDr: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 34 (i).
PAGANS IN JOLIETTE COUNTY: Que.. (Mr. Charlton) 1710 (ii).
PAIRS DURING SESSION, Viii (i).

PARKER, GEo. R., CLAIMS FoR DAMAGES re DEBBY BRANCH

Ry.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Mitchell) 1182 (ii)
PARLIAMENT, OPENING, 1 ; PROROGATION, 1727 (ii).
PARRY SOUND COLONISATION RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Reg.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396; in Com., 1499 (ii).
"PATENT RECORD:" CIonC., 1598 (ii).
PAUPER IMMIGRATICN (CHILDREN): in Com. of Sup.,

964 (ii).
PENITENTIARIES: in Com. of Sup., 211 (i); 1315, 1507,

1615; conc., 1597 (ii).
- REP.: presented (Sir John Thompson) 169 (i).
PERMANENT FoRCES: in Com. of Sup., 796 (ii).
PICToU BRANCI Ry., TOTAL CoST: Ques. (Mr. McMullen)

302 (i).
- LENGTH: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 348 (i).
PICToU, RET. OF MEMBER: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
PIERS AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS IN P.E.I.: M. for Cor.*

(Mr. Robertson) 942 (ii).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 1222 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 148 (i), 919 (ii).

-- REPAIRs IN 1888: M. for Rets.* (Mr.
PILOTAGE DuEs, QUEBEC HARBOR, &C.: M.

Langelier, Montmorency) 942 (ii).

Welkh) 942 (ii).
for Cor.* (Mr.

PILoTS, AMOUNTS RECEIVED-: QueB. (Mr. Amyot) 1146 (ii).
PINETTE AND WOOD ISLAND HARBOR, SURVEYS: Ques. (Mr.

Welsh) 621 (i).
PoLICE. See "Dominion," "Montreal," "1 Mounted."

PONTIAC AND RENFREW RY. Co.'8 SUBSIDY: prop. Re8. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 1572 (ii).

Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co's B. No. 51 (Mr.
Bryson). 10*, 222; 2°*, 299; in Com. and 3°*, 509
(i). (52 Vic., c. 82.)

POPE, Ma. (DEP. CoM. OF PATENTS): in CoM. Of Sup, 71-
78 (i).

POPE, LATE HON. J. H.: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald)
&c., 943, 1017 (ii).

POPULATION oF DoM. By PROVINCES: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 170 (i).

PoRIC DUTIES, INCREASE: Que.. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 1146 (ii).

PORT ARTHUR HARBOR AND KAMINISTIQUIA RIVER: in Com.

of Sup., 801 (ii).
PORT MAITLAND BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 150 (i).
PORT NATAL BREAKWATER, REPAIRS, &C : Ques. (Mr.

Lovitt) 34 (i).
POSTAGE RATES, CAN. AND U. S.: in Com. of Sup., 70 (i).

REDUCTION: Que.. (Mr. Thérien) 34 (i).

--- Quesa (Mr. Turcot) 80 (i).
POSTMASTER AT THREE RIVERS, NEWsPAPER POSTAGE: Que.

(Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 740 (i).
POSTMASTER GENERAL's DEPT.; in Com. of Sup., 68 (i).

- REiP.: presented (Mr. Haggart) 17 (i).

Post Office Act (Ckap. 35 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No.
93 (Mr. faggart). 1°, 369; Res. prop., 469 (i); in
Com., 1130; 2' and in Com., 1133; 3°m., Amt. (Mr.
White, Renfrew) neg. (Y. 55, N. 85) 1281; S%*, 1283
(ii). (52 Vic.. c. 20.)

POST OFFICE AND FINANCE DEPTS. : in Com. of SUp, 1503.
- - in Com. of Snp, 1234, 1461, 1596 (ii).
POST OFFICES PUILT SINCE 1878, REVENUES, &a.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Burdett) 225 (i)•
Deb. (Messrs. Cook and Casey) 226; (Mr. Lister) 227 (Messrs. Roome

and Porter) 228 (Messrs. Sutherlan i and Hemson) 229; (Mr.
Mills, Bothwell) 230 ; (Mr. :Eisenhauer) 231 ; (Messrs. Sproule
and McMullen) 232; (1fr. Watson) 233; (Sir Hector Langevin
and Mr. Trow) 233 (i).

POST OFFICE:
ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS: Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Quebec)

224 (i).
BALTIC POST OFFION ESTABLISHMENT: QueS. (1fr. Perro) 1423 (i).

BANNERMAN, WM., LATE POSTMASTER AT CALGARY, DEFALCATIONS:

Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 677 (i).
BELLE VALLtE POST OFFICE, CHANGE OF LOCATION: M. for Cor.,

&c.* (Kr. Bourassa) 943 (ii).
CARRONNEAU, JOSEPH, PAYMENT FOR sERVICES: Ques. (Kr. Desaul-

niers) 1328 (ii).
CHESTER, QUE., O0MPLAINTS AGAINST POSTASTER: Ques. (Kr.

Lavergne) 468 (i).
GROVER, J. M., POSTMASTER AT MORDEN, MAN., DISMISSAL: M. for

Pets., &c.* (Kr. Guay) 942 (ii).
INSPECTOR, THREE RIVERS DIVISION: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 1181 (ii).
JOLIETTE MAIL SERVICE, OONTRACT : Ques. (Kr. Neveu) 762 (i).

LAKE ST. JOHN MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Kr. Couture) 1628 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE, REDUOTION OF RATES: Ques. (gr. furcot) 80 (i).

- Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 34 ().
LÉiVs POST OFFICE, PETS., &G. FOR BUILDING: M. for copies (Kr.

Guay) 433 (i).
LITTLE DOVER MAIL SERVICE AND CANSO MAIL SERVICE ; Ans. (1r.

Baggart) 590 (i).
LOGAN, WM., MAIL CONTRACTOR, PICKERING VILLAGE, SURETIES:

Ques. (Kr. Edgar) 677 (1).

LONGUEUIL POSTAL SERVICE : Ques. (Mr. Préfontaine) 80 (i).
LOURDES AND SOMERSET MAIL SERVICE: M. for Cor. (1r. Eurcot)

751 (i).
MAIL QARRIAGE, BECANCOUR STATION AND STE. JULIE DE SOMERSET,

&C.: M. tor Cor.* (Kr. Turcoi) 304 (i)

- IN BRUSSELS, ONT. : Ques. (1Mr. Macdonald, Euron) 249 (i).
MAIL SERVICE WITH ENGLAND: Remarks, 1574 (ii).
MONEY ORDER OFFICES, QUE.: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne) 468 (i).
MURRAY HARBOR SOUTH AND MONTAGUE MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (1fr.

Robertson) 468 (i).
OCEAN MAIL CONTRACT, EXTENSION WITH ALLAN LINE: QueS. (Kr.

Jones, Halifax) 1397 (ii).
OYSTER PONDS' POSTASTER, APPOINTMENT : Ques. (1r. Ktrk) 591.

PACIFIC MAIL SUsIDY: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 34 (i).
POSTRASTER AT TIIREE RIVERs, NEWsPAPER POSTAGE - Ques. (gr.

Langelier, Quebec) 740 (1).
POST OFFICES IN MONTCALM COUNTY: Ques. (Mr. TMorien) 1082 (ii).
RED RIVER POSTAL SERVICE : Ques. (Kr. La Rivière) 1533 (ii).
REGISTERED LETTERS, COMPENSATION FOR Loss: Ques. (Mr. Taylor)

525 (i).
ST. BARTHELEMY POST OFFICE': Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 591 (i).
ST. BEATRIX POST OFFIcE, LOCATION : Ques. (Mr. Neveu) b90 ().

Prescott County Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. B.
No. 33 (Mr. Edwards). 1°*, 138; 2° m., 239 ; 20*,
299 ; in Com. and 3°*, 510 (i). (52 lVic., C. 80.)

PREVENTIVE OFFICERS IN P.E.I.: Que8. (Mr. Perry) 15.

P. E. I. and Continental Ry. and Ferry Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 96 (Mr. Landry). 1°, 384; 2°*,
524 (i).
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PIRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
BALTIO PosT OFFIcS, ESrIsALIsHMENT: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1423 (ii).
BELL CR BREAKWATER, SURVIT: Ques. (Mr. WeltA) 347 (i).
CAMPBELL, CAPT. R , DISMISiAL: M. for Cor., Ac (Mr. Perry) 741.
CAOUMPQUua HARBoR, DIsIiSAL OF BIPASTING FoanxAN: Que.

(Mr. Perry) 348 (i).
CHINA POINT PiEa, REPAIas, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Welkh) 621 (i).
GONIEDERATION AND P. E. I., CI..Is: Que. (Mr. Perry) 525 (i).
DaGaI "PRINou EDwARD,'? CoaT OF ReAasa: M. for Ret (Ur.

Perry) 31, 302 (i).
PAYMNT TO CAPTAIM: Queg. (11r. Perry) 30 (1);

FIFTEEN-POINT BREAKWATER, SUvY: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1423 (ii).
FIRy BouNTY, CLAIRS RADIS AND REJECTZD : M. for Ret. (Mr. Me

Intyre) 434 (i).
FINEaY C oxrIUssIoWER (ASUTANT) APPOINTMENT: Quoi. (àfr.

Perry) 171 (i).
HicKy WHAEF, REPAiRs : Ques (Mr. Wl8k) 621 (i).
JOBIN, ACHILLES, DISMISSAL: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 318 (i).
KiRG's Co., REPREsENTATION: prop. Res. (Ur. Taylor) challenging

Seat, 169 (i).
LOBSTER FAOTORIES, NUMEER, &o. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Perry) 31 (i).
MAIL SUBSIDY, P. E. I. ABD MAINLAND : in 0om. of Sap., 1261 (ii).
MIMINEGASH BREAKWATZE, DALAGEs : Que. (Mr. Perry) 1146, 1423.
MoUNT STEWART WHARF, CONSTRUCTION : Ques. (Mr. Roberteon) 171,

621 (i).

MURRAY RARBOR SOUTH AND MONTAGUE MAIL SERVICE : Ques. (Ur.
Robertaon) 468 (i).

NAUFRAGE HARBOR, ENGINEER's Rip. : M. for copy (Sfr. XfIintyre)
33 (i).

NEw LONDoN BRBAKwATER REPAIRs, &c.: Ques (Vr. W.Z.h) 620 (i).
Ques ( Vr. Davijs, P. .I) 468 (i)

PIERs AND BARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Cor.P (1fr. Robertson)
942 (ii).

Remarks (Ur. Welsh) on M. for (Jom. of -Sup., 1222 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sap , 148 (i).

REPAIRs IN 1888: Sd for Ret.* (Mr. Welsh) 942 (ii).
Plmil TAN» WooD IsAND HARBOR, SUaVEs : Ques. (Ur. Welal)

621 (r).
PasvaîrnT Oricas inP. E. I. : Ques. (Mr. Perry) 15 (i).
SUBSIDY TO P. E. I. : Ques. (Ur. Perry) 15 (1).
FUnYAY, STRAITS or NoRTHUmsIRLAND : Ques. (Mr. Perry) 16 (i).
SUMNERSIDE, HARBIR AND BREAKWATER, SURVEY : Que, (Mr. Perry)

303(i), 1423 (i).
Remarks (Ur. Perry) on M. for Com of Sap , 1222 (ii).

TIGNIsH BREAKWATER, REPAIRs: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1146 (ii).
Remarks (Mr. Perry) on M. fér Com. of Sup, 1222 (i),

WEST POINT WHARF, REPAIRs: Ques. (Ur. Perry) 149&(ii).
PÉiwTq9 AND ST&TONERTDaPT. : iB COin. Of Sap, 57 (i),

1503 (ii).
-iRa : presnted (Kr. BAwell) 346 (i).

PRINTING BUREAU AND BINDING: in COm. Of Sup., 1571 (ii).
- - COST OF BUILDING, PLANT, &C.: Quie8. (1fr. Afc

Xidle.) 1863 (ii.)
-- Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 428:(i).

PËINTING COMMITTUE: M. for Jont Comn (Sir John A.
Macdomid) 19 (i).

- M. to add names (Mr. Bowell)846 ().
PINTING Dox..NOTES: in CoM. Of SUp., 205 (t).
Pame«G, PAPEE4NID BINDIG- in.COmOf Sp., 272 (i).
PEIrvILuui See "OnE.," "Pa TILEU;?' &c.
PRivATE BLS Pi±s. : M. (Mr. Wood, BrockvLe) to extend

time, 30 (i).
- Rars1 raaciCòx .: Mi toextend times (Sir Hector

Langevin) 666 (i), 841 (ii)é
PxIvyCoNcIL OrnIez-: in (om. of Sup., 49 (i), 1501 (ii).
PaSvENTIv. SmviCE: in Com. of Sup., 1224 (ii).
PEecEitnn. Bee Oz>En,!' " PEvILEI," &e.

li

PROHIBITION OF INTOXTCATING IIQUORS: prop. Re8. (Mr.
Jamieson) 88 ; Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) and Amt. to
Anmt. (Mr. Taylor) 89; deb. rsmdi 260; neg. (Y. 58,
N. 86) 261 ; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. MillaBothike)261;
neg. (Y. 35j N. 108) 267; Amt. agreeditO (Y. 99, N.
59) 269 (i).

Prom issory Notes. See "BILL0S OF EKoANGE."
PROROGATION: Closing Remarks (M1r. Pro& 1724 (ii).

Communication from Gov. Gen;' Sec., 1711 (ii).
PROVENOELER, RET. OF MEMBER: nOtifilatiOn (Mr.

Speaker) 2 (i).
PtrLIo AccTs. OorU, PAParS Oe IYEZDý: Remarke (Mr.

Mulock) 470 (i).
- - MEETING: Remarks (Sir Ricard Cartwright, &o.)

500 (i).
- - REF.: prosented (Mr. Poster) 2 (i).

M. (fr. Rykert) to ref. to Pab. Acets Oom., 47 (i).
Public Departments (certain Acts re) Repeal

B. No. 110 (Mir. Mils, BothweU). 1°, 589 (i)
Public Matter8. See "ENQuIRI Us."
PUBLIO WORKS; in COm. Of Sup., 148, 805 (i), 913, 927,

931, 1229, 1862, 1448, 1528, 1599 (ii).
REp.: preseinted (Sir Bector Langevin) 2 (i).

PUBLIC WORKS:
ABIOHAT WaST BREAKWaTER : Que. (Gen. Lauvù) 811 (ii).
BUILDINGS ERoTED. alNo0 1807 TO 1889:t M. for Ret." (Sir BioArd

Cartwright) 303 (i).
GOUxPaquaQi ARnoa, DIEMISsAL or BLABTING FORIEAN; Que&.(.

Perry) 348 (i).
CAYUGA PosT OFFICE, COsT To DATE: QueS. (Mr. 00ler) 803 (1).
CHINA POINT PIEU, R»PArn, &C.: Qf8. (Mr. WeL.A) 621 (i).
CUSTOMs BUILDINGS (CITIî AND TowNs OF LES THAN 20,000): M. fOr

Ret.e (1r. Ouey) 303 (i).
DaDimI " Câa BaRTo," CoMPENEATION TO CAPTAi AMD LiaoaEu

Foa Lossis: Ques. (Mr. Cameren) 427 (i).
DREDG LOST IN NORTHUMaERIAUD STRAITSI: Ques. (Mr. Cameron)

469 (i).
DREDGE "PalSN EDWARD," PAYMINT TO CAPTAIN i Que,. (1r.

P'erry) 30 (i).
- REPAmE AND CosT, &o. : M. for ,Ret. (Mr. Perry)831(1).

Ques. (1f,. Perry) 802 (1).
DauoDE!UaNING GRouED Ixpeoviasi-: inaom.-of Bapw 151 (1).
DILL SHEo AT BtLLtvILLU, GoYT. AID: Ques.-(Mr. Bwedet) 80<i).
DUNDAs AND WATERLOo MAsADAMISID R6AD: J. for Gor., ko. (Mr.

Bain, Wentworth)34 (i).
- SUaVits: Que. (Ur. Bai, WnawortA) 1628 (àl).
EsQUImAux PoINT TsEaaApH LIxz: Ques. (Ur. Fimi) 935 (i).
FITTEN POINT, P. E. I., BasAXWATER, SURVY: Ques. (1r. Perry)

1423 (ii).
FoRTIFICATIoNs AT EsQUlMJlT, CoL. O'BRlUw's ErPORT t Q(e "'1.

Prior) 1146 (ii).
GANNoN NARROWS PLOATING BRIDGE : Ques. (Ur. Barron) 1627 (i).
GRAiD Nàauows BIDGE, C. B., PAPEaß RBPEQTING: Remarks (1fr.

JPinn) 1266 (i).
GRAND RIVua 3B1me -A? Yoa, CoMuuTwamOf: QuO à ( P (eeUr)

171 ; M. for Ret.,' 80 (a).
Hiomy WMW, REmPAlS, Que.. (Mi Wl.A)62L(i).
LAcHuN CANAL, N»W BRIDGE : Ques (1fr. OCuran) 20 (i).
LAzx 8T. Louis, 0oSTRUOTIoN oF PIruas: Que.. (Ur. Bernier) 00 (1)4
LArs S. JoHN, HYDioGRAPoH 8Uavan Que&«(Mi. CeeftWy114r
- WHARVUS, CoN8TRUOTIoN Que.. (Ur. Couture) 1181(11).
LiAt*RAm VxiLesPamoTeIoxi A*ArUse lot Ques (MaDoyon)

427 (i).
L'Azeou BEExwATeui4SasyTs, ko., Cei 1-;r for coplse(Mr.

Fynn) 698 (i).
LàDuo, OHARLUS, LoTNNT BT GOyvT. : Que..' (Kr. Landerkin)

171 (i).



INDEX.
PUBLIC WORKS-Continued.

LUNENRURG HARBOR SuRViY, &o.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Eisenhauer) 749 (i).

- REPAIEs, kt.: Ques. (Mr. Bisenhauer) 591 (i).
LONGUEIL WHARVES, COMPLETION: Ques. (Mr. Pr«fontaine) 80 (i).
MIxINEGASK BREAKWATUR, REPAzIs: Ques. (Mr Perry) 1146, 1423.
MoUDT STEWART WHARF, P. E. I., CONSTRUCTION : (Ques. (Kr.

Robertson) 171, 621 (i).
NAUFRAGE HARBOR, P. E. I., BNGINEER's Rup. : M. for copy (MIr.

McInstyre) 33 (i).
NEw LONDON BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Kr. WelsÃi) 620 ().

- SURVEY : Ques. (Mr. Davies, P. E. 1.) 468 (i).
OTTAWA NEW DEPTL. BUILDING, TENDERS FOR PAINTING: Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 1266 (ii).
PUBLIC ROADs, IMPROVIEENTS, AMOUNT PAID: M for Ret

(Kr. MeMullen) 303 (i).
PIERO AN'D HARaoRS ix P.E.I. : M. for Cor.' (Mr. Robertson) 942 (ii).

- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Welsh) 942 (ii).
PINETTE AND WOOD ISLAND HARBOR, SURVEYs: Ques. (Mr. Welsh)

821 (i).
PORT MAITLAND BEAKWATEER: in Com. of Sup., 150 (i).
POST OFFICEs BUILT sNe 1879, REVENUEs, o.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Burdett) 225 (1).
PEINTING BUREAU, COST OF BUILDING, PLANT, &C. : Ques. (Mr.

Mcifullen) 1363 (ii).
PUBLIC BUILDINGS ERECTED SINCE 1867 TO 1889: M. for Ret.' (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 303 (i).
PUSLIC WoRKs REP. : presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 2 (1).
RICHELIEU RIVER, SURVSY AND SOUNDINGs : Qde.. (Mr. Gigault) 22,

29 (l).
RIioUsKuI WHARF, REPAIrs, CONTRACTOR: Qaes. (Kr. Fiset) 302 (i).
ST. ALPHONSE WHARF, REPAIRS : Ques. (Kr. Couture) 1181, 1363 (i).
ST. AUNE DE OHICOUTIM WHARF, CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (fr. Couture)

525 (i).
STE. ANNE DE LA POCATItRE WHAsr: Que.. (Mr. Desaint) 1265 (ii).
BT. CLAIR RAPIDS, DRUDGING AT POINT EDWARD : Ques. (Mr. Lister)

(591 (i).
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER OVERFLOW, PRIVENTION; Ques. (Mr. Beau-

soleil) 591 (i).
ST. LAWRENCU TELEGRAPH SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1363 (i).
ST. LOUIs RIVER IMPROVEMUENTS: Ques. (1r. Bergeron) 34 (i).
SUMKERSIDE, P. E. I., HARBOR AND BREAKWATER SURVEY: Ques.

(Mr. Perry) 303 (i), 1423 (ii).
TELEGRAPH LIxS, ACQUISITION BY GOTT : M. for Sel. Com. (1r.

Denison) 80 (i).
TIGNISH BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques (Kr. Perry) 1146 (ii).
VENTILATION OF CHAMBER: in COm. Of SUp., 1228 (ii).
WEST POINT WHARF, REPAIRES Ques (Mr. Perry) 1498 (i).
YARMOUTH COUNTY, PUBLIC WORKS: Ques. (Mr. Lovitt) 34 (i).

Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan
Railroad and Steamboat Co.'s B. No. 151
(Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 1572; M. for
Com., 1706; in Com. and 1°*, 2Q*, and B. in Com.,
1709; 3°*, 1711 (ii). (52 Vie., c. 5.)

QuARANTINE: in Com. of Sup., 931 (ii).
Quebec and Lévis Ferry B. No. 12 (Mr. Choquette).

1°*, 29 (i).
Quebec Board of Trade incorp. Act Amt. B.

No. 87 (Kr. McGreevy). 1°*, 369; 2°*, 510; in Com.
and 37*, 155 (i). (52 Vic., c. 99.)

QUEEBO CONPERENCE, 1887: M. for copies of Res., &o.
(Mr. Edgar) 20 (i).

Quebeo Skating Club. See "ORDNANOE LANDS."
QU.BBEC-.

ARTHARASKA FISHETY OVERstuR, APPOINTMENT: Ques. (Mr. Tureot)
302 (i).

BAi DES OHALEuR RY. Co.'s SSuismY: prop. (1st) Res. (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 1896 (i).

- prop. (nd) Bes. (Sir John A. Vacdonald) 1573; in Com.,
164 (i).

QUEBEC-Continued,
BAR oF QUEBEC, DISALLOWANCE 0F ACT, O. C.', &a. : M. for copies*

(Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (1).
BEACH LOTS IN QUEBEC, O. C.'S, COR., &C. : M. for copies" (Mr.

Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).
BEAUHARNOIS CANAL IMPRO EMENTs: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 31 (i).

- REp. oF ENGINEER CRAWFORD, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Berqeron) 304 (i).
- - OPENING op NAV.: Telegram read (Mr. Bergeron) 1285 (ii).
BELLE VALLíE POST OFFICE, CHANGE oF LoCATION: M. for Cor.*

(Mr. Bourassa) 943 (i).
C.P.R , EXTENSION TO QUEBEC, AMOUNT PAID AND TO WHOM : Que.

(Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 248 (i).
CAPE TORmENTINE AND MURRAY BAY RY. SUBSIDY-: prOp. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1573 ; in Com., 1641 (ii)
CAP ROUGE AND ST. LAWRENCE RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1396 (ii).
CARBONNEAU, JOs., PAYMENT FOR SERVICES . Ques. (Mr. Desaulniers)

1328 (ii).
CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS, ELECTION OF COUNCILLORs: Ques. (Mr.

Doyon) 427 (i).
AGENT'S SALARY'. Ques. (Vr. Doyon) 1264 (ii).

-- SURVEY OF RESERVE: Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 468, 501 (i).
CHAMBLY-LONGUEUIL CANAL, CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr Pr/ontaine)

80 (i).
CHESTER POSTMASTER, COMPLAINTS AGAINST; Que9 (Mr. Lavergne)

468 (i).
CHICOUTIMI AND SAGUENAY COUNTIES, EXPENDITURE Or SUBsIDY:

Ques. (Mr. Couture) 427 (i).
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, THRNE RIVERS, DUTY ON FORIGN CATA-

LOGUES: Ques. (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 739 (i).
CUSTOMS ÀPPRAISERS, APPOINTMENTS: Que. (Mr. Langelier, Mont-

morency) 370 (i).
DISALLOWANCE OF QUEBEC ACTS, O. C.'s, &C.: M. for copies' (Mr.

Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).
DRUMMOND COUNTY RY- CO.'s SUBBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A.

Macdonsild) 1572; in Com., 1634 (ii).
ESQUIMAUX POINr TELGEAPH LINE: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 935 (ii).
FEUS PAID LAW FIRm IN QUEREC : Ques. (Mr. urcot) 347 (i).
FIsHURY OVERSEER ARTHABABRKA, REVENUE, SALARY, EXPENSES, &o.:

Ques. (11r. Turcot) 80 (i).
FISHING LICEVsEs, RIVER MATANE: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 171 ; (Mr.

Fisel) 469 ().
- RivER NATASHQUAN: Ques. (Nfr. Fiset) 1533, 1627 (il).
FISHI'NG REGULATIONS IN BERTHIER: M. for copies (Mr. Beausoleil)

743 (i)
GREAT EASTSRN RY. SUBsmY: M. for Pets., Reps , &c. (Mr. Rinfret)

20 (i).
- prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1634 (ii).
GREAT NORTHIRN Ry., ENGINuEE's REP. : Ques. (Kr. Gauthier)

370 (i).
HEREPORD Ry. CO., AND PAYMENT OFEMPLOYis: QueS. (Mr. Bernier)

1017 (ii).
- SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1573; in Com.,

1638 (i).
HIDE AND LEATHER INSPECTOR, MONTREAL : M. for Papers, &c. (Mr.

Curran) 23 (1).
HOSPITAL DUES oN SHIPs, COLLECTION: Ques. (Ve. Lépine) 302; M.

for Ret.,* 303 (i).
INDIANs, HURON TRIBU oF LORETTE: M. for Cor.' (Mr. Langelier,

Montmorency) 33 (i).
I. C. R. See general heading,
JOLIETTU CONTROVERTED ELECTION: .Judge's Rep. (Mr. Speaker) 1.

- DISTRICT JUDGE, APPOINTMENT: Ques,. (Mr. PÃirien) 170 (i).
- MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACT : Ques. (Mr. Neveu) 762 ().

LACHINE CANAL, NEW BRIDGE : Ques. (Mr. Ourran) 20 (i).
LAKE ST. JOHN RYDROGRAPEIC SURVEY: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1146.

- MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1628 (ii).
- Ry. SUBsIDY : Ques. (Mr. De St. Georges) 979 (ii).
- WHARVES, CONSTRUCTION: Que.. (iir. Couture) 1181 (ii).

LAKE ST. LOUIS Buoys AND LIGHTs: Remarks, 1534, 1652 (i).
LARE ST. PETER BUOYs: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 979 (ii).
LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONISATION AND Ry. Co.'s $UBsIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonalt) 1572 ; in Com., 1631 (ii).

lxx



INDEX.
QUEBEC-Continued.

LAPRAIRIE CONTROTERTiD ELECTION: Judge's Rep. (Kr. Speaker) 1.
LAPRAIRIN VILLAGE, PROTECTION AGAINST Ici: Que&. (Mr. Doyen)

427 (i).
LAuie, CASGRAIN, ANGERS AND IAMEL, LAw FEES PAID: Ques. (Mr.

Turcot) 347 (i).
LEDUC, CHARLES, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : Ques. (Kr. Landerkin)

171 (i).
LEBOURDAIS BROs., COR. re TRIAL : Ques. (1r. Casgrain) 16 ().
LÊvis POST Orn1I, PETS., &o., FOR BUILDING: M. for copies (Mr.

Guay) 433 (1).
LONGUEUIL POSTAL SUav10I, UOMPLAINTS: QueS. (Kr. Préfontaine)

80 (i).
- WHARVES, COPLuTION: Ques. (Kr. Prdfontaine) 80 (i).
LOURDES AND SOMERSUT MAIL SURovic: M. for Cor. (Mr. lurcot)

751 (i).
MAGISTRATES, DISALLOWANCE Or ACT, 0.0.'8, COR. &C.: M. for

copies* (Kr. Langelier, Montmorency) 303 (i).
MAIL CARRIAGE (BÊQANCOUR STATION AND ST. JULIE DE SOMREBT,

&o.): M. for Or., &c.* (Mr. Turcot) 304 (I).

MABKINONGÉ AND NIPISSING RY. Co.'8 SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1632 (ii).

MASKINONGI OONTROVERTED ELECTION ; Judge's Rep.(Kr. Speaker) 1
MASSAWIPPI JUNCTION RY. 00.'8 SUBSIDYT: prop. Re. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 1573; in Com., 1640 (ii).
MATANE RIVER, FISHING RIGHTS: M. for Oor. (Mr. Casgrain) 938 (ii).
MONEY ORDER OrrCES IN QUEBs: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne) 468 (j).
MONTCALM POST OFrICES: Ques. (Mr. Therien) 1081 (ii.)
MONTREAL FLOOD GOMMISSION, PRINTING Or REP.: M. (Mr. Curran)

1687 (ûi).
MONTREAL HARBOR POLICE: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1123 (ii).
- Remarks, 1573, 1687 (ii).
NORTH SHORE RY., CONVEYANCE TO GOVT. BY G.T.R., ht.: M. for

0.0.* (Mr. Langelier, Quebee) 943 (ii).
OTTAWA AID GATINEAU VALLEY RAILWAY 00.'s SUBSIDY: prOp.

Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1396 (ii).
ORDNIACE LANDS IN QUEBEC, EXTENSION Or STREETS: M. for Ret.'

(Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 942 (il).
PAGANS IN JOLIETTE COUNTY: Ques. (Kr. Charlton) 1710 (ii).
PILOTAGE DUES, QUEBE HARBOR, &0.: M. for Cor.* (1(r. Langelier,

Montmorency) 912 (ii).
PILOTS, AMOUNTS RECEIVED : Que., (Mr. Amyot) 1146 (il).
PONTIAC AND RENFREw RY. 00.' SUBsIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John A.

Macdonild) 1572 (ii).
POSTMASTER AT THREE RIVERs, NSWSPAPER POSTAGE, &C.: QueS.

(Mr. Lizngelier, Quebec) 740 (ii).
POST OFFICE INSPECTOR, THREE RIVRs DIVISioN: Ques. (Mr.

Choquette) 1181 (ii).
QUEBE AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1573; in Oom., 1637 (ii).
QUESNEL, JULES, COMPLAINTS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne) 1145.
QUIEC, MONTMORENCY AND CHARLEvOIX RY. 00.'8 SUBSIDY: prop.

Res (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1619 (ii).
RY. SUBsIDIuS FOR CHICOUTIMI AND SAGUENAY: Ques. (Mr. Couture)

1181 (ii).
- LAKE ST. JOHN: Ques. (Kr. Couture) 427 (i).
RICHELIEU RIVER, SURVIT AND SOUNDINGS: Ques. (1r. Giqault) 22,

29 (i).
BIMOUSKI CONTROVERTED ELUCTION: Judgment Of Supreme Court

(1r. Speaker) 2 (i).
RII0UsKI WHAR REPAmS, CONTRACTOR: Que.. (Mr. Fiset) 302 (i).
SAGUENAY RIVER, BUOYs AND LIGETS: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1146 (ii).
- TENDER: Quer. (Mr. Couture) 1422 (ii).
STU. ANNE DE CHICOUTIMI WHARW: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 525 ().

STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIIRE WHARF, REPAIRS: Que.. (Mr. Deasaint)
1265 (ii).

STE. BEATRIX (JOLIETTE) POST Orrii0, LOCATION: Ques. (Mr. Neveu)
590 (i).

ST. ALPHONSE WHARF, REPAIRo : Que. (fr. Coulure) 1181, 1363 (il).
ST. ANDREWS TO 0. P. R. AT OR EAST Or LACHUTE RY. SUESIDY:

prop. Res. (tir John A. Macdonald) 1396 (Il).
ST. BARTtLÉKY POST Orrv10o: Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 591 (i).
ST. CÉSAIRE TO ST. PAUL D'ABBOTTSrOBD RY.SUESIDY: prOp. RoS.

(Sir John 4. Macdonald)1572; in Com., 1634 (ii).

1QUEBEO-Continued.
ST. LAEwENUo R Rvu Ovarbow, PEITENTION: Que.. (Mr. Beau-

.oleil) 591 (i).
ST. LAwRENIs TEEGRAR SIEMRV0: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 183 (1).
ST. LOUIs LARD, BUOYs AND LiGETs: Remarku, 1574 (il).

- CONSTRUCTION O, PI=: Ques. (Ur. Prdfontaine) 80 (1).
ST. Louis RIVER IXPRov3EENTs: Ques. (1fr. Bergeron) 84 (1).

ST. ROON Das AULIT'S WHARY, CoL, Ru., t0.: M. for Copie@
(Mr. Casgrain) 529 (1).

SALMON RIvERs IN QuBBC, LEASES, &o.: Que.. (Mr. Lsneigder,
Quebec) 224 ().

SIAWINIGAN DIsTRICT, SENATOR FOR: Ques. (Mr. Lavergue) 1628 (il).

TÊISCOUATA RY. 00., SHARanOLDRI, SHAhRs AID AMOUNTS PAID:

M. for Rot. (1r. Dessaint) 24 ().
- SURSIDY, AMOUNT PAID: Ques. (Ur. Desseint) 676 (1).
- M. for Ret.' (Mr. Desain*) 948 (ii).

VICTORIA BRIDGB, COST or MAINTENANO, ho.: Quoi. (Kr. Amyot)
1081 (i).

WHISKEY, ILLICIT M ANUFACTURE: Ques. (1fr. Riîfret) 935 (il).

Queen's College (Kingston) Act Amt. B. No.
46 (Mr. Kirkpatrick). I°*, 194; 2°, 300; M. for
Com., 602; in Com. and 3° agreed to (Y. 104, N. 35)
607 (i) ; Sen. Amts. cono. in, 855 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 103.)

QUESNEL, JULES, COMPLAINTS AGAINST: Qtles. (Mr. La-
vergne) 1145 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. No. 9 (hir. Cook). 10, 17 ; 20,
362 (i); M. for Com., 1099; Ant (Sir John Thompson)
6 m. h, agreed to on a div., 1100 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. No. 115 (hr. White, Renfrew). 1°,
782 (i); 2°, 1283 (ii).

Ry. Employés Protection B. No. 53 (Mr. PurceU).
1°, 223; Order for 2° read, 384 (i).

RAILWAYS. See
ALBERT SOUTHERE RY. 00.

ALBERTA AND ATHABAGA RY. 00.

ALBERTA RY. AID GOAL 00.
ANNAPOIis AID LIVERPOOL RY.
ASSINIBOIA, EDMONTON AND UNJIGA RY. 0.

ATLANTIC AND NORTI-WEST RY. 00.

BELLIEVILLE AND NORT HAISTINGs RY. 00.

BERLIN AND CANADIAN PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. 0.

CALGARY, ALBERTA AND MONTANA RY. 00.
CANADiAN PACIFIc RY.
CAPE BRETON RY.

CHIGNECTO SHIP RY. 00.
OBOURO, NORTHUMEBERLAID AND PACIPI R. Co.

EDMUIDSTON AND FLORENOUVILLE RY. Go.
GRAND TRUNK RY. Go.
GRZAT NoRTH-WRsT CENTRAL RY. 00.

HAMILTON CENTRAL RY. 00.
INTERCOLONIAL RY.

INTERNATIONAL RY. 00.
KINGSTON AND PEMROKE RY. 00.
KINGITON AND PaMBROK AID NAPAuI, TANWoRTu Au Quono

RY. 00.'s AGREEMUNT.

KINGITON, SMITH'S FALLS AND OTTAWA RY. 0.
KOOTENAY AND ATHABASCA RY. Co.
LAC SEUL RY. 00.

LAs MANITOBA RY. AND CANAL Go.

LARD NipissNu AND JAMES BAY Ru. o.
MANITOBA AID SOUTH-EABTRN RY. o.
MASSAWIPPI JUNCTION R. Co.
MoosE JAw, BATTLEIORD AND EDMONTON RY. Go.
NEw BRUNSWICK AND PRINCE EDWARD RY. Go.
NORTHIRN PACIFx AID MAITOSA Ru. o.
NORTH SHORE RY.
NORTH-WiTEaI JUNCTION AND LARE OP TE WooDs RY. Co.
ONTARIO AID QUEBE0 RY. 0.

ONTARIO, MAITOBA AND WESTERN RY. 0.

OTTAWA, MORRISURG AID NEw You Ru. Co.



lnfi INDE!
RAILWAYS-Continued.

PoNVIAo PACIIO JUNOTION-Ry. o.
PREsCOTT COUNTY RY. (o.
PRINaI EDWAnD ISLAND AND CONTINENTAL RY. AND EIEBY Co.
Qu'ApPELLE. LoNG LAXU AND 8AsK&TCBEWÂ14 RY.
RED DEEa VALLET RY. 'ND GOAL Go.
SHORT LINE RY., RARVET TO SALISBURY.

SÂBXATOBEWAN RY. AND MINING Go.

SOUTE ONTAIO PACIFIo RY. 00.

ST. GABRIBL LEvuE AND Ry. Co.
ST. LAWRNOE AND &TLANTIC JUNCTION Ry. Co.
TERNE RivERs Ry. Co.
TuxIsooUATA RY. Uo.

UNION Ry. Co.
WESTERN COUNTIES RY.
WINDSOR AND ANNAPOIMs RY.
WINNIPEG AND NORTH PACIFIC RY. Go.
WooD MOUNTAIN AND QU'APPELLN RY. Go.
[Se. " SUBSIDIES."]

RAILWAYS AND CANALS, DEPT. OF :-in COM. of Sp.,151 (i),
1504; oonc., 1615 (ii).

REp.: presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 250 (i).
in Com. of Sap., 1069, 1048, 1064, 1202, 1498, 1597,

1601 ; cone., 1615 (ii).
RY. SUBSIDIES, CHICOUTIMI AND SAGUENAT: Qr0S. (Mr.

Couture) 1181 (ii).
-- LAKE ST. JOHN : Qus. cMr. Vouture) -427 i).

REBELLION IN N. W. T., MILITIA EXPENSES: in COm. Of

Sup., 1461 (ii).
--- 9TH BATTALION: DoCuments read (Mr. Amydt) 234.

»---OFFICIAL COR. re 9TH BATTALION: M. for copie&
(Mr. Amyot) 304-317 (i).

RECIPROCITY (UNRESTRICTED) : Amt. (Sir Richard Cart.
wright) to M. for Com. of Sup., 468; zeg. (Y, 77, N.
121) 739 (i).

Deb. (Mr. Tupper) 472; (Mr. Charlton) 479; (Mr. White, ReR¢rew)
495; (Mr. Armstrong) 504 ; (Kr. Poréer)410; (Kr. .Mo-ftllen)
516; (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 557; (fr. Caker)r683; (Mr.bandry)
566 ; (Mr. Perry) 677 ; (Mr. Day) 580; («r. Campbell) 585; (Kr.
Wood, Weatmoreland) 621 ; (Mr. 26chard) 628 ; (Mr. Gigault) 631;
(Mr. Amyot) 633 ; (àfr. fiproul) S137; (Mr. McDougdl, C. B.)
643; (fr. McMallan, Huron) 646; (Mr. Coebkbrn) 101; (Mr.
Davies, P. E. 1.) 705; (Mr. Madtll) 718; 'Wr. Rudqpeh) 717;
(Mr. Semple) 718; (Mr. Haggart) 720; (kr. Piteron/Brant) 723;
(Kr. Dickey) 730; (Vr. Weldon, St John) 735 ().

Recognisances. t 'ee "CftimrNÂL Ïi*"
Red Deer Valley ~Ry. and toal Coeïnoorp.

B. No. 31 (Mr. Davis). 1°*, 138 -2°4, 170 30*,

257 (i). (53 ic., c. 52.)
RED DEER VALLEY RY. AND COAL 0o'8SwBEy: 'prOp.

Res. (Mr. Dewdney) 1572; in Com., 1717 (ii).
RED RIvEa POSTAL SERVICE: Ques.i3,Kr. ia.Rivière)1533.
REGINA BARRACKS, CANTEEN : Ques.(Mr. .Davin) 1082 (à).
REGISTERED LET"TERS, 00 9N8AION TOR 'LOBS : *Qe8.

(Mr. Taylor) 5215 (i).
REGULATIONS AND ORDERS, MILITIA, FRENCH EDITION: QUeS.

(Mr. Dessaint) 171 (i).
REPAIRS, FURNITURE, llEATING, &o. :- 0o0,-1»9(i).

---- in Com. of Sup., 913.
REPATRIATION OF FRENCH CANAD1&NS: .Que8 (Mr.Wson,

Blgin) 677 (i).
REPORTS PR ESELNTTED:

AUDIToR QENERAL : Igr.Foxtir) 'B fi).
Doxiuion PoLîcu: (8ir john Thomp.on) 8 ti).
INDIAN AFFAIRS (gr. 'De'dny)>9 (1).

INLAND Ruvuuuuo: r.# vowtun) 8ii).

310Ô18 P1flÑ11EU-ontinued.
INTUBIOR : (Mr. Dewdes.y) 436 (i).
LIBAEY or PARLIAMENT : (Ur. Speaker) 2 (i).
LABoR CoMMIssIONERS' Rup. (Mr. BomeU) 1285 (ii).
MARINE : (Mr. Tupper) 2 (i).
MILITIA AND DUFNOE : (Sir Adolphe Caron),13 (i).
MOUNTED POLI E GoxiwsIorNu's REP. : (Sir John Â.Nacdosaid) 169.
PENITENTIABIES : (Sir Jhn Thomp8on) 169 (1).

POSTMASTER GENRAL: (Mr laggart) 17 (i).
PRINTING AND STATIONERY : (Ur. Bowall) 346 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUSTS : (Mr. Foster) 2 (i).
PUBLIC WORKS : (Sir Hector Langevin) 2(i).
RAILWAYS AND CANALS: (Sir John A. Macdonald) 250 (Î).
SENCETARY OF STATEU: (Sir Hector Langevin) 33 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION TABLES: (Mr. Bodel) 3 (1).

RETURNINO OFFICERS (payments) in GoM. Of Sup., 1511 (ii).
RETUiRN re, FIR INBUiRA NCE Co.8.: QBee8 (,Mr. Beommy-323.
RETURNS IN HANDS oF MARI : Remtiks t(r.-Somerville).

1573, 1600, 1668 (ii).
RETuRNS, PRODUCTION OF : Remark8 (5fr. McAuiuen)62 I (i).
RETURNS, STATEMFNTSi &o , MOTIONS POR:

AViUs, 'A. k J., UIMS' FOR9 bhess or <'OAREIER 1)ovÉ* : 1r.
Wvitébhelli 1182 (ii).

ANNAPOLIs AND LIVERPOOL RY. SurY*: ("Mr. Jddea, 'Hyax) 943
ÀNNUITIEso INIIitNs, AiBmRs : 1rM.O'rien, 937 (1i).
BAR Or QUnss, DISALLOWANCE or ACTO :'Mr. Langelier {(ont,

morency) -303 (i).
'BEAaH Lb-T IN QUEBEO* :'Mf r; Lang¥Iier (fontmotency) 303 (i).
BEAUHARNOIS CANAL, REP. or ENGINEER GRAWFOED*:ÀMr. Bergeron,

301 (i).
BEEF SUPPLIES (INDIAN) IN N.W.T.* 1fr. Edgar, 912 (ii).
BurxEI VAImiE POST OFrFoE, L IooYioN: f-Mr. Bourassa, 913 (ii).
BELLEVILLE AND NORTHRAfNG<S -RY. SUBsIDY ABD G. T. R.: Mr.

Burdett, 85 (i).
BOUNDARIES or ONT. AND QUE., COR. EETWEUN LoCAL Govxfs.:

Mr. Langelier (IMontmorency)'203 (i).
"BRIDGEWA TER," SEIZUaE : Mr. Edgar, 752 (i).
BUDGET SPNEnEIs : Mr. Landerlkin, 20 (i).
BUILDINGS (PUBLIC) ERUCTED, 1867.1889*' : Sir Richard gCartwright,

303 (i).
CAMPBELL, CAPT. R., DisîssAL : Mr. Perry, 741 (i).
0ANAL 'WonKs, TENDERS: Mr. Casey, 593 (i).
CANALS, OPdNING FoR SUNDAY TRAFFIo*:' Ur. Rykert, 304 (1).

CAN. TEMP. Acr, WORKING OF, AND Hoxu GoVT.:; Mr. .T.Fmieon,

541 (i).
t cCAIER Diwu," GLAima FoR Loss* :' Ur.'Mitchel, l'2 (ii).
CHAPLAINS IN PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS*': Mr.'Innes, 24 (i).
CONOLIIDATED FUD, RUECEIPTS AID EXPUNDITUBI* :' Sir'Rchard

Cartwright, 24 (i).
Coroan uTED BLECftINS, DATE or RUdUIPT RY SPiRB o JUDGES'

01Ut*IPICATKB' '*:1fir. NMill ('Bothwell) 303 (i).
GORNWALL AND GALOPS GANALSENLARGENXNT* : Mr.STrow, 943 (ii).
V#RXWXLL CANAL, PROF; LoCATIoN'In 1834" Mrergin,'95,B77 (i).
CoRNWALL CANAL, RECET BREAK: 1Mr. Bergin, 303 (i).
CUSTONS BUILDiNGS cliES NAD Tows oF LESs TRAN~20,000*: Mr.

Casey, 303 (i).
0. P. R. ec general heading.
DaRDOE 4 PRINCE EDWAD," REPARBS, COST, F. : fr. Ferr , 31 (i).
DuNDAsAnDWATRLoo MACADAMI1ED ROAD .;Bain (enuworth)

34 (i).
DISALLOWANVE or ACTS or QBEUEoC LEGIsLAttr1*:Mr-Ufr Lanelier

(Montmorency) 303 (i).
DRILL %HID AT BELLEUILLU, JCONSTRUC TION : Mr. urdat4 69 (i).
DRAwEAcK -oN GooDs NxAtuAr RD io ExPonT*: MUr. 'MIU,

943 (ii).
DEEBT BRitH kNDoeBTREEEN AND"WESTR YU.* :r. fitchell,

1182 (i).
Ex AND ToKYNO TownsaPs UmION OT,'*TS. r ÜBAEINWÂkiE I

Mr. 'Tay1or,A436 (i).
EXPORTS AND IxPoTs[B:ir Rte7harrdlUaruri.At; 24 (i).

ExPEEIXENTAL PARE (OTTAWA) : Mr MKilai (Huron)335;

Expendiltre, 436 (i).
FALiEr W »t)h i tTInrYoE Lus of olsu1rXz.7îer/488 (i).



IÈDEX.
BWTULNS, STATBMKENTS, &c.--ontined.

FIa1 IMPoITED IN BOND PO Expoar: Gen. Laurie, 1082 (i).

FIBuzTy BoUNTY, OLAINs XADE AND REJECTED IN P. E. I.: Mr. M1c

Intfre, 434 (i)
FJSHING REGI'LATIONS IN BERTmBI, Ao.: Mr. Beausoleil, 743 (1).
FIsatNO LiCiNsus, INLAND WATERS : r. Daw8on, 82 (i).
FLOER AND WNEAT IMPoRTATIONr0 ou U S.* : Br. Nméth ý(On*rio)

33 (i).
FORTIN, NOIL, ACCIDENT TO ON I. . R.*: Mr. Fist, 303, 804 (i).
FRANCHIs ACT, AxoNt EXPNMOD PoV-TALOUs ssRvives': Mr.

Charlton,.si>3 (i).
FRUIT BASKETS AND Boxas, DUTY OOLLUTED*: Mr. Charlon, 304 (i).
GîaAND RriaaSBRDe AT YoRK VILLEs, HBALDIXAND* :r. Colter,

304(i).
'ORAI' £ISTaN RrSuaRD;: Mr. Rinfret, 20(i).
GRVR, J. à., POSTXASTBt ATMORDEN,,MAN.': 1Ar. Gway, 943 (ii).
RIDEAND .LEATHdR INSPCTOR, M.NrBAL: r., Carran, 23 (i).
BoKUSTXAD INrcToas, MAN. AND N. W.T.: Mr. JfoMallen, 22 (i).
fOS1eITri c Ds ox BrePs, OOLLUcTIo : D9:r. Lépine, 303 (i)
b Oï'R.'&.e general eading.

iNaraS,4RUSON Taus or LonETT*: Mr. bangelier (lonmoremcy)

33 (1).
INDiAN LANDs GaAND RIVIa, SALES, 40.* 1r. Colter, 304 (1).
INSPECTORS o HULLS, NAXOS, &C, or Coxîsslonnus: Mr. Wilson

(Elgin) 913 (ii).
(seTENAT!*NAI RYI. C0.'s SussIPy':- Mr. Jonea (alifaz), 913 ().

JoNBs' aCRE, Lumos, OST, Pars, Ao :àfr. Taylor, 540 ().

W ARDoIS* BRaEKWÂTIR, N. 8, Suavéras: , Mr. Flynn) 698 (à).
laUGeisi.*TI AseuRLY or N. W. T., diMoaIÂIs: Mr. Davin, 348,

371 (i).
L is POST OrpIcE BUILDING: '1fr. Guay, 433 (i).
LiQuoR PEaMITS IN N. W. T.: Mr. Janse2n, 550 (i).
LeAN, RaGENT, A ouRTs aEOITED -UN ACCoUNT-: Sir-iehard Çart-

wright, 30 (i).
Lousau FAToiuiSiiN P. E. I.: Mr. Perry, 31 (i).
LoRDEa ADOuRSaE? Mir. aSuarvo : Mr. Trcot, 751 (i).
LUNENBURG HARBOR SURVIT: Mr. Etsenhauer, 749 (i).
.----. oVNTY FSlOeBaeS: (Mr. iseahmer) 9&0 (i).
MAGISTRATES, DISALLOWANOB or AcT ; Mr. Lsngelier (Mont-

gMorenoy) 303 (1).
M .AI CARRIAGE, BECANCOUR STATION AND STE JUII DNOXERsET:

Mr. Turcot, 304 (i).
RANUrLCTUreRB' ISsURANC Co.'s SToCanOLDERs: Mr. Lister, 591.
MATAYE RIVER FuisHI R1IHTBs; Mr. Casgrain, 938 (ii).
MINIUG KAOHINBRY, Duryl: 1Mr. BEgar, 94j (i)
MOUNTED POLICE, DasRTrons DURING TNx Y»AÂss i nMr. Davin,

393 (i).
-- PVNIsNMaNT or ONSTABLES AC. : Mr. Davin, 429 (i).

4AUItAGE HARBOR, P. E. I., ENGIINER's Rip.: Mr.- eintyre, 33 ().
NORTH SHROE RY., COyZmYAâCE TO GovT*: Mr. Langelier (Mont-

morency) 943 (ü).
OO.eNoa, D.,'AccouKT roz LAW CLaSE, Fuas, AC. : Mr. VeMillen,

31(i).
ORIANIE LANDs IN QUBEa: Mr. Langelier (Quebec), 942 (i).
UTTAWA PUBLIC RoADS, IMPRaOVMNTS: Mr. &c Mullen, 303 (i).

PIMaS, &C., IN P. E. I., RPAis IN 1888*: Mr Welsh, 912 (ii).
--- ImPaot«mErT in P. E. 1.': Mr. Robertson, 942 (Hi).
PILOTAGE Dess, QUEBUe MAIBOR, &c.*: Mfr. Langelier (Mo*isnorency)

942 (i).
PosT O E*0n BUILT sîEoC 1878, REVENUES, &O. : Mr. Burdett, 225 (i).
PUBLIS BUILDINGs 'EUaTaD, 1867-1889* : Sir Richird Cartwright,

,03 (i).
Quue CoNrzaNCo, 1887, Rus, ho. :lMr. Edgar, 29 (i).
RiBar.rrON, is N. W. T, OrrICIAL COR. re 9Tn BATTALION: Mr.

Amyot, 304 ().
ROt LAME DiAi , DaxAss BT r :'r. Kirkpatrick, 936 (i).
Bois, iox. Wu., DisissAL : Mr. Laurier, 24 (i).
WAr? STs. MRIa U ANAL, TaNrDEas: Mr. Trow, 943 (ii).

-- Mr. MVcullen, 304 (i).
8AW LOs, IxroaTATIoA, &c.: Mr. Charlton, 33 (i).
==- EXPnTATIO- AND DCTY COLLECTED* : Mr. Charlton, 33,

304 ().
Minor LIEm Ry., ST. LAwuNmes, BT. ANDaawE, Vit EuEaooGs,

KATTmWAUAsiG, &C.: Mr. Kenoyl,- (i).

$ETURNS, STATEEENTS, Ac.-.entaud.
ST. CATHARINs MILLIN AND Luxanore o. P. QVuMO : Mr.

Mehmull-n 33 (1).
- OiaiQxIAL CaqEse: Mr. VeYadlen, 943 (ii).

ST. COARLaS BRANCH RY,, Cosr*: 1Mr. leMullen, 93(1).
ST. JoUI, N.B., InoR, RuRsP. or H. r. PURLET*': Mr Wield@.n<t.

John), 304 (i).
ST. RoCH DES AULIETS WaAaor: Mr. Cugrin, 529 (il).
BUNDAY TaAFFIc ON CANAisLs* Mr. Rykert, 304 ().

TARIFF, FRisan EDITION; Mr. Langeier (Montmorency) 935 (i).
TaxIseouATA RY. Vo , S AaIHOLDERS, h.*: Mr. Desarr, 041(î).

- SUBIDT*: Mr. De8saint, 943 (ii).
TowN SITEs, N. W. T , REZOIPTs PROM SALBs*: Mr. Doyin, 29 (1).
TENDRBS FOR CANAL WORsE: Mr. Oascy, 593 (1).

WuarT AND FLOUS IMPORTATIONS PRo U. S.* :-Mr. maith-(Ontarso)
33 (i),

WEBSTER, W. A., Sue .fArD oR nsEaYioue: Mr. Coller 803 (i).

WELLAND CANAL WATBR POWER, ENINEERs' REPs.': Mr. Rykert,
304 (f)

WINDsoo AND ANNAPoLis ANDWESTERN OouNTrs RY.: Mr. Borden,

529.
WRIUHT, E. P., DUTY ON MINING MACHRÎiNT*: Mr. EdWarda, 942.
WRIGT, ALLAN, OLAI FoR DAKAGEs*: Mr. Mitchell, 1094.
YOUNG AND EsaEx Towssnirs UNION ACT, PETi. re DIsALLowANC*:

Mr. Taylor, 436.
RIOUELIEU RIVia, SURVET AND SOUNDINGI: Q4«. (Mr.

Gigault) 22, 29 (i).
RIoHMoND REPAIR SEED FOR CAJs: nCos.of:&p.1084.
RIDEA U HALL: in Com. of Sa p 913(il).

RIFLED ORDNANoE, IMPRoVED : il Com. of S.p.,191 (1).

RIMOUsKI WHARF, REPAIRs, CONTRACToR: Ques. (Mr. Fîset)
302 (i).

RivER AND WATER POLICE: in Com. ofSSup., 974 (ii).
RIvEa MATANE FISNGNO PRIVILzGIs : Ques. (Mr. 1Fset)469.

ROADS AND BRIDGES: in Com. of Sap., 970, 1419, L32;
conc., 1615 (ii).

ROBILLARD, HONORÉ, PUROLASE OF TIMBRa ON IIWAN
RisEvS : Ques. *(Mr. Barron) 30 (i).

-- Anmt. (Mr. Barron)on M for Com. of Sup., 1484 (ii).
RoCK LAxs DAM, DAMAGES UT M. for Cr., &o (Uir. Eirk.

patrick) 9 6 (ii).

Rocky Mountains Park of Can. Act Amt. B.
No. 141 (Ur. Dewdney). 1°*, 1363; wthda , 16Z9 (ii).

RLLING STOCK, I.C.R. : in Com. of Sup,, 1019, 1066 (ii).

Ross, JHON. W M., DIsMîasAL : M. for O.C., Reps,, &o. (ir.
Laurier) 24 (i)

RoSS, JosIAa, SEIZURE OF PROPERTY BT 0USToMs DEPT.

Ques. (Mr. Coller) 4.8 (j).
ROSSEAU RIVER (M AN.) INDIAN REBERVE, LOCATION: 'QU.

(Mr. LaRivière) 347 (i).

Rules of Court. See " CRIMENAL MATTERS."

STm. ANsNE D CICOUTIMI WHARF : Ques. (Mr. <outure) 525.
STE. ANNE DE LA POCATIERE W.ilF, REPAIRsa ,Ques. Mr.

De8saint) 1265 (ii).
STE. BEATRIX POST OPFiiE, LoCATION; Qtto. (Ur. Neveu)

590 (1).
ST. AI rPoN.E Wan.IIF, RPArilas: Ques. (Mr. Coulure)'lBi,

1363 (ii).
ST. ANDREWS TO C.P.R. r oR EAST o LAcHUTE: prop.

Res. (Sir John A Macdonald) 1396; in Com., 1500 (ii).
ST. BARTaEL.EMY PoST OFFICE: Qu08. (Mr. Beausoleil) 591.

6T. CATas&aa1Ss AND NIAGABA CENTRAL RY. Co.'s SaUsID:

prop. Res. (Sir John A, .Macdonld) 1b72; i in Co.,

1634 (ii).
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ST. CA7HARINES MILLING AND LUMBER 00. VS. QUEEN, LAW

COSTS: M. for Ret.'* (Mr. McMullen) 33 (i).
- ORIGINAL CHEQUES: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMul>6n)

943 (ii).
COSTS, &C. : QueS. (Mr. McMullen) 1146 (ii).

--- in Com. of Sup., 4.1 (i), 145b (ii).
ST CÉSAIRE to ST. PAUL D'A BBOTTSORD RY. SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Sir John A, Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1634 (ii).
ST. CHARLES BEANcH Ry., TOTAL COST: Ques. (Mr. Mc-

mullen) 302 (i).
- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mc Mullen) 943 (ii).

ST. CLAIR FRONTIsR TUNNEL CO.' SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com., 1618 (ii).

ST. CLAIR RAPIDS, DREDGING AT POINT EDWARD: Ques. (Mr.
Lister) b91 (1).

ST. CLAIR RIVER, STAG ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE : QUeS. (àfr.
Moncrieff) 221 (i).

St. Gabriel Levee Ry. Co.'s Acts Amt. B. No. 45
(Mr. Curran). 1°*, 194; 20*, 299; in Com. and b°*,
509 (i). (52 Vic., c.83.)

ST. GEORGE'8 BIDGE, STRUCTURAL DEFEoTS; Ques. (Mr.
Mulock) 1081 (ii).

St. Helen's Island Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No.36
(Mr. Curran). 1°*, 138; 2°*, 299 (i).

ST. JOHN AND BASIN OF MINAS MAIL SUBSIDY: in COm. Of

Sup., 126 I, (ii).

ST. JORN, EXTENSION OF CITY FRONT, I.C.R. : in COm. Of
Sup., 1068 (ûi).

ST. JOHN, N.B., HARBOR, REP. OF I. F. PERLEY : M. fOr
Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 30A (i).

ST. JOHN RIVER, BRIDGE AT FREDERIOTON, C0ST: Ques. (Mr.
Ellis) 526 (i).

St. Lawrence and Atlantic Junction Ry. Co.'s
B. No. 64 (1fr. Hall). 1n*, 269 ; 2°*, 357 ; in Com.
and 3'*, 510 (i). (52 Vic., c. 72.)

Sr. LAWRENcE iviEa, OVEtFLOW, PREVENTION: Ques. (Nr.
Beausoleil) 591 (i).

-- SALE OF I6LANDS: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 34 (i).
--- SHIP CHANNEL: in Com. of Sup., 1516 (ii).

SURVEY: in Com. of Sap., 1461 (ii).
--- TELEGRAPH SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1363 (ii).

ST. Louis LAKE, CONSTRUCTION OF PIsR8 : Ques. (Mr. Pré.
fontaine) 80 (i).

ST LOUIS RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: Qucs. (Mr. Bergeron) 34 (i).
ST. ROCH DES AULNETS WHARF, COR., REp., &a.: M. for

copies (Mr. Coasgrain) 529 (i).
SAGUENAY RIVER BuoYs AND LIGHTS: QueS. (Mr. Couure)

1146, 142.(ii).

SALMON RIVERS IN QUEBEc, LEASES, &o.: Ques. (Mr.
Langelier, Quebec) -24 (1).

Saskatchewan Ry. and Xining Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 86 (Mr. McCarthy). 1'*, 369; 2°1, 510; M.
for Com. and Amt (Mr. Wallace) to ref. to Sel. Stand.
Com., 754 (i); in Com. andP3°*, 921 (ii). (52 Vic,
c. 56.)

SAULT STE. MARIE CANAL: in COm. Of Sup., 1202 (ii).
- -TENitns, &o.: M. for copies* (Mr. McMullen)

304 (i).
.-- M. for oopies* (Ur. Trow) 943 ii).

SAVARY, CHARLES, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : QueS. (Mr.
Edgar) 427 (i).

SAWDUSI AND MILL REFUSE IN OTTAwA RIVEE: Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 370 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Cook) 223 (i).
SAWDUST IN CANADIAN RIVERS, FNIS FOR VIOLA TING LAW:

Ques. (1fr. Bisenhaver) 591 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Thérien) 1082 (ii).

SAW LOGS, EXPORTATION AND DUTY COLLECTED: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Charlton) 33 (i).

--- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 304 (i)é
ExPoRT DUTY: Res. (Mr. Barron) in Amt. to Com.

of Sup., 1480, 1584, 1591 (ii).
- IMPORTATION: M. for Rot. (Mr. Charlton) 33 (i).
SEAMEN SIPPING IN U. S. VESSELS, INSTRUCTIONS TO SHIP-

PING- MASTERS : Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 468 (i).
SECRETARY OF STATE'S REP.: presented (Sir Rector Lan-

gevin) 33 (i).
- in Com. of Sup., 57 ().
SEORETARY OF STATE:

CAN. TEmF. AcT, DISTRIBUTION OF FINES: Ques. (Vr. Roome) 80.
WOaIiNG: M. for Ret. (Mr. Jamieson) 541 (i).

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT ANT. : Qnes. (Br. Amyot) 224 ().
- DATE OF RECEIPT OF OERTIFICATEs PROM JUDGEs.: X. for

Ret.* (gMr. Mills, Bothwell) 303 (i).
CRIMINAL LAWs FOR JUSTICES OF TRE PEÂCU, DISTRIBUTION: Ques.

(Mr. Bernier) 171 (i).
FRAcaris1 A CT, AMOUNT EXPENDED FOR ALL SERVICES IN CONNECTION :

M. for Ret * (gr. Charlton) 303 (i).
LABOR COMMIsSION, LEGISLATIOR : Ques. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin) 1422.
LIqUOR LIcEnsEs, ROcy MOUNTAINS PARK: Ques. (Mr. Iolton)

249 (i).
MONTREAL FLOOD COMMISSION, PRINTING REPORT: M. (Kr. Ourran)

1687 (ii).
PRINTING BURZU, EXPENDITURE FOR PLANT, 0. : Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 428 (i).
SAVARY, CHARLES, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: Ques. (Br. Edgar)

427 (i).
SEOR1TARY 03 STATEC's REP.: presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 33.
VOrERa' Lisrs, AMOUNT EXPENDED IN PREPARING, &0. : Ques. (Br.

Choquette) 30, 33 (i).
DIsTRIBUTION : Queo. (Kdr. Edgar) 15 (i).

SEED WHEAT, MAN., PAYMENT BY SETTLERS: Ques. (Mr.
LaRivière) 590 (i).

SEIZURE oF BIITISII SeHOONER BY U. S. CUTTER "WOOD.
BINE: " Despatoh re8peOting read (Mr. Weldon, St.
John) 510 (i).

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
for Com. to prepare Lists, 2 (i).

Rep. presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 17 (i).
M. to cono. in Rep. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 18 (i).

- M. to add names (Mr. Laurier) 169 (i).
M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to add names, 269 (i).

Senate and House of Commons Act (Chap. 11
IRev. jStatutes) Amt. B. No. 111 (Mr. Skinner). 1°,
590 (i).

Senate and House of Commons Act (Chap.11 Rev.
Statutes) Amt. B. No. 120 (Sir John Thompson).
Res. prop., in COm. and 1°* of B., 787 (i) ; 2°* and in
COm., 911 ; 3°*, 912 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 10.)

SENATOR FOR SHAWINIGAN DISTRICT: Ques. (Mr. Lavergne)
1628 (ii).

SENATE, SALARIES AND CONTINGENOIES : in Com. of -SUp.,
207 (i); cono., 1597 (ii).

lxxiv
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SENATE, uESs. TO, BUMMoNING SENATOR SANFORD BEPoR E SITTINGS 01P TUI Housei: prop. Ro. Dot to sit after 12

PUB. AcoTs. 00M.: M. (M r. Ryert) 620 (1).
SESSIONAL CLERKS, EXTRA: in Com. of Sup, 271 (i).
SETTLERS (oLD) CLAIMS IN MAN.: Ques. (Mr. LaR:vière)

1533 (ii).
SCHREIBER, MIR, SALARY: in Com. of SUp., 1504; cono,

1615 (ii).
SoorT, CAPT.: in Com. cf Snp., 146 (i).
SORIP (LAND) OUTBTANDING: Ques. (gfr. Mulock) 347, 525.

ScUoo RivEa: Ques. (1r. Barron) 1533 (ii).

Ships' Safety Act (Chap. 77 Rev. S!atutes) Amt. B.
No. 54t(Mr. Tupper). 1°, 223 (i); 20 m., 1029; 2° and
in Com., 1032; 3°*, 1042 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 22.)

Deb. in Com. (Messrs. Davies L P. E. I.] and Mitchell) 1032; (Mr.
Baird) 1033; (Uessrs. Charlton, Gillmor and Welsh) 1034; (gr.
Waldie) 1035; (Xesrs. Kenny and Jfulock) 1036; (1es3rs.

JIones [lHalifax] and Freeman) 1037; ( Wesars. O'Brien and Wilson,
Elgin) 1038; (Mr. Dawson) 1039; ('4r. MAcNeitl) 1039; (Nir. McKay)
1039; (Mr. Ellis) 1010; (Hr. Riopel) 1041 (h).

SHELBURNE CONTROVELTED ELECTION: Judg's Rop. (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
SHELBURNE, RET. oF' MEMBER: notification (1fr. Speaker) 1.

SHORT LINE (H IRVEY AND MONOTON): prop. Res, (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 1424 (ii).

Short Line Ry. (Harvay to Salisbury) B. No.
149 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 1424; in
Corm., 1658; IL to cono. in Res., 1669; Amt. (Mr.
Weldon, St. John) 1672; neg. (Y. 84, N. 70) 1678 ;
Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 16i9; neg,. ou a div.,
Res. cono, in, 1°*, 2°* of B. and in Com., 1683; 3°*,
1685 (ii).

Deb. on Amt. (Messrs. Ellis and Wood, Westmoreland) 1672; (Ur
Davies, P.E.L) 1673; (Mr. Joncs, Halifax) 1674; (We3srs Colter
and Mu'ock) 1675; (Ur. Gillmor) 1677; Amrt. to Amt.(Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1678 (ii).

Deb. on Amt. ta Amt (lir. Molfullen) 1679; (gesFro. Davies,
[P. E.I.T Skinner, Mitchell and Sir Joh' A. Macdonald) 1681 ;
( Mesur. Jones [Halifax], Beausoleil and Armstrong) 1684; (Mr.
Casey) 1683 (ûi).

SHORT LINE Ry., DEFEAT oF' B. IN SEN.: Remarks, 1724
-- AMOUNT PAID INTERNATIONAL RY. Go, OR 0. P. R.:

Qaes. (Ur. Jones, Halifax) 769 (i).
-- OXFORD To NEw GLASGoW, N. S., TOTAL LENGTHE:

Quo. (Mr. Kirk) 529 (i).
--- ERSONAL EXPLANATION (1fr. Jones, Halifax) 740 (i).

ST. LAWRENOE TO ST. ANDREWS, &o , vid SHIERBROoKE,
MATTAWAMKEAG, &c : M. for Rot. (Hr. Kenny) 541.

S10AMoNs ON C. P. R., To LAKE OKANAGAN, RY. SUBSIDY:
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com.,
1629 (ii).

SICK AND DIsTREssED MARINERS FUND - QUes, (Sir Donald
Smith) 1710 (ii).

SIMooE (EAST) CONTROVERTED ELECTION: .JUdge's Rop.
(Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

SIns & SLATER, 0ONTRACTORs FOR CAPE BRETON RY.:
Ques. (1fr. Macdonald, Victoria) 871 (ii).

--. RETURN OF DEPOsIT TO SURETEs: 9es. (Mr.

Cameron) 677 (i).

o'clock (Mr. Charlton) 432, 526 (i).
SIX NATION INDIANS, SALE or LANDs: Ques. (Mr. Colter)

428 (i).
SLIDES AND Boxs: in CoM. of Sap., 970, 1229 (ii).
SMYTH, HENRY, oF CH ATHAM, EMPLOYKENT BY GOVT

Ques. (Mr. MoMullen) 224 (i).
SMYTH AND WEBSTER, MEssRs, TMMIGRATION AGENTS: in

Com. of Sîp., 956 (ii).
SMELT FISHING IN TIE MIRAMICH: in Com. of Sap., 140 (î).

South Ont. Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. No. 59 (Mr.
Sutherland). 1°*, 269; 20*, 857; in Com. and 30*,

510 (i), (52 Vic., c. 70.)
SOUTH ONT. PACIFIC RT. o.'S SUB8IDY: prop. Boa. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1572; in Com, 1632 (ii).
SPEAKiR. DEPUTY (SALARY): in Com. of Sap., 270 (i).
SP'EECH FROU THE TH oNu: Rep (Mr. Speaker) 2 (i).
STEIN. LIONOE, EMPLOYIENT EY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Barron)

153 1 (ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act (Chap. 78 Rev. Statutes)
Amt. B. No. 130 (Mr. Tupper). 1°, 911: 3° m ,
10 13; 21, in Com. and 3°*, 1044 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 23.)

STEPHENSON, RURUs, EMPLOYEENT BY GOVr.: Ques. (Mr.
Brien) 223 (i).

in Com of Sup., 1254 (ii).

Subsidies (land) to Rys. authorisation B. 152
(Mr. Dowdney). Ros. prop., 1572; in Com., 1712, 1720;
Io*, 2°* and in Com. on B, 1720; 3**, 1721 (ii). (52

Vic , c. 4 )
Subsidies (money) to Rys. authorisation B. No.

148 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Boa. (lot) prop., 1396;
in Com., 1499; cono. in, 1535. Res. (2nd) prop., 1572;
in Com., 1615, 1629; on M. to cono. in lut %o., Amt.
(Mr. Davies, PE I.) neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1653; Amt.
(Sir Richard Oartwright) neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1653; M.
to cono. in 2nd Rues. agreed to (Y. 66, N. 35) 1653;
1°* and 2°* of B., 1651; in Com., 1685; 3° m., and
Amt. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) neg. (Y. 27, N. 48) and
30*, 1686 (ii). (52 Vie., c. 3.)

SUBSIDIES. See
ALBERT SOUTHURN RY. 0o.
AMHERSTBURG AND LAKE SEoRa RY. O.
BAI DES CHALEURS RY. Co.
BROcKVmLLU, WasTPoRT AND SAULT ST. aARIE rT. O.
CAPE ToRMuNTINU TO MURRAY BAY RY.
OAi RoUGE ANDST. LÂwRaNos Ry.Co.
CENTRAL RY. FRou GRAND LAIE TO T.U.R.
CHcoOUTImi RY. Co.
CORNWALLIS VALLEY RY. Co.
DRUMmOID COUNTY RY. Co.
FREDERICTON AND ST. KAY's BRiDGE Co.
GANaNOQUI, PRTR AND JAMxS' BAT RAILWAY 00. AD TRoUa»

IELANDE RT Co.
GRAND TRUNr, GEoRGIAN BAY AND LARE Eais RY. Co.
GREAT EAsTEN RTY. Ca.
HREKpORD Ry. Co.
IRONDALE, BANCROFT AND OTTAWA R', Co.
JoGGINS RY. Go.
KINGsTON, SITH's FALLS AID OTTAwA RT. Co.
LAKE MAI. R. AND GCAAL go.
LARm TIrsoAxNGus R. Co. (Mattaws to Long Sault).
aAsIoGA»ND NipaNe r.
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SUBRIDIES-Oontinued.

MAssAWIPPI JUNCrIoN RY. 00.
NORTHERN AND PACIFIO JUNOTION RY. Co.
NORTH-WESTERN COAL AND NAVIGATION Co.
NORTH-WESTERN RY. Co. oP CANADA.
NAPrNÂI, TAMworTH AND QUEBEC RY. Go.

Oouià» BnÂunP SUBSIDIS.
ONTARIO AND PAcrPIC RY. 00.
OnTAWA 4S>D GITIAU VALUT RY. 00.

PARR SOUND OoLoNIsATION RY. 0o.
PoNTIAC AND RENFBIW RY. 0o.

Quszc AND LARs ST. JoHN RY. Co.
QUai.e, MoITMOanNOYrA» CHARLYOIX Ry.
QUsBEC AND MURRAY BAY RY.
RErD DEaR VALLET RY. AND COAL Co,
ST. ANDREWS TO0C.P.R. AT OR EsT or LACRUTE RY.

0ICAKONs oN 0. P. R. TO LAKR OKANA GAIN RY.

SOUTH ONTARIO PACiic Rit. Co.
ST. GATHARINNs AND Ni4GARA CENTRAL RY. Co.
ST. CsÂAIRn TO ST. PAUL D'ABBOTTSPoRD RY.
ST..CLAIr FONTrun TUNNEL Go.

RUSWAP AND LAKE OKANAGAN Ry.
TRuno TO NEWPORT RY.
THoUsAND ISLANDs RY. Co.

S86 " RAILW.Y, " " SUPPLY," &0.
SBSÎDY TO P. E. I. : QUes. (Mr. Perry) 15 (i).
SUBWAY, STRAITS Or NORTHUMBERLAND : Ques. (Mr. Perry)

16 (i).
SULTANA ISLAND, LAKE OF TES WoODs, SALE: Ques. (Mr.

Barron) 426 (i).

Summary Convictions Se "ICaIiÂNA LÂw."

Summary Trials. See " CRIMINAL LAw.'
SIUMMRoID (P. E. ) HARBOR, SURVEY AND BaE&KWATER :

Ques. (Mr. Perry) 303 (i), 149,3 (Ei).
SUNDAY TRAFFIC ON CANALS : H. for Cir., &C.* (Mr. Bygcrt)

304-(i).
Supply B. No. 141 (Mr. Foster). Res. cone. in, 1*, 2°*

and 3°* -of B.,y I712 (ii). (5 2 Tie., c. 1.)
SUPPLY:

[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted
under this head.)

AUT8. AND RMiARX TO ls. FOR Co.: Ques. of Procedure (Mr.
Milla, Bothweli) 48; &mt. (Mr. Laurier) Fisherles and Trade
Relations with U. S., 323; deb. adjd., 346; remd., 385; neg.
(Y. 85, N. 108) 423; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwrght) Unre-
atricted Reciprocity, 468; neg. (Y. 77, N. 121) 7%9 (i); Amt.
(Mr. OBrien) Jesuits' Estates Aet, 812; neg. (Y. 13, N. l86)
910; Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright) Recent Loan, 946,
1044; Amt., 1147; neg. (Y. 74, N. 117) 1169; Amt. (Kr.
Flynn) Cape Breton Ry., 1182; Amt (Mr. Holton) Gustome
Seizure,,1285; neg. (Y. 71, N. 111) 1314 ; Amt. Mr. Fisher)
Intoxicants in N. W. T., 1331; neg (Y. 53, N. 100) 1351 ; Re-
marks (Mr. Charlton, &o.) Erport Duty on Logo, 1480; Amt.
(Mr. Barron) 1488; neg. (Y. 62, N. 91) 1494; Amt. (Mr.
Eulock) Militia lothing, 1542; neg. (Y. 54, N. 95) 1569;
Remarks (gr. Prior) Behring's 8Bea Seizures, 1575; Remarko
-(Kr. Barnard) Duty on Mining Machinery, 1583; Amt. (Mr.
Barron) Duty on Saw Logs, 1585; neg. (Y. 54, N. 90) 1594;
Amt (V1w. Roes) Man. Rys., 1692; neg. on a dii', 1693; Re-
marks (Kr. Charlton) Jesuits' Estates Act, 1692 (i).

Mua-. from His Ex., transmitting Estimates for 1889-90, 30 (i);
Suppl. for 1888-89, 1018; Suppl. for 1889-90, 1467; further
Suppl. for 1889-90, 1627 (ii).

Ras. (Kr. Foster) foru Com., 13; in 0Cm., 48, 138, 196, 270, 287
423, 739, 788 (), 912, 947, 1047, 1064, 1169, 1202, 1223, 1234,
1315, 1352, 1447, 1494 1501, 1870, 1898.

Coxxmms:
*dmini;tonuf of Justice. f«" jugtioo."

SiU PPLY-Continued.
CoMMxTTa-Oontinued.

Arts, Agriculture and Statistic:
Oensus and Statistics, 298 (i); cono., 1598'(ii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, 1512 (ii).
Dairying Interests (development) 1513 (ii)
Experimental Farms, 288 (i); conc., 1598 (ii).
Fruit Growing Interest (development) 1513 (ii);
Health St&istics, 287 (i); cone., 1598(ii)
Patent Record, cono,, 1598.

Canals. See<" Railways " and " Collectieu ofR.enuas'
Charges of Management:

Brokerage, &o., on Sinking Fund, 204 (i).
Country Savings Banks, 203 (i).
Dominion Loans reduced, 204 (i).
General Vote, 48 (i).
Printing Dominion Noteor24(i),

Civil Government :
Agriculture Dept., 71 (1).
Auditor General's Office, 66 (i).
Civil Service Examinera, 203 (i).
Contingencies, Departmental:.

General Vote, 165 (i).
High Commissione's Office, 1935(i), 1563, 1597.

PoMa Office and Finance-Depts, 1508r(ii).
Departments generally (special meDsenger), 1503.
Gustom Dept., 67, 152 ,165<i).
Finance and Treasury Board,.66 (i).
Fisheries Dept., 148 (i).
Governor General's Secretary'sOffioe,,49 (i).
High Commissioner's Office, London, 151 (i).
Indian Affaira, Dept. of, 6ê{i,15O2 (i).
Inland Revenue Dept¾, 66 (i).
Interior, De pt. of, 58663(),10iti

Geological Survey, 58 (i).
Justice Dept., 49 (i).

Penitentiaries Braneh, 54(i).
Marine Dept., 138 (i); cono., 1614(ii).
Militia and Defemce, Dept. of, 54 (i).
Mounted Police, 62;151, 5 (i).
Postmaster General'asDept, 68(i).
Printing and Stationery Dept., 57 (i)15U8S(i).
Privy Council Office 49 (i); 1501 (ii).
Public Works Dept., 148 (i).
Railways and Canals, Dept. ofy 1.l(i), .1664 -(i-) j

conc., 1615 (ii).
Secretary of State's Dept.,,57,(i).

Collection of Revenues ;
Adulteration of Food, 1227 (ii).
Canals:

Repairesand Working Expense.,1211,14O»<ii).
Customs:

Chinese Immigration Act (administration) 1221.
Detective Service (outside) 1221 (ji).
Miscellaneous, 1461 (i),
Nova Scotia, 1217 (ii).

Dominion Lands (Income) 1240; cone., 180T(ii).
Foreatry Commissioner's Salary, 1263 (il).



INDEX.
SUPPLY-Continued.

COMMITTEE -Continued.
Collection of Revenues-Continued.

Excise:
Officers and Inspectors (salaries) 1223 (il).
Officers in Distilleries and Factories, 1225 (il).
Preventive Service, 1224 (il).

Minor Revenues, 1229, 14)5 (ii).
Post Office, 1234, 1461, 1596 (ii).
Public Works:

Esquimaalt and Lévis Graving Docks, 1232 (ii).
Slide and Boom Dues (collection) 1229 (ii).
Telegraph, P.E.I., and Mainland, 1233 (il).
Telegraph Lines, N.W.T,, 1233 (i).

Railways:
Intercolonial, Repairs and Working Expenses,

1074, 1496 (ii).
Weights and Measures:

Inspector's and Asst. Inspector's Salaries, 1226,
1496 (ii).

Customs. Bee "Collection of Revenuee."
Dominion Lands. See "Collection of Revenucs"
Dominion Police:

General Vote, 211 (i).
Excise. See "Collection of Revenues."
Fisheries ;

General Vote, 1074 cono., 1607 (ii) 4

Geological Survey:
General Vote, 1079 (ii).

Government Steamers. See "Ocean and River Service."
Immigration:

Agent, Montreal, 947 (ii).
Assistant Agent, Victoria, B.C., 957 (ii).
Contingencies, Canadian Agency, 962 (ii).
Immigration and Immigration Expenses, 1319,

1498; conc., 1611 (il).
Indians :

British Columbia, 1178 (ii).
Man. and N.W.T., 1173, 1595.
Man. (Industrial Schools) 1177 (ii).
Ont., Que., N.S. and N.B. generally:

.Annuities under Robinson Treaty, 1171 (ii),
Dingman, A., payment re Dundee Lands, 1172,

1451 (ii).

Quebec (relief of distress) 1169 (ii).
Removal ofIndians from Oka to Gibson, 1171.
Schools, 1170 (il).

Prince Edward Island, 1173 (ii).

Insurance :
Superintendence, Expenses in connection, 1361 (ii).

Justice, Administration of:
Clerk, Exchequer Court, 205 (i).
Judges' Salaries, 207 (i).
Judges Boswell and Gowan (refund) 1362 (ii).
Miscellaneous, including N. W. T., 205 (i).
Printing, &o., Supreme Court Reports, 205 ().
Supreme Court, Senior Messenger, 205 (i).

11

SUPPLY-Continned.
COMMTTKI-Continued.

Legislation:
louse of Commons:

Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks, &o., 271 (i).
Contingencies, conc., 1593 (ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, 270 (i).
Elections (payment to J. Wilson as Returning

Offier) 1362 (ii).
Franchise Act (expenses) 1511 (ii); cono.,

1615 (ii).
Library of Parliament, 272 (i).
Laws : Printing, Binding, &c., 272 (i).
Printing, Paper and Binding, 273 (i).
Returning Officers (payment>) 1511 (i).
Salaries, Clerk's Estimate, 270 (i).
Votera' List, Printing, 271 (i).

Sonate:
Salaries and Contingencies, 207 (i); cono., 1597.

Lighthouse and Coast Service:
Buoys, Lights, Fog.Whistles, &c. (maintenance)

975, 1450 (ii).
Lighthouses and Fog Alarms (completion, &c.)

1361 (ii).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions:

Halifax and St. John (cither) and W. Indies and
S. America (either) 1701 (ii).

King, Jas., compensation far cancelling Contract,
1451 (ii).

Magdalen Islandî, 1261, 1450 (ii).
New Westminster and Victoria, 1532 (ii).
P. E. 1. and Mainland, 1261 (ii).
St. John and Ports in Basin of Minas, 1262 (i).
St. John, Digby and Annapolis, 1532 (ii).

Marine iospitals ;
Marine and Immigrant IIospital, Que., 976 (ii).
Hospitala in Q e., N S., IN.B., P .E.I. and B.C., 977.

Meteorological Service. See "lScientifie Institutions,"
Militia.:

Ammunition, Cartridge Factory, Clothing, &c.,
793 (i), 1352 (ii).

Armories, caro of Arms, &c., 793 (i).
Drill Sheds, Construction and Repairs, '79 (i).
Drill Pay, con e., 1598 (ii).
Military College, 1357 (ii).
Military College, House for Commandant, 1633;

conc., 1705 (ii).
Permanent Forces, Cavalry, &c., Schools, 796 (i).
Riflied Ordnance, improved, 794 (i),

Miscellaneous:
American Association of Science, aid to entertain.

ing, 1697 (ii).
Banff, Survey, Roads, Bridges, &c., 1180 (i).
Costs in litigated matters, 1460 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, 1180 (ii).
Examining Lande in C. P.R. Belt, 1570 (ii).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, 1179, 1361(ii)
Govt. in N.W.T.; Printing, Roada, Bridges,

Ferries, Schools, &c. (expenses) 1179 (ii).
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SUPPLY-Continued.
COMMITTEE -Conlinued.

Miscellanecus-Gontinued.
Griffin, W.H., Ex-Dep. P.M.G., 1453 (ii).
Jukes, Dr., Medical Services, 1571 (ii).
Jugements du Conseil Souverain,Vol. IV., 1453(ii).
Labor Commission, 1497; conc., 1614 (ii).
Le Dictionnaire Généalogique des Familles Fran-

çaises, 1543 (ii).
N.W.T., Inspectors', Registrars and Clerks Salar.

ies, &c., 1180, 1215 (ii).
Printing Bureau and Binding, 1571 (ii).
St. Lawrence River Survey, 1461 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumbering Co. vs.

Queen, Costs, 1455 (ii).
Mounted Police:

General Vote, 1212 (ii).
Supplementary Vote, 1451, 1497 (ii).

Ocean and River Service:
Govt Steamers, maintenance and repairs, 974 (ii).
River and Water Police, Mont. and Que., 974 (ii).
Wrecks and Shipping Disasters, 974 (ii).

Penitentiaries :
British Columbia, 222 (i).
Dorchester, 1507 (ii).
Kingston, 211 (i), 1509; conc., 16151
Manitoba, 216 (i), 1507 ; conc., 1597
St. Vincent de Paul, 1315, 1510 (ii).

(ii).
(ii),

Pensions :
Compensation in lieu of Land, 788 (i).
Delaney, Mrs., 739 (i),
Gowanlock, Mrs., 792 (i).
Lady Cartier, 423 (i).
Veterans of War of 1812, 788 (i).

Police. Sée "Dominion Police."

Post C9ice. See I Collection of Revenues."
Public Works*-Capital :

Cape Tormentine Harbor, N. B., 802 (i).
Kingston Graving Dock, 801 (ii).
Port Arthur Harbor and Kaministiquia River,

801 (i).
St. Lawrence River Ship Channel, 1516 (ii).

Pubiic Works-Income:
Buildings:

British Columbia, 1528 (ii).
New Brunswick, 805 (i); conc., 1599 (ii).
Ontario, 806 (i), 1519 (ii).
Quebec 806 (i); 1362 (ii).
North.West Territories, 807 (i), 1527 (ii).
Repairs, Furniture, Heating, &a.:
Dom. Immigration Buildings, 919 tii).
Grounds, Public Buildings, Ottawa, 918 (ii).
Major's Hill Park, conc., 1599 (ii).
Rideau Hall, 913 (ii).
Nova Scotia< 1518 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 1519 (ii).

• e "Collection of Revenues'"l

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMMITUE-Continued.

Public Works-Income-Continued.
Dredging:

Lake Manitoba, 970 (i)
New Plant, 1448 (ii).
P. E. I. and N. B, 968; cono., 1600 (ii).

Experimental Farm, 71 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers:

British Columbia, 931 (ii).
Manitoba, 931 (ii).
Maritime Provinces generally, 910, 1448 (ii).
New Brunswick, 924, 1447,1530; cone., 1615 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 807 (i), 915, 1417, 1528; cone.,

1579 (ii).
Ontario, 928, 1531 ; conc, 1579 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 919, 1529 (ii).
Quebec, 927, 1448, 1531 (ii),

Miscellaneous: Surveys and Inspections, 1450.
Roads and Bridges, 970; conc., 1615 (ii).

Belly River Bridge at Lethbridge, 1532 (ii).
Ottawa River and City Bridges, 1413 (ii).

Slides and Booms, 970 (hi).
Telegraph Unes, 971, 1532 (ii).

Quarantine :
General Vote, 931 (ii).
Public Health, precautionary measures, 932 (ii).

Railways and Canals*- Capital:
Canal$ (conc., 1601) (ii):

Cornwall, 1205 (ii).
Lachine, 1205 (ii).
Murray, conc., 1614 (ii),
Sault Ste. Marie, 1202 (ii).
Tay, 1211 (ii).
Trent River Navigation, 1207 (ii).
Welland (deepening) 12b7 (ii).
Williamsburg, 1205 (ii).

Railways cono., 1601 (ii) :
Canadian Pacifie (Arbitration) 1047 (il).
Cape Breton Ry., 1069 (ii).
Intercolonial, cone., 1607 (ii):
Halifax, increased accommodation, 1048 (ii).
Land Damages, Legal Exper ses, &c., 1597 (ii).
Moncton, increased accommodation, 1048 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., 1073; conc., 1603.
Richmond, Shed extension to repair Cars, 1064.
Rolling Stock, 1019; conc., 1614 (ii),
St. John, extension of City Front, 1068 (ii).
- -, increased accommodation, 1063 (ii).
Supplementary Vote, 1498 (ii).

Railways and Canals*-Income:

Canals:
Rideau, 1211 (ii).
Welland, 1514 (i).

Scientigf Institutions:
Meteorological Service, 976 (ii).

I For Repairs and Working Expenses, sm "Collection of Revemes."
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RUPPLY-Continued.
COMMITTIE-Continued.

Steams'p Subventions. See "Mail Subsidies."
Superannuation :

Railways, allowance to W. Wallace, 1597 (ii).
Terirtorial Accounts ;

Militia Expenses, re Rebellion in N. W. T., 1461,
Unprovided items, 1494 (ii).

'CoNCURRENXcE:
Census and Statisties, 1598 (i).
Dredging, P. E. I., N. S. and N. B., 1600 (ii).
Dominion Lands Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to rc-

duce vote, 1607; neg. (Y. 39, N. 71) 1611 (ii).
Experimental Farms, 1598 (ii).
Fisheries, 1607 (ii).
Franchise Act, Dom., 1615 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, Ont. and N. S., 1599; N. B., 1615.
Health Statisties, 1598 (ii).
House of Commons, Contincencies, 1598 (ii).
Intercolonial Ry., Amt. (Mr. Davies, P. . L) to re-

duce Vote, 1604; neg. (Y. 39 N. 71) 1607 (ii).
Immigration, Amt. (Mr. Somerville) to reduce Vote,

1611; neg. (Y. 39, N. 71) 1613 (i).
1. C. R., Rolling Stock, 1611 (ii).
KingAton Penitentiary, 1615 (ii).
Labor Commission, 1614 (ii).
Marine Dept., Salaries, Amt. (Mr. McMullen) re C. C.

Chipman, neg. (Y. 33, N. 65) 1614 (ii).
Man. Penitentiaries, Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to

reduce Vote, 1597; neg. (Y. 47, N. 73) 1598 (ii).
Militia (drill pay), 1598 (ii).
Military College, Commandant's House, 1705 (ii).
Murray Canal, 1614 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., construction, Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 1603; neg. (Y. 39, N, 70)
1604 (ii).

Patent Record, 1598 (ii).
Public Buildings, N. B., 1599 (ii).
Railways and Canals, Ros. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

1601 ; neg. (Y. 40, N. 73) 1603.
Repairs, Furniture, Heating, &o., 1599 (ii).
Rys. and Canals, Mr. Schroiber's Salary, 1615 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, 1615 (ii).
Sonate, Salaries and Contingencies, 1597 (ii).

SUPPLIES, MOUNTED PoLICE: in 0om. of Sup., 1451 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B.
No. 105 (Sir John Thompson). 1°, 556; ý°, in 0om.

and b°, 787 (i). (52 Vie., c. 37.)
SUPREME AND EXCEEQUZI COURTS: in Com. Of Sup., 49 (i).

Supreme Court B. No. 95 (Mr. Weldon, St. John)
1°*, 370 (i).

SUPREME COURT REPORTS, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 205 (i).
SURVEYs AND INSPECTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 1450 (ii).
TARIFF, FRENCOH EDITION: M. for Cor. (Mr. Langelier,

Montmorency) 9â5 (i).
Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 1266 (ii).

--- CHnes: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1221 (ii).

TAY CANaL: in Com. of Bop. 1211 (ii).

TELEGRAIr LINEs, ACQUISITION BY Govr.: M. (Mr. Denison)
for Sel. com., 80 (i).

--- in Com. of Sap,, 971, 1233, 1532 (il).

Telephone, Telegraph, &o., Co.'s Wires (Tor-
onto) B. No. 78 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 822; 20*,
397 (i).

Telephone, Telegrapb, &c., Wires B. No. 112
(Mr. Perley). 10*, 620 (i).

TÉMISCOUATA RY. Co., SH AREUOLDERS, SHARIeS AND AMOUNTS

PAID'. M. for Ret.* (Mr. Dessaint) 24 ().
---- SUBSIDY: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Dessaint) 943 (ii).

AMCUNT PAID: Ques. (Mr. Dessaint) 676 (i).

TENDERS FOR CANAL WORK3: M. for Rot. (Mr. Casey) 593.
TENDERs, TRANSLATION OF FoRMs: Remarks, 1535 (ii).
TÊrE DU PONT BARRACKS, SALI OR LEcAsE: Ques. (Mr.

Platt) 427 (1).

TUOUSAND IsLAND RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir John
.A. Macdorald) 1573; in Com., 1641 (ii).

Threats, Intimidations, &c. See " CRIMINAL LAW."
Three Rivers and Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.

No. 99 (àfr. Riopel). 10*, 468; 2°*, 663 (i); in
Com. and 30*, 855 (ii). (52 Vic, c. 6 1.)

TIONISH BREAKWATER: on M. for Com. of Sup., 1222 (ii).
REPAIRs: Q e. (Mr. Perry) 1146 (ii).

Timber and Lumber Inspection Act Amt. B.
No. 113 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 469; in Com.,
61; 1°* of B., 669 (i).

Deb. in Com. on Res. (%Ir. Laurier) 661, 663; (à.r Gillmor) 662;
(Mr. White, Renf/ew) 662, 666; (14r. Cook) 663; (Wr. Jones, Hali-

fax) 662, 665; (Mr. K rk) 661; (Nlesses. lues and Charlton) 665;
( gessrs. P<rley and Aïlls, Bot hweli) 667; ( Mr. Edwarde) 668;
(Sir John A. Macionald) 669<{i).

TITLE AND MORTIGIGE INSURANCE CO., REP. OF STANDING

Com.: M. to ref. back (Sir Donald A. Smith) 620 (i).
ToDn's PARLIAMENTARY GoVT , DISTRIBUTION TO MEMBERS :

Ques. (Mr. La Rivière) 1600 (ii).

Tolls and Dues Collection B. No. 122 (Sir John
Thompson). 1*, 811 ; 2° and in Com., 912; 3°*, 1117
(ii). (52 Vic, c. 19.)

Toronto Roard of Trade Acts Amt. B. No. 135
(Kr. Small). Rule suspended, 1°*,-2°* and 3°*, 1262

(ii). (52 Vic. c. 100.)
ToRoNTO SCHOOL oF INFANTRY, BREAD SUPPLY: QuOs. (Mr.

.McMullen) 1082 (ii).
TowN SITEs IN N. W.T., R EEIPTS PROM SALES, &a: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Davin) 29 (i).
TRAcY, A. R., ARREST AND SEIZURE or GooDS: Ques. (Mr.

Davin) 1016 (ii).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION TABLES: presented (Mr. Bowell) 3.
TRADE RELATIONs (AND FIsaERIEs) WITII U.S.: prop. Re@.

(Mr. Laurier) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 323; neg. (Y.
65, N. 108) 423 (i).

TRADE COMMIssIoNER TO SOUTH AXERICA, Suas PAID: Ques.
(Mr. McMullen) 30 (i).

TRAVELLING RI PENSES AND CAB-1IRE: in Com. of SUp.,

156, 168 (i).
TREATIEs (CoMlERCIA.L) WITH FoRIGN STATze : prop. RE.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 172; neg. (Y. 68, N. 94) 193.
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Tree Peddlers, &c., prevention of Fraud B. No.
6 (Mr. Boyle). 1°*, 13 (i); 2® >M., 1100; Amt. (Mr.
Brown) 6 ni. h., neg. on a div., 21 and ref. to Sel. Com,,
1102 (ii).

TRENT RivER NAv.: in Com. of Sup., 1207 (ii).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL, COMMISSIONERS' REP.: Ques. (Mr.

Barron) 20, 655, 676 (i), 872 (ii).
Trinity House and Harbor Commissioners of

Montreal Act Amt. B. No. 103 (Mr. Tupper).
10, 524 ; °, 774; in Coin., 775; 3°*, 785 (i). (52 Vie.,
c. 34.)

TRURO To NEWPORT RY. SUBSIDY: prop. ies. (Sir John A.
.Macdonald) 1396; in Com., 1501 (ii).

Trusts and Combinations. See "FREE LIST."
" COMBINATIONS. "

TUPPER, HON. CHAS. H., MEMBER FOR PICTOU: introduced, 1.
Union Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 79 (Mr. White,

Renfrew). 11-'*, 3.2; 21*, 510; in Com., 792 (i); 30
m. and Amt. (Mr. Bryson) to recom., neg. on a div.,
854; 30, 855; Sen. Amts. conc. in, 1233 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 63.)

U. S. AND COMMERCIAL UNION: Telegram re flitt's Res.
read (Mr. Charlton) 384 (i).

U. S., INVITATION TO MEMBERS TO VISIT: Ques. (Mr.
Choquette) 34 (i).

UNPROVIDED ITEMS: in Com of Sup., 1494 (ii).
UNRESTRICTED RECIPROCITY. See "RECIPROCITY."

VANANCIES: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
VALIQUETTE, SERGEANT, PENSION TO FAMILY: in Com. of

Sap., 788 (i).
VENTILATION OF CHAMBER: in Com. of Sup., 1228 (ii).
VETERANS OF 1812: in Coin. of Sup., 788 (i).

VICTORIA BRIDGE, COST OF MAINTENANCE, &C.: QUeS. (Mr.
Amyoi) 1081 (i,).

Victoria, Saanich and New Westminster Ry.
Co.'s incorp. B. No. 32 (Mr. Prior). 1°*, 138;
20*, 239; in Uom. and 3°*, 424 (i). (52 Vico, c. 48.)

VINCENT, JOSEPI E., AND FRENCIH EDITION oF TARIFF : M.
for Cor. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 935 (ii)

VOLUNTEERS (9
THî BATTALION) DISCIPLINE: Ques. (Mr.

Vanasse) 1327 (ii).
VOTERS' ITTS, AM2)UNT EXPENDED IN PREPARING, &C.: QueS.

(Mr. Choquette) 30 ().
- DISTRIBUTIoN: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 15 (i).

--- PINTING: in Com. of Sup., 271 (i).
WALDIE, JOHN, ESQ, MEMBER FOR BALTON: introduCed,

13 (i).
WALLACE, W., PAYMENT: in Com. of Sup., 1597 (ii).
Wand, A. See "DIVoRCE.>

WAYS A1%D MEANS: prop. Res. for Com. (Mr. Foster) 13 (i).
-- Remarks re Millers of Ont. (Mr. Mulock) 1711 (ii).
WEBSTER, W. A, SUMS PAID FOR SERVICES: Ques. (M.r.

Colter) 303; M. for Ret.,* 303 (i).
- EMPLOYMENT BY GoVT. AMOUNT PAID: Ques. (Mr.

McMullen) 979 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1320 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act (Chap. 104 Rev. Statutes)
Amt. B. No. 27 (Mr. Costigan). 1°, 79; 2°, in Com.
and 3'>*, 195 (i). (52 Vic, c. 17.)

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES: in Com, of Sup., 1226, 1496 (ii).
WELLAND CANAL, DEEPENING: in Com. of Sup., 1207,

1514 (fi).
- WATER PowER, REP. OF EN.GINEERS, &C.: M. for

copies* (Mr. Rykert) 304 (i).

WEST BAY, N.S , CUsToM HoUsE OFFICER: Qaee. (Mr.
Cameron) 427 (i).

Western Counties Ry. B. No. 127 (Sir John Thomp-
son). 1°, 871; L3 in Com. and a0*, 1C43 (ii). (52
Vic., c. 8.)

WEST PoINT WHARF, REPAIRs: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 1498 (ii),
WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTATIONS FROML I.S.: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Smith, Ontario) 1'3 (i).
WIiIsKEY, ILLICIT MANUFACTURE: Qaes. (Mr. Rinfret) 935.
WHITE, ROBERT S., ESQ, MEMBER FJR CARDWELL: intro-

duced, 1 (i).
WILLIAMSBURG CANAL: in Dom. of Sup., 1205 (ii),
WILSON, J., PAYMENT AS RETURNING OFFICER : in Com. of

Supe, 1362 (ii).
WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS AND WESTERN COUNTIES RY. Co.'s,

COR., &c: M. for copies (Mr. Bordez) 529 (i).
Deb (qr. J2ne8, alifax) 532; (Wr. Kenny) 534; (%r. M*dl, Anna-

polis) 535; (1r. Jones, Digby) 536; (den. Lzurie) 536; (Wr.
Freemin) 537; (Mr. Putnam) 537; (Mr. Louite) 538; (Sir John
Thompon) 538; (Mr. Bord-n) 539 ( ).

Winnipeg and Assiniboia River Water Power
B. No. 63 (Mr. Watson). 10*, 269; 2°*, 3à7 (i);
in Com. and 3°¥, 855 (ii). (52 Vic., c. 89.)

Winding-Up Act (Chap. 129 Rev. Statutes) Amt.
B. No. 98 (Sir John Thonmpson). 10, 424, 2° m.,
659; 21 and in Com., 660; 30*, 763 (1). (52 'Pic,
c. 32.)

Winnipeg and North Pacifie Ry. Co.'s incorp.
Act Amt. B. No. 82 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 346; 20*,
397; in Com. and 3°*, 663. (52 Vic., c. 68.)

Wires. -See "Telephone."
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B.

No. 107 (Mr. Macdowall). 1-*, 589; :°*, 663 (i);
in Com. and 30*, 921 (ii). (52 Vie., c. 66.)

Wrecking, &c., in Canadian Waters B. No. 7
(Mir. Patterson, Essex). 10, 15; 2° m., 256; Amt.
(Mr. McCarthy) to adjn. deb., 258; agreed to, 259 (i);
wthdn, 1107 (ii).

Wrecking (Foreign Vessels Aid) in Can. Waters
B. INo. 2 (Mr. Kirkpatrick). i°*, 13; 2 m., 250; 2°
and M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 255; agreed to, 256; Rep.
of Sel. Com. (presented) â84; B., in Com. 607 ; 30
m., 755; Amt. (Mr. Charlton) to recom., 757; neg. (Y.
56, N. 108) 761 ; 30, 761 (i). (52 Vic., c. 1.)

Deb. (Wr. .Kirkpzttrick) 607, 618; (gr. Jones, Halifax) 608, 614; (Wr.
Kenny) 608, 610; (Wr. Bowell) 608 ; (Ur. Mitcheli) 608, 610, 616 ;
(Wr. Charl'on) 608, 619; (Mr. L abelle) 611 ; (Ur. M.lock) 611 ;
(WeEsrs. Waidie and Curran) 612; (Messrs. Elgar, Dawson and
Cook) 613; (UMr. Wellon, St. John) 614; (%r. Weldon, Ai sert)
615, 618; (Wr. Masson) 618; (Mr. Sproule 619; (Kessrs. lls
[Bothwell], Pattersoi [Essexl and Heason) 620 (i).

Deb. on Amt. to M. for 3° (WIr. Fergusaon, Welland) 757 ; (Wr. Kirk-
patrick) 759; (Messrs. Casey and Sir Donald Smith) 760;
(Messrs. BGwell, Labelle and JMitchell) 761; neg. (Y, 56, N. 108)
761 ()

WRECKS AND SHIPPING DISASTERS : in Com. of Sup., 974 (ii).
WRIGHT, ALLAN, CLAIM FOR DAMAGES: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Mitchell) 1094 (ii).
WRIGHT, E. P., REFUND oF DUTY ON MINING MACHINERY:

M. for Cor.* (Mr. .Edwards) 942 (ii).
YARMOUTH Co., N. S., PUBLIC WORKS: Ques. (Mr. Lovitt)

34 (i).
YoRK-SIMooE BATTALION, KIT ALLOIFANCE: prOp. Re.

(Mr. Mulock) 85 (i).
-- Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald) 428 (i).

YOUNG AND FRONT OF EssEx TowNsHIPi, PETS., &C., TO
DISALLOW UNION ACT OF ONT. LEGISLATURE: M. for
copies (Mr. Taylor) 436 (i).
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